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PROFESSOR FELICITY GOODYEAR-SMITH Married to John Potter, daughter-in-law of Bert
Goodfellow Postgraduate Chair at Auckland University’s Medical and Health Sciences FacultyLived in a housetruck on Centrepoint land, next to Bert Potter’s house, from 1988GP at Centrepoint from 1989
Published controversial book First Do No Harm: The Sexual Abuse Industry in 1993. Founded support group Casualties of Sexual Allegations in 1994. Published ACC-commissioned research Sexual abuse counselling: Treatment rates provided by psychiatrists, psychologists and counsellors under ACC funding  in 2005.

BERT POTTER
Spiritual leader of Centrepoint Community in Albany

 from 1977
Unrepentant paedophile

Father of John Potter

Sentenced to three-and-a-half years on drug charges

 in 1990
Sentenced to seven-and-a-half years for historic

 indecent assaults on fi ve children in 1992

DAVE MENDELSSOHN
Bert Potter’s most loyal devotee
Convicted and sentenced to three years jail in 1992
 for historic child sex abuse at Centrepoint
Changed his name by deed poll, fl ed to Australia
 without disclosing his convictions, and now
 lives in an “intentional community” with former
 Centrepointers in rural New South Wales, in
 regular telephone contact with his former guru.

JOHN POTTER
Son of Bert Potter
Husband of Felicity Goodyear-Smith
Jailed for four months in 1993 after pleading
 guilty to two historic charges of indecent
 assault on an underage girl at Centrepoint
Runs menz.org.nz, a “masculinist” website
 affi liated to the now-defunct Casualties of
 Sexual Allegations (COSA).

The Centrepoint 
connections...

SUSANNE BRIGHOUSE
Former wife of Dave Mendelssohn, with

 whom she was a member of Bert

 Potter’s inner sanctum, known among

 some of the community’s children as

 the “Thought Police”

Co-accused of child sex offending with

 Mendelssohn, but charges not

 proceeded with

Convicted of perjury in 1992

Currently registered in the electoral

 role as living at the same address as

 Goodyear-Smith, and was occasionally

 employed as her research assistant.

THE CONTROVERSIAL 
DSM-IV DIAGNOSIS
In 2005, a team comprised of 
Goodyear-Smith and two other researchers 
published ACC-commissioned research 
attempting to determine whether counsellors, 
or higher-qualifi ed professionals such as 
psychiatrists and psychologists, were more 
effective at providing treatment to sexual abuse 
victims.

The research was inconclusive, but made the 
recommendation, unsupported by the data it 
assessed, that an initial assessment of a mental 
injury according to a DSM-IV diagnosis should be 
made by a psychiatrist or clinical psychologist at 
the outset of treatment.

A similar requirement was subsequently a 
major point of contention in ACC’s 2009 “clinical 
pathway” for sensitive claimants, severely 
restricting access for sexual abuse victims to 
counselling and support. The requirement had not 
appeared in the widely accepted “best practice” 
Massey guidelines released a year earlier, which 
ACC had cited as having informed the formulation 
of the pathway.

ACC initially denied it had commissioned the 
2005 paper, but later acknowledged it was one 
of four pieces of research it had funded into the 
area of sensitive claims since 1999. It denies 
the recommendation in the 2005 paper had any 
infl uence on the pathway.

“Like any other piece of research, it would 
inform your thinking,” said ACC spokesman 
Laurie Edwards. But “it wasn’t that important ... 
The people that developed the pathway weren’t 
particularly guided [by it], if for no other reason 
that it was inconclusive.”
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CONFLICTING INTERESTS?
From Focus, C1

Similar statements on sexual
abuse and counselling
Sexual activity between adults and children is not inherently harmful
Bert Potter: ‘‘What’s wrong with sexual contact? I don’t think they had enough.
That’s not just children at Centrepoint; I think those that didn’t get to
Centrepoint are probably much worse off and need a lot more sexual contact.’’
(to Sunday Star-Times)
Felicity Goodyear-Smith: ‘‘Sexual abuse workers usually operate under the
assumption that all sexual activity between adults and children is inevitably
harmful. This is not actually supported by the limited sociological and
psychological evidence available.’’ (First Do No Harm, 1993)

That counsellors planted the harmful notion that childhood sexual activity
constituted abuse
Potter: ‘‘A lot of things that [the former residents] are quoting as damaging are
because they’ve been told that they’re damaging. They’ve been told: ‘The sex
you’ve had was an abusive situation.’ But they were quite happy.’’ (to Star-
Times)
Goodyear-Smith: ‘‘The subsequent counselling . . . they have undergone may
have contributed to their seeing themselves as seriously and permanently
harmed from their childhood sexual experimentation . . . ’’ (FDNH)

Characterising counsellors as having unhealthy ideological agendas
stemming from their own mental or emotional problems
Potter: ‘‘Many of the counsellors and therapists in the sexual abuse field, under
a facade of being understanding and caring, are, in reality, negative angry
people. They create permanent victims and believe in vengeance therapy which
allows them to project their anger and hostility through their clients.’’ (Living
and Loving, 1994)
Goodyear-Smith: ‘‘Some [sexual abuse counsellors] identify themselves as
victims of past sexual abuse . . . This raises the disturbing possibility that
people who have been diagnosed as permanently psychologically damaged are
working as sexual abuse counsellors.’’ (FDNH)

A view of ACC as a scam or easy ticket for counsellors
Potter: ‘‘. . . Once they enter the sexual abuse area they find that they are
plugged into a guaranteed source of income through the ACC payment system.
All they have to do is follow the party line and remain politically correct . . .’’
(L&L)
Goodyear-Smith: ‘‘Counsellors are making good money. The ACC scam’s one
of the biggest there is. Counselling costs this country millions of dollars a year,
and I have evidence to show that some of it is making people worse.’’ (To the
Dominion, 1997)

Claims of sexual abuse being used as an easy out by victims
Potter: ‘‘Everything is blamed on the alleged sexual abuse that may have
happened many years earlier.’’ (L&L)
Goodyear-Smith: ‘‘Being a victim of sexual abuse can be an excellent scape-
goat. Many people who discover that they were abused as children then blame
all their social and psychological problems on this experience. This can effec-
tively absolve them from responsibility for their subsequent behaviour.’’ (FDNH)
‘‘Today, in some circles it is even chic to be a victim.’’ (FDNH)

FELICITY GOODYEAR-SMITH

‘It’s outrageous she’s
been commissioned to
do research by ACC
in the area of sexual
abuse counselling.’

– Barri Leslie

To Focus, C3

traumatic stress disorder was needed.
It’s unclear exactly why. Nowhere

was a DSM-IV mental illness diagnosis
specified in the so-called ‘‘Massey
guidelines’’, the widely accepted 2008
best practice manual which ACC had
commissioned from Massey University
researchers, and which it cited as
having guided the formulation of the
pathway.

The requirement was problematic at
both a practical and an ideological level.
Generally, only psychiatrists and clini-
cal psychologists are qualified to make
a DSM-IV diagnosis, so those who pro-
vided the bulk of sensitive claims sup-
port – counsellors and psychotherapists
– were typically no longer able to satisfy
the requirements. The latter professions
considered the pathway unethical for
the way it retraumatised victims,
requiring them to recount their abuse to
external assessors, all the while endur-
ing the stress of knowing their future

treatment hung on this
scrutiny. Moreover, they
strongly objected to being
forced to label victims of
sexual assaults with a stig-
matising diagnosis of men-
tal illness, for displaying
symptoms they regard as
a normal response to trau-
matic events.

‘‘It’s a fundamental
shift,’’ says Auckland
counsellor Barri Leslie,

‘‘because it takes away all the respons-
ibility from the perpetrators and puts all
the consequences on to the victims.’’

ACC now admits it got it wrong and
earlier this month announced that sex-
ual assault victims are now automati-
cally entitled to 16 sessions of
counselling. ‘‘We moved too quick, and
left a bunch of people with nowhere to
go,’’ says ACC spokesman Laurie
Edwards.

Those who need additional treat-
ment must still undergo a DSM-IV men-
tal injury assessment for further cover,
though. This worries Leslie and others,
like Kyle MacDonald, sensitive claims
spokesman for the New Zealand Associ-
ation of Psychotherapists. More
pressingly, they share concerns about
the potential influence in the pathway
of a piece of research, published in 2005,
that ACC commissioned from

Goodyear-Smith and two colleagues on
the corporation’s provision of sexual
abuse counselling.

GOODYEAR-SMITH IS the
Goodfellow Postgraduate Chair at

Auckland University’s Medical and
Health Sciences Faculty. She is also the
daughter-in-law of Bert Potter, the free-
love guru and unabashed paedophile
who founded the Centrepoint commune
in 1977. Goodyear-Smith served as the
community’s GP from 1989, living for
several years on Centrepoint land with
her husband, Potter’s son John, himself
a convicted sex offender. John Potter
was jailed for four months in 1993 after
pleading guilty to two historic charges
of indecent assault on an underage girl.

Generations of girls and boys grew
up subject to systematic sexual abuse
by Potter and his acolytes in their
‘‘therapeutic community’’ on Auckland’s
North Shore, where sexual contact
between adults and children was per-
mitted, even encouraged. Massey Uni-
versity research, based on interviews
with 29 of the estimated 200-300 children
who lived at Centrepoint, found a third
had been sexually abused there. Many
have struggled with post-traumatic
symptoms, depression, self-destructive
behaviour and other problems into their
adult lives.

In the wake of the child sex abuse
scandal, which broke in 1991, Goodyear-
Smith has remained loyal to her father-
in-law and his followers, regarding the
charges with scepticism and using the
case as the basis for her 1993 book First
Do No Harm. The book addressed the
phenomenon of ‘‘false memory syn-
drome’’, and argued that what had
begun as a well-intentioned movement
to help women and children, had been
perverted into a damaging, hysterical
‘‘sexual abuse industry’’.

Regarding the Centrepoint abuse,
she agrees the complainants’ ‘‘early sex-
ualisation and parental encouragement
to be sexually active was inappropri-
ate’’, but saves most of her scorn for the
‘‘subsequent counselling and legal inter-
vention . . . [which] may have contri-
buted to their seeing themselves as per-
manently harmed from their childhood
sexual experimentation’’.

Regarding sexual abuse in general,
she wrote on her website that research
indicated ‘‘a significant number of chil-
dren who are sexually abused do not

suffer any psychological consequences’’.
Leslie, a founding member of Cen-

trepoint who clashed with the GP at the
time of the sexual abuse scandal, alleges
Goodyear-Smith provides ‘‘an academic
veneer for [a number of] attitudes
remarkably similar’’ to Bert Potter’s.
‘‘It’s outrageous she’s been com-
missioned to do research by ACC in the
area of sexual abuse counselling.’’

To this day, Goodyear-Smith
maintains contact with Bert Potter and
members of his inner sanctum associ-
ated with the abuse scandal. Susanne
Brighouse, who was jointly charged
with former husband Dave Mendels-
sohn of sexual offending, lives at the
same Albany address as Goodyear-
Smith and her husband and is also spor-
adically hired on a casual basis as her
research assistant at Auckland Univer-
sity. Although the sex charges against
Brighouse were withdrawn, she was
jailed for perjury over the affair
(Mendelssohn was jailed for three years
for his sexual assaults on the children,
one of whom was three years old).

Says a senior police officer involved
in the Centrepoint investigation: ‘‘We
always regarded Goodyear-Smith as an
apologist for paedophiles.’’ (Goodyear-
Smith was charged with perjury in 1992;
she writes that she was acquitted.)

Goodyear-Smith has since carved out
a successful university career, while
acting as a powerfully credentialled
advocate in academia, the courts and
the media for men accused of sexual
abuse. In 1994, she founded the now-
defunct Casualties of Sexual Allegations
to support men in the face of ‘‘the
increasing number of false allegations
of sexual abuse being made in New Zea-
land’’, according to its website. It pro-
vided, among other things, information
kits for men charged with allegations of
sexual abuse, still available on her
husband’s ‘‘masculinist’’ website,
menz.org.nz.

Last year, Goodyear-Smith made
legal threats that effectively muzzled
Doctors for Sexual Abuse Care (DSAC),
an organisation of practitioners who
treat victims of sexual assault. It had
been vocally critical of her work, par-
ticularly a 2007 paper which argued that
gonorrhoea in pre-pubescent children
was not necessarily an indicator of sex-
ual abuse. The article was rebutted in
print by the director of Auckland Dis-
trict Health Board’s child abuse unit, Dr

Patrick Kelly, and Dr Janet Say, a
senior sexual health specialist with
nearly 30 years’ experience. The follow-
ing year, the Supreme Court dismissed
the authority of the research as ‘‘very
questionable’’ when a man who had
raped and infected his three-year-old
daughter with gonorrhoea attempted to
appeal his conviction on the basis of the
paper.

That same year, she also acted as
medical adviser to the defence of Christ-
church man George Gwaze, charged
with the murder and sexual violation of
his 10-year-old niece Charlene Makaza.
After Gwaze’s acquittal, Goodyear-
Smith told this newspaper that once the
possibility of sexual abuse had been
raised, incorrectly, other potential
explanations were never considered. In
a historic decision earlier this year, the
Supreme Court overturned the jury’s
not-guilty verdict and ordered a retrial.

ACC HAS commissioned 14 pieces of
research from Goodyear-Smith, but

it is the 2005 paper on sexual abuse
counselling, co-authored with a Child,
Youth and Family analyst and an Auck-
land University psychology lecturer,
which has been the subject of concern.
Goodyear-Smith has repeatedly made
her views on the efficacy of sexual
abuse counselling and the motivations
of its practitioners clear.

In her book, she writes that sexual
abuse counselling was often provided
by former abuse victims, who were
heavily biased if not ‘‘permanently
psychologically damaged’’ by their own
traumatic experiences. A COSA news-
letter reasoned that, because research
had shown sexual abuse often had no
‘‘psychological consequences’’ on the
victim, it was important that treatment
was targeted at ‘‘specific problems if
and when they occur, rather than pro-
viding ‘sexual abuse counselling’ for
everyone who has had the misfortune to
have such an experience in childhood’’.

In a 1997 interview with the
Dominion, Goodyear-Smith said:
‘‘Counsellors are making good money.
The ACC scam’s one of the biggest
there is. Counselling costs this country
millions of dollars a year, and I have
evidence to show that some of it is mak-
ing people worse.’’

Eight years later she was publishing
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