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Carlton Hayes Patient Abuse Alleged








A former doctor at the now closed Carlton Hayes Psychiatric Hospital has renewed a complaint to Leicestershire Police concerning the maltreatment in 1972 of one of his patients, a septuagenarian, Mrs Grace Beasley,  who was long stay resident of the Bradgate ‘Psychogeriatric’ Ward.





According to Dr Graf, Mrs Beasley was given a massive intravenous dose of tranquilliser by a Dr Slorach, a doctor retired from active duties who had set himself up as an administrator and was posing as unofficial Medical Superintendent.  Dr Graf claims that this was done to set up false accusations against him.  He claims that ‘gangster elements’ at the hospital wanted to discredit him because he had been conducting the long-overdue statutory annual physical examinations on the hundreds of long-stay patients.  They feared that the results would provide evidence that nursing officers had been starving the patients and selling the food to local  retail outlets.





Dr Graf’s  attempts to seek help from the Ministry of Health and Regional Board received short shrift.  He found himself unemployed and reduced to poverty.  His protest to the General Medical Council resulted in his being deregistered on ‘psychiatric grounds’, his allegations being dubbed a ‘paranoid personality disorder’ – though no evidence was produced against him.  It has now become illegal for the GMC to discipline whistleblowers but Dr Graf remains deregistered.  The GMC claim that a complaint was submitted by the Fosse Health Trust in l995, because he made reference to his previous treatment in a job application for a clerical post, but the Fosse Trust deny this.  The GMC has also now been obliged to set up a section to investigate complaints against discrimination.  Dr Graf claims he was victimised in hospitals in the local Trent Region because doctors were being employed who were being paid with educational grants from governments of Arab countries with no medical schools and that a promise had been made that no doctor of suspected Jewish origin would be employed in such hospitals.  The GMC however refuse to re-examine Dr Graf’s case because it is supposedly already the property of  its psychiatric section.





Patients such as Mrs Beasley were admitted to the ‘County Asylum’  before world war 1 on the grounds that they were ‘unsuitable for work at the workhouse’.   They had no psychiatric history and were given the diagnosis of  'moral defective’ – a term which arises from Nazi-style genetic theories which in recent decades have undergone a revival.   The l948 Mental Health Act made it illegal to detain patients on ‘moral grounds’ – by which was meant this type of patient.  Instead of being released the patients at Carlton Hayes were all ‘reclassified’ as suffering from ‘schizophrenia’, which made them supposedly psychiatric patients though the term meant no more than that they were long term residents in an asylum.





Dr Graf told the Mercury:: “These patients were not only denied their Human Rights and abused but have been maligned in subsequent history.  There has been a great propaganda campaign claiming that the closure of mental hospitals resulted in the release of these patients and a subsequent crime wave.  Journalists were confusing the UK with the USA.  In the USA President Reagan had closed down facilities for drug addicts and alcoholics so that they were being encountered on park benches – with public protest.  The long-term patients in the UK were not released.  After l948, when tranquillisers were introduced, patients were no longer admitted on a long-term basis.  Those that remained, over the years, died and were even given some encouragement to die.  They were not released.  The alleged crimes were committed by alcoholics and drug addicts.  The medical profession not only is guilty of  the abuse of these allegedly psychiatric patients but holds much responsibility for the spread of alcoholism and drug addiction and for the failure to acknowledge the problems this has created”








“I feel that is appropriate that this and other related issues should be drawn to public attention in the prelude to a General Election.  The voters threw out the Tories because they were rebelling against the government policies of the l980s.  There was then a need for some matters to be reviewed, in particular the treatment of people excluded from active participation in society.  The Tory government was steeped in cover-up concerning such matters and there was a need for a new point of view, for those who had previously  been given no chance and for those who had tried to protect them and had been victimised to be given a voice.





“Instead, the Press elected as leader of the Labour Party a person who was a Thatcherite Tory.  There have been the same policies – or worse.  There is a need for a new point of view – not necessarily better MPs or worse but people who are prepared to have an open mind.  I understand that this is not a matter of political party and that some local Labour candidates share my attitudes.





“These comments refer also to recent arguments concerning the finance of education.  How was it that British doctors were financially compromised during their education and then found difficulty in obtaining jobs in the NHS for which they were paid, after deductions, a few pence an hour – while foreign doctors and even bogus doctors were given more highly paid posts, though not necessarily more heavy duties, and their governments were prepared to pay them sizeable grants, which escaped UK income tax, while working in the British NHS?





Education is not just the privilege of the rich.  Some people have no alternative route.  They may not fit into the British Class Structure and may depend on their own talents and efforts.  Such people are very likely not to have parents who, irrespective of their alleged income, are financially supportive and indeed such parents may provide obtructions.  Those who go to university and do not have the guarantee of a job before they start are likely to find themselves unemployed for life.





The argument also affects immigration.  Many of the foreign doctors of the l970s were recruited and dragged to this country by government and GMC headhunters and told that they were needed and that they would be well paid for light duties and other lies which contributed to the ill-feeling within NHS hospitals.  There were not even enough jobs to go round without them.  Immigration was used as a device to prevent the employment of local graduates without the outmoded Public School personalities and attitudes.  Rather than allow what was left over to go to those who did not fit in the class structure and let the society evolve in its natural way, those who were excluded were to be excluded permanently.  I have never advocated that those attracted to this country under false pretences should be sent back to places where they were not welcome in the first place – but the real motivation of this mass immigration, which has traditionally been the policy of Tory, not Labour, governments, should be exposed.





The argument also affects economics.  The Bliarites have repeated the abortive Thatcherite policy of low interest rates and unlimited bank loans – together with the absurd claim that this does not lead to price inflation.  In fact, they have been trumpeting that house price inflation is a good thing.   The motivation behind this policy is that it gives extra income to those with jobs making it impossible for those who have been excluded to catch up and find a means of survival.  The price of  this Bread and Circuses policy – which really is circuses without bread – has to be paid out of  other people’s savings and present and future pensions.





Roland Graf, 25.4.05
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