
887CORRESPONDENCE

the allegation. On hospital admission, the patient was
hostile and suspicious towards all staff. When asked to
give consent for her daughter to be examined by the police
surgeon, she refused and, as consent could not be given by
anyone else, no physical evidence for or against abuse was
obtained.

On recovery, Mrs X stated that the allegations of sexual
abusehad beenuntrueand that shehad toldherdaughter to
say that she had been abused. Her daughter again con
firmed her mother's story. However, local social workers
werenow concernednot with whether the child had been
sexually abused but with whether she could have suffered
emotionally by being party to false accusations. As a result,
an initial interim care order was extended and further care
proceedings are currently planned.

There are three points to note from this case. Firstly,
although Remington & Rosenblat believe it is rare
for false accusations of sexual abuse to arise solely
from psychosis, it may become more common as
sexual abuse joins other preoccupations of our
society in the content of delusional psychosis.
Secondly, the outcome of such accusations can be
far-reaching and serious, in part because of the
sensitivity of social workers in this field. If such cases
are increasingly common, it is therefore vital that
psychiatrists and social workers are able to develop a
joint approach to the management of women whose
allegations are features of their illness. Thirdly, the
case illustrates how a child can be persuaded to con
firm a parent's delusions, although whether this is in
itself damaging to the child remains a subject for
debate.
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Fitness to plead
SIR: The law on fitness to plead is generally held to be
highly unsatisfactory (Bluglass & Bowden, 1990). If a
jury (and it has to be ajury) finds that a person is unfit
to instruct solicitors, challenge jurors and compre
hend the nature of his acts or the court proceedings,
then the law admits no alternative to an indefinite
hospital order with release only by the Home
Secretary. Few hospitals will accept patients under
such strict circumstances and, to obviate this, many
defendants are persuaded to plead guilty to small
charges when, in fact, much mental illness fully meets
the criteria for unfitness.

It is good to know that British Justice can have a
human face â€”¿�and in a Crown Court which has a
famous, if not notorious reputation for a rigorously
punitive attitude.

Case report. Mr X, a man in his 30s, was arrested as a result
oferratic behaviourculminating in a carchase during which
several police vehicles were damaged and officers had to be
treated in hospital. He faced eleven charges of actual bodily
harm, theft, reckless driving, and property damage, but was
(somewhat surprisingly) allowed bail. When a psychiatrist
called in by his solicitors saw him, he was immediately
admitted to hospital under Section 2 ofthe Mental Health
Act. There had beenproblems in his life during the year
before this episode,but he had alwaysbeensaneand law
abiding. For several months, however, he had become
increasingly unpredictable with unrealistic plans of the
most grandiose kind. Although unemployed, he claimed
to have made Â£6millionprofit,forwhich reasonSocial
Security was understandably unwilling to allow his family
to claim benefit. His recovery in hospital was swift but he
lapsed into an anxiety state with panic and some secondary
depression as a presumed result of trying to come to terms
with the consequences of what he had done. All memory of
the four months of his developing illness seemed to have
been obliterated, including a whole archive of manic
writings and the circumstances of two broken ankles and
the plastering thereof.

Three psychiatrists, including one for the pros
ecution service, concurred with the diagnosis of
hypomania or mania and accepted the amnesia as
genuine.

The prosecution decided to offer no evidence, and
the judge, after consulting with both counsel in
Chambers and reading the reports, decided not to
put the issue to a jury. Describing in open court
â€œ¿�anextremely serious series of events under ordinary
circumstances calling for extreme punishmentsâ€•,
he agreed that offering no evidence was the right
decision by the Crown. He called attention to the
special circumstances of the case and the background
of the defendant. Severe warnings were given if Mr X
defaulted from treatment and relapsed, and the
Crown Psychiatrist's report was to be sent to the
Driver & Vehicle Licensing Centre in Swansea.
Those advising Mr X were both astonished and
happy: the reaction of the police is not known.
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Obsessive slowness revisited

RICHARD Fox

SIR: Ratnasuriya et a! (Journal, August 1991, 159,
273â€”274)discuss preponderance of males in cases of
obsessive slowness, and of Parkinsonism, the latter
being associated with pathology in the basal ganglia
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