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Revision 

Psychiatric injury 
Richard Mapletoft 

Guidance for the revision exercise on p. 34. 

• Alfred is a primary victim by definition. He also has close ties of love and affection with Barry:  
he suffers mental injury at the scene;  and he does so through his own unaided senses. All of 
this is part of the Alcock criteria.  His claim succeeds. 

• Carol is a secondary victim (Alcock criteria). She does not suffer though her own unaided 
senses. Her claim therefore fails. 

• Ephraim is a ‘near misser’.  He is therefore regarded as primary victim. His claim succeeds. 

• Gaston is a rescuer: he risks his own life. He is classed as primary victim, his claim succeeds. 
See Chadwick v British Rail. 

• Irene does not put herself at risk (White v Chief Constable of S Yorks). Her claim fails. 

• Jim is a bystander. He does nothing to help (McFarlane v EE Caledonia). His claim fails. 

• Kate’s claim is probably successful, even though she sees her husband and son longer after 
the accident, as was the case in McLoughlin v O’Brian (Galli-Atkinson v Seghal). 

• Noreen’s claim fails. For it to succeed the shock would have had to be sudden, not gradual 
(Sion v Hampstead Health Authority). 

• Ophelia is in the area of impact and within the reasonable foresight of the defendants (Attia v 
British Gas). Her claim succeeds. 

• Quentin puts himself in danger and is therefore classed as a primary victim (Hale v London 
Underground). His claim succeeds. 

The following case might also be referred to in this topic: Page v Smith. 
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