
On Thu, Oct 6, 2016 at 12:32 PM, Atanas Yonchev <Atanas.Yonchev@monashhealth.org> wrote: 

Dear Ms Morgan, 

Thank you for your letter. In the spirit of trust and mutual understanding I should let you know that the opinion of the 

private psychiatrist can be taken in consideration provided Mr Crofts were open and shared with the assessing psychiatrist 

all of his treatment history and the circumstances of the request for opinion: disagreement with the treatment team and 

the MHT regarding his diagnosis and treatment.  

Thank you for the support you are providing to Mr Crofts. 

Kind Regards,  

Dr Atanas Yonchev 

 
From: David Crofts [mailto:david.crofts@gmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, 31 January 2017 06:19 PM 

To: Atanas.Yonchev@monashhealth.org 

Cc: SEQUOIA Morgan <somethingsmall@gmail.com> 

Subject: Re: Completed NP 1 form RE David Crofts 

 

To whom it may concern, 

 

I will actively forbid you from simply stating your “opinion”; however I would welcome a logical “justification” of why you 

believe my medication should be tripled ……….. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

David Crofts. 

 

P.S. 

 

It would be self-evident to the psychiatrist I am seeking to engage that a disagreement exists ………. 

 

 
From: David Crofts [mailto:david.crofts@gmail.com]  

Sent: Tuesday, 31 January 2017 08:49 PM 

To: Atanas.Yonchev@monashhealth.org 

Cc: 'SEQUOIA Morgan' <somethingsmall@gmail.com> 

Subject: RE: Completed NP 1 form RE David Crofts 

 

Dear Atanas, 

 

Please respond with a statement of the “objective-reasons” of why you refused to undo the tripling of my medication and 

return me to the level of medication I was on in 2012 before Dr. Das @#$%-ed everything up by changing my medication 

to Consta. 

 

I intend to have your document rigorously, objectively and logically analysed in the light of an appointment with a 

psychiatrist of my own choosing. If my chosen psychiatrist finds fault with your reasoning I will then appeal to VCAT. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

David Crofts. 

 

P.S. 

 

Stating that the level was set based on the “opinion” of another psychiatrist lacks the objectivity to be considered a valid 

reason ……. 


