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(c) Following up attack through minefields. 
(d) Village fighting 'and collection of casualties; 
(e) Preparation for 'forthcoming operations. 
(f) Training of Regimental S.B.s and Fd. Amb. S.B.s. 
(g) Training of tank crews in First Aid. 
(h) Signposting of medical units . 
. (t) Map reading and M.T. Instruction. 
(k) Comfort of patients." 

. [NOTE.-In the above extract, section (1)), Brigadier Crocker is of cour·se only referring. 
to the p1'Oblem. 'Of dealing with casualties and does :ll'ot include the first duty and objects 
of the MediCal Services in War; viz. the Maintenance of the' Health of the Troops. Vide 
F.S.R. on the subject.] '. . . . 

. To. summarize then this subject of Trai~ing. It is the d~y .to day 
training of each individual during the' performance of all norn~a1 dutieS which 
gives the all-round education so valuable' to all 'concerned which we wish to 
emphasize here. A general Training which will ensure that the Natio~ar 
Service or any other Soldier will not find or even consider that his period of 
service has been waste of time; . 

Correspondence 

SIR, 

Most psychiatrists would ,agree with the general trend of Major Mackay
Dick's 'art\cle, "Views on the Use and Abuse of Psychiatry," in the August 
number of the Journal. .A small number of psychiatrists have been too willing 
to give "expert'evidence" in favour of individuals on trial, insufficiently based. 
on generally accepted .principles of personal responsibility and prognosis. 

The great majority of speCialists in psychological medicine deplore this and 
. the Courts have certainly learnt to give this type of "expert evidence" the 

weight and credence which it deserves. This is salutary both from the point 
of view of justice being done and for the retention of an adequate professional 
standard in the speciality itself. . '. " . 

Major Mackay-Dick's criticism evidently appliestotwo stages of procedure: 
. (1) the Tria1itself and (2) the procedure under Section 2 (4) of the Criminal. 
Lunatics Acts, 1884, by which, in recent times, medicaL commissions have sub- . 
sequertdy found a prisoner insane when the Jury, at the time of trial, has, found 
him sane. In his criticism of this second procedure, he. is in the good company 
of the Lord Chief Justice, who testified strongly before the Royal Commission 
on Capital Punishment, against this power of reversing the finding of a jury by 
means of a private enquiry by two or more medical practiticmers. 

With regard to (1) ~he Trial ~tself, Major MackaiDick's submission that, 
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,,"Psychiatrists should not behave as witnesses for the Defence or for the Prose
cution,~' may well be questioned, in spite of the .certain amount of irresponsibltr 
evidence and opinion, which has already been admitted. . . 

If justice is to be done, there would appear to be no reason why an individual 
on trial should be deprived, in the province of psychological medicine, of hav
ingfacfs in his favour or in mitigation of his offence being put before the Court 

. as effectively. as possible, when. this is permissible in the province of general 
medicine. In all fairness to psychiatrists, it may be added that the opinions 
expressed by medical witnesses called by the defence h~ve not always been 
beyond criticism: . _ . . 

,If we turn from' civilian to Court-martial procedure, there is little to which 
Major Mackay-Dick c:m take exception. . 

Under A.C .. I. 692/49. the Army psychiatrist is not called on to expre§s his 
opinion either for the Defence Or for the Prosecution. . His report on the soldier 
for trial is for rhe information of the Convening Officer and the CommandiJ?g 
Officer only. . 
. If, .however, the report discloses that the accused may be unfit to plead or 

may not be responsible in law for his actions at the .time of the alleged offence, 
the Convening.Dffu:er,.a,fter reference to the Director of Army Legal Servi~es, 
may order trial, ensure that the accused is given·theop-portunityt~ apply for. 
legal aid, and supply a copy of Parts Band.C of the psychiatrist's report (which 
deal with unfitness' to plea<! due I to insanity and with criminal responsibility) 
to .the accused's legal rel?resentative~ or to the de.£ending officer if legal ~id 
,has been refused. 

. At the same time the defence will be informed that the military psychia
trist who made the report wiJll be available as. a witness for the defence, should 
the defence desire to c.all hIm. . 

Further, the accused. cannot demand to be yxamined by a military psychia
trist, although he m.ay be examined by a civilian psychiatrist at his own expense. 
The decision whether he shall be examined by a military psychiatrist rests with 
hisC.O. or the COllVening Officer concerned, who are guided by the advice 
. of the medical officer. 

Except in the circumstances just mentioned, the psychiatrist's report is 
for the information of the C.O: or Convening Officer only. The Army psychia
trist can be ~al1ed as a witness for the de£en<;e but only if the Convening Officer 

\ decides that his evidence is relevanCto the issues to be tried. In this event the 
accused or his defending officer or legal representative is'entided to interview 
the psychiatrist and take a statement from .him if he is willing to give one. 

The defence can request that a subprena be issued to a civilian psychiatrist 
who has examined the accused but his expenses will only be .borne by the public 
if the convening officer or the Court is satisfied that his evidence is necessary 
and relevant. . . 

When the accused is fit to plead and was sane at the time he committed the 
'Offence, the Convening officer may make Part D of the psychiatrist's report 
available to the defending officer or legal representative of' the accused. This 
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contains evidence as to "Character" and the psychiatrist answers the following 
questions: . , \ 

I..a) Was the iiccused suffering at the time of the offence from any illness 
which might have affected his behaviour? . 

(h) Is punishment likelY.to diminish the chances that h~ will repeat this 
or similar offences? ' . 

(c) Is punishment likely to increase or diminish,his ~fficiency as a soldier? I 

With these 'very adequate precautions, it is possible that Major Mackay
Dick may be willing to waive his objection to psychiatrists "behaving as wit
nesses for the Defence;" in Court-martial procedure. 

Moreover the provision of.Part D .of the psychiatrist's report ,to the Defence 
satisfies Major Mackay-Dick's suggestion that '~the report should be a statement 
of fact concernitlg theindividualfs psychogeriic constitution," both from the 
point of view of the indivjdual himself and the efficiency of the Service. 

Further, Major Mackay-Dick also s~ates that Hon .certain charges, psychia~ . 
trists' reports are frequently to the effect that the accused would benefit from 
institutional treatment. However· true such a recommendation might be," 
he goes on; "is it any reason or excuse why an accused should not be punished. 
for his crime when there tare fellow 'sufferers~ living within the law?" He also 
states that psychiatric reports should "not influence the course of justice in 
cases fit to plead." Here, too, the Army procedure should satisfy him,. for the 
custom is that the psychiatrist's recommendations regarding ultimate disposal 
apply only after the prisoner has. served any sentence awarded him. This is 
obviously necessary for tpe sake of the rilOrale of the unit to which the prisoner 
belongs. . . . . . 

Finally MajorMackay-Dick states that psychiatrists '~ave been forced into· 
the position of deciding r~sponsibility instead of advising regarding an indivi-
dual's responsibility .as a law-abiding citizen." . 

Does, in fact, .the psychiatrist do anything but advise, like any other medical 
wltne~s,at whatever stagehe may be called on for an opinion either in military 
or civil procedure? ' 

I have the honour to be, Sir, 

• 

Your obedient Servant, 

L.C. F. CHEVENS, 

Lt.-Col. R.A.M.C. 

Reader in Psychiatry, 
Royal Army Medical College . 
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