02503VTH.JOA Amendemnt 5: copyright Roland Graf 3.5.02


The Accused had not yet discovered that the plastic covering over wire-framed NHS spectacles,  which was added only as an afterthought to humiliate users of  the National Health Service, could be with impunity removed.   The National Health Service, however, provided this ogrous spectacles only to persons who had not reached their thirteenth birthday.   The Accused was therefore absolved, and although the new spectacles frames may have been far from an improvement,  he supposed he had been released from years of  humiliation and misery and resolved to lead a less inhibited and asocial life.

Human judgements or human conduct, however, depend not merely on subjectively assessed probabilities but on weighted probabilities.   When Neandertal Man goes for a walk in the forest,  there may exist only a one in a million chance of  his encountering a tiger.   If  he hears a rustling in the bushes,  the probability of  this being perpetrated by his wife Ogamumwe rushing after him to remind him to buy the tea bags of  Sainsbury’s may be two thousand eight times the probability of  it being perpretrated by a hungry and opportunist tiger.  Nevertheless,  if  the possibility of a tiger exists,  other things being equal, there is a hundred percent probability of  his taking defensive precautions (or of regretting he has forgotten his spear).  Thus Accused-mum was so terrified of  the Accused being criticised or being the cause of  disgrace or  a threat to Accused-dad’s job as a child psychiatrist that in terms of  behaviour this became constant accusation and persecution.   To Accused-mum rejection of supposed attempts to befriend another person was a supreme disgrace and humiliation - and Accused-mum was forever accusing the Accused of  inevitably being rejected by all and claiming that such rejections were taking place.  She would spy on him or into his affairs and continuously manufacture such imaginary humiliations with which he was being forever tormented.  His contemporaries may have tried to explain to him that this would take place however he behaved and whatever the circumstances and that it might even be better for Accused-mum to have some cause for her wailings.   He however still remained emotionally reserved, unable to respond to other people and more addicted to being a public performer or performing some societal function or duty without being caught out in anything that could be unequivocably interpreted as a personal relationship or attempt at personal relationship.  Even what was genuine was portrayed as play-acting.  

The Accused’s claims that younger boys were shut out from chess teams at the Wyggeston School by elderly sixth formers appears to have been an illusion.   Lovett and Webb tried to persuade the Accused to oppose Scowen for the office of ‘captain’ at the Annual General Meeting at the start of  the l957-8 season.  Presumably they felt the nasture of  the office needed to be changed.  The Accused felt this would be dishonourable.  Scowen was not expecting to be opposed and the tradition had been for seniority to be taken into account and for the a single nominee of  the first team members to be unopposed.   If the Accused had been proposed this could have provoked a spate of  other nominations from the younger members and, although the Accused would probably have been elected, but either then or at some subsequent AGM an inexperienced first year boy after a C.V. entry might be elected!  C.V. chasers were to become a problem, even though not in the Accused’s era a very serious one.   Scowen  and Long would probably have resigned from the first team and  that would have necessitated Emerton becoming secretary (or ‘captain’) and there was no reason to suppose he was party to the conspiracy!  The sudden election, without prior warning, of  the Accused at the AGM would undermine any tradition of  open negotiation between club members.  However, Scowen hit on the idea that season of  putting the majority of  the club’s first team fictures that year into the hands of  what he described as the ‘Extra First Team’.   It was also claimed, however, that this happened because Scowen was under pressure to devote his time to his studies (as were the other sixth formers - and Long in any case had a low opinion of  the so-called ‘friendly’ fixtures).

The Extra First team started as a team selected by Scowen being displayed on the School notice board.  But it emerged that no arrangements existed for replacing players who dropped out and at it turned out that fixtures needed to be rearranged or had not even been arranged.  Scowen and Long, the elected and legitimate organisers were showing no interest.  The Accused found himself informed that he was ‘captain’ of  the team and it was his responsibility that fixtures took place and that full teams arrived for matches.  The Accused did not suppose at the time that he was other than organising an unimportant club second team and did not regard himself  as performing any significant function within the club.  Only decades later did it occur to him that the facts were rather different.   All matches were won by at least 5-1.   The Accused invariably played on top board.   The Accused never supposed that this implied any allegation on the part of  his colleagues that he was the strongest player.   The arrangement worked, it avoided rivalry and the team had a good time.   Even VivianWoodward, during his few appearances,despite being offered top board insisted on playing on board 3!   The Accused was strongly influenced by the International Master Hugh Alexander (the government’s chief cryptoanalyst)  who brought to Britain the  Russian custom of  walking around between moves.   This was to become a regular Wyggeston feature and spread to the rest of  Leicestershire’s junior players (to the great annoyance of  the schoolmasters) and soon became the custom nationally!   This enabled the Accused to keep track of  play on all boards and to learn the strenghts and weaknesses of  his own and the opposing players - as well as enabling to keep up the entertainment!   Each journey to and from away matches and each match was a hilarious adventure.  At the end of  the season the Accused expected the genuine first team to turn out against the City Boys’, regarded by the senior members as the challenge in the Grammar Schools League.  However, except for one,  they did not turn up.   Kieth Emerton was believed to be sure to score a draw against such opposition, but rapidly lost to Dave Mackey (whom the Accused in other matches against City Boys’ played with monotonous regularity).   Nevertheless the team won 3.5-2.5.  The Accused was astonished since, in his opinion, it had, despite the narrowness indicated by the score, won very easily (There tends to be bargaining at the end, with if necessary, draws agreed on all remaining boards,  if  that does not affect the result and avoids delay due to adjudications.   The person used by the Grammar Schools League to adjudicate positions was, in any case considered by the schools’ players to be incompetent.).   The full senior team had been struggling in matches against City Boys’ and according to precedent a heavy defeat of the supposedly weakened side was inevitable.   The performance of  this team not only justified the Accused’s feeling that younger players stood to be kept down because of  the presence of  older players in his own case but showed that inexperienced players including first and second formers or even fifth formers just brought in to make up numbers could perform adequately.

The full team turned up for Sunday Times matches.   Both the School first team and second teams won their zones, and thereby added to the school’s supply of  chess clocks (which were awarded as prizes).  However, the first team had a narrow squeak against City Boys’.   This depended eventually on the result of  Rodney Lovett’s game against Whitelam.   They had agreed at first to play on in adjournments rather than adjudicating  but when the deadline for completing the round was approaching they still had not finished.   Lovett was a pawn up.   Had the team been more experienced they might perhaps have written this off as an obvious win.   The teams however agreed to let W.Tabakiernik of  the Leicestershire Club adjudicate.   Tabakiernik sat motionless staring at the position for a long time, without moving piece (which was an object lesson to the Accused) and then announced that Lovett had won (demonstrating his analysis).   The teams however succumbed in the later stages of  the competition, reinforcing the Accused’s belief that the age handicap generated by the older players was not compensated by any higher score this might produce.

The Accused entered and won by a significant margin section A1 in the Leicestershire Easter Junior Chess Congress and was also nominated by the organisers to collect the cup for the overall winning school.   The ‘A’ stood for Afternoon and the Accused felt that his achievement was diminished - though his section included some venerated players - by a higher percentage of older players playing in evening sections.  Although the Wyggeston contingent was small compared with the entries of other schools the overall ‘team’ position was on a points system based on position in sections - and most of  the Wyggeston players won their sections.   At junior chess congresses it was customary for the congress to be opened by the Lord Mayor or some other dignatory - and on this occasion it was opened by the Leicester Mercury Chess Correspondent, Edwin Chapman.  Dudley Long and other Wyggeston players then,as was to become their custom, hid in a side-room, with the door ajar, as Long recited the speech just a little ahead of  the actual speaker.  The speech was always the same, beginning with a declaration that chess was game of  ‘concentration’.   At the prize-giving the Accused collected his own award or empty envelope and also, because nobody else felt like getting out of  their seat to receive it,  the school’s overall award or empty envelope.   H.M. Illsley, on behalf of  the schoolteachers’ organising committee, was dishing out the prizes.  Supposing the Accused was German he, on the stage, attempted to speak to him in German and asked him to translate some sentences from English to German.   The Accused apologised that his family were not German but Austrian but he believed that the translation in their language was such and such.   Mr Illsley, an Oxford languages graduate, was delighted since apparantly the Accused had succesfully demonstrated some grammatical constructions which were regarded as incomprehensible even to English university graduates.

 School ‘prefects’ were appointed by  the Headmaster from boys in the second and third year sixth (and, occasionally, in the last term, in the first year sixth).   The Accused was never to be a prefect.  Nevertheless, even when in the fifth form he found himself on occasion saddled with prefects’ duties.   The reason for this was that many of  the schools’ over sixty prefects were non too keen.   A prefect would start chatting with the Accused when he was about to depart home in the evening and then spring on him the suggestion that he should deputise in such and such a duty.   The Accused would refuse but the prefect would then vanish, leaving the Accused with the resonsibility.   One of  these duties was to stand at the school gate telling boys to put on their caps as they left the school.   They were not required to wear them in the school grounds.  Neither prefects nor teachers had any authority to force boys to wear them when they had passed through the gate.   These caps therefore had to be worn only as the boys crossed the threshold!   Another duty into which the Accused was in the fifth form occasionally enveigled was ‘prefects’ detention’.   The prefects had their own room in the school pavilion and were given the right to ‘detain’ pupils, as a disciplinary measure, after school.   The snag about this was that it was not at all clear that teachers, let alone prefects, had any right to detain pupils after school.   On the first occasion that the Accused was lumbered with this ‘duty’ the school’s senior prefect (that is, one below School Captain) arrived on a tour of inspection, took the Accused aside and explained this reservation about the law.   If those detained wished to remain for private study or to do homework,  they could do so.   Some had difficult circumstances at home.   However, compulsory detention should be no more nominal.   After a few minutes of  detention, those detained should be told they were free to leave!

It created a minor sensation, however, that the Accused himself was sentenced to prefect’s detention.   Since a high proportion of  fifth formers were above school leaving age this was considered unenforceable and was never done (though the Accused, in fact,had not reached school leaving age).   Not a great deal of  serious chess was played during the twice weekly after school club meetings.   On one occasion Michael Miller, however, insisted that the Accused play with him a semi-serious game of  chess.   The Accused was dumbfounded.   Was Miller being serious?  Apparantly he was.   Miller, then in the second year, and young for the second year, won against the Accused in brilliant style, perhaps much as the Accused had won against his father.   This reinforced the Accused’s view that he was not in the same league as the brilliant Michael Miller (who was also a mathematician) and he supposed therefore that Miller had nothing to gain for his company and was not seeking it!  On another occasion,  the Accused and Kieth Emerton were playing a game, but strictly for amusement.   The Accused, realising he had lost, peformed an imitation of  the Leicestershire Chess Club’s Charley Cordel, “Tis Lo-o-ost!’, he exclaimed, and with his right hand swept all the pieces from the board onto the floor.   This was not eccentric behaviour amongst the somewhat light-hearted Wyggeston chess players.  However on this occasion the table at the front was occupied not by Mr Hesselgreaves but by Scowen.   Scowen yelled that the Accused was to be sentenced to prefects’ detention!   The Accused looked at Scowen.  Could he be serious.  Apparently he was!   This bizarre story of  chess club politics spread through the school next day like wildfire.   However, before the day was out,  the Accused was visited by the School Captain, Remington (Scowen’s predecessor as chess captain),  He should forget about the ‘detention’, he said.   Whatever went on in chess club meetings was the private affair of the chess club, he said, and outside the scope of  school disciplinary procedures.   The Accused was puzzled that Remington was not interested in the circumstances and only two years later learnt that it was customary for school captains to cancel all prefects’ detentions ordered by Roger Scowen!

The Accused this year did enter the Silver Rook Under Fifteen Championship (a knockout competition).   In the earlier rounds he won despite allowing his opponents to take back losing moves!   He eventually was paired against Keith Emerton.   He did not estimate his chances were quite as equal as his colleagues supposed.  However, the Accused was not permanently addicted to wild combinations as was generally supposed.   These were more used to rescue what he supposed were lost positions!   So a very quiet game took place between the Accused and Emerton.   The Accused grabbed a pawn in the opening.  Maybe Keith had made an oversight, maybe he thought the chances were equal or perhaps he believed that material was unimportant in the Accused’s games.   The Accused never had a reputation, as did some rivals, for winning pawns, swopping everything off and going into an endgame.   The allocators of  reputations had perhaps been somewhat unobservant.   The Accused was convinced that a pawn advantage was a winning advantage and would see no point in playing tactically if  he was already a pawn up!   This game was adjourned as a king and pawn endgame.   It has happened frequently that the Accused had adjourned a game knowing he has a forced win, supposing that his opponent knows this, but saying nothing in case he has made a mistake in analysis.   It turned out however that his opponents were regularly unaware of  the forced win.   In this case,  Emerton claims he was unaware that in this position the Accused was to sacrifice all his pawns but one to create a passed queens’ rooks pawn which could not be stopped.

In the semi-final the Accused played against Dave Mackey.   The Accused had played Dave Mackey on many occasions in matches between Wyggeston and City Boys though he was not aware of  the reputation that which at any rate was to be righfully his in the future nor that he was by far the strongest player then in Leicestershire Junior Chess.  Dave Mackey’s score in tournament games was to be much in his favour, perhaps even l00% but the Accused’s score in team matches was even in his favour.   Although David was highly motivated in individual matches, the Accused was not.   David Mackey won this game in the Under Fifteen Championship by a lengthy combination which the Accused had not anticipated.   Thirty years later David was to tell the Accused that he should not have won.  He was under the impression in those days, he said, that a rook was worth more than two pieces.   In fact, he was under no such impression - nor was the Accused.   It was more than a rook for two pieces.   The Accused had (until Mackey actually embarked into the combination) overlooked the continuation.  That Dave Mackey had overlooked it too before it occurred is unlikely.

The Accused entered the County Championship - though his performance was not particularly scintillating apart from a rapid draw against the winner, Peter Sanderson, in the last round.   It did not occur to the accused to play on trying to win against Sanderson.   The Accused’s game against Tabakiernik was played at Tabakiernik’s lodgings.   “Why don’t you play against other people the way you play against me?”, asked Tabakiernik after the game.   The Accused however had never known Tabakiernik to take a game so seriously.   “Why don’t you play against other people the way you play against me?”, thought the Accused.  The Accused had played numerous friendly games against Tabakiernik.   Tabakiernik was forever producing flashy sacrifices.   The Accused felt these were blatently unsound but would accept the sacrifices and play into Tabakiernik’s hands because he wanted to learn from the Master the technique of  playing such tactical lines.   Although the Accused did not perform particularly well in the County Championship (it is believed he came fifth) he came to the conclusion that there were only a handful of  players in Leicestershire who could provide opposition and that in future years, were he to put his mind to it, he could win the County Championship very easily.   It was a weak local tournament not worthy of  the attention of  Wyggeston players.   It was petty to waste motivation and energy on so trivial an objective.   The Wyggeston players in general were  from then on to consider the county championship as a weak tournament not worth winning and generally boycotted it!

Scowen lived near the Avenue Road School and Long lived nearby on Stanley Road (which runs from Queen’s Road to Welford Road).  So the Accused would accompany them part of  the way after school chess meetings.  Scowen was to retire from the ‘captaincy’ of  the school chess club at the end of  the l957-8 season and it was supposed that this office would pass, in order of  seniority, to Long, who was then Secretary, while the Accused was to become Secretary (though the Accused was under pressure all round to accept nomination for the captaincy).   Scowen, however, was unaware of  the lie of  the land, interrogating him one evening on the way home as if  it was in his province to nominate and appoint the Secretary.   Scowen believed that the Accused was not sufficiently disciplinarian.  Scowen, like the Accused, was an only child and may not have been used to companions behaving in an unregimented manner.

The Accused, on commencement of  his fifth year at Wyggeston, was allocated to the Sigma mathematics set.   Mr Hesselgreaves introduced this by announcing that all present could there and then pass the ‘O’ level mathematics GCE there and then and there would be no further teaching for this and the subject would not again be mentioned.   Except for one point, he said.  “When doing arithmetic exams - don't check your results.   None of  you need to check results!”.   This was a revelation to the Accused.   The Accused had performed badly in arithmetic exams at Wyggeston largely because of  nervousness,  slowness and checking results.   Although there was no teaching for O level mathematics for this set (and, in any case, no teaching of  arithmetic) the Sigma set did take the internal ‘Mock’ or practice GCE in the second term - and no longer checking results obtained the highest mark in the year for arithmetic by a sizeable margin!

The set was preparing to take GCE papers in an experimental subject introduced that year into the Lonon University ‘O’ level GCE called ‘More Advanced Mathematics’.   This differed from the subject ‘Additional Mathematics’ commonly taken in schools,  which was more a genuine O level subject and even geared for people who liked drawing pictures rather than for mathematicians.   The present new subject covered the then syllabus for A level pure maths (and the present day syllabus) except for matrices.   Scowen and Long were forever talking about matrices and the Accused was to suppose in future years that his absence of  education in matrices was a considerable and significant deficiency - though, in fact, matrices (at least up to honours degree level) are a simple matter!   The O level syllabus in the More Advanced Mathematics subject contained some topics not included in A level though it excluded some of  the mathematical theory that is currently becoming fashionable (such as Graph Theory).  Although what is called at school ‘pure mathematics’ is called ‘applied mathematics’ at university level,  there did and does exist an A level subject, also taken by such as Scowen, called Applied Mathematics.   The Accused supposed also that he retained here a deficiency - though it turns out that A level Applied Mathematics was just the mathematical calculations that appear in Physics and the Accused reckons now that he had sufficient knowledge as a fifth former of  these mathematical aspects of  physics to obtain l00% in Applied Mathematics ‘A’ Level!

The Accused initially found the more advanced mathematics difficult.   He was overawed by some of  the proofs which were presented - particularly the geometical demonstration of  the identity Sin(A+B) =SinA CosB + Cos A SinB (and of similar formulae).   When he took the mock GCE he was still lacking in confidence in his present ability (though he was getting accommodated and did not doubt he was catching up).   The fifth form (or it may have been fourth and fifth form) mathematics prize depended on the results of  the mock papers in this More Advanced Mathematics.   This was awarded to Julian Rutherford (who did not choose to become a mathematician).   Since Accused-mum knew the Rutherfords the Accused had had to hear a great deal about Julian’s brilliance at mathematics.   Julian, Accused mum was informed by Rutherford-mum, read books on mathematics as if  they were novels.   Neither Rutherford-mum nor Accused-mum knew much about mathematics and nor that the books to which reference was being made were regarded by mathematicians (including Julian Rutherford and the Accused) as not novels but as comics for three year olds!  Julian was discovered when taking one mock maths paper in possession of a crib or potential crib using a crib on which he had inscribed some formula.   The invigilator was not a mathematician.   We do not know what percentage of  pupils had some time during their school career usd cribs - and in subjects other than mathematics, where cribs are respectable and generally permissible.  Rutherford was regarded by his colleagues as the least likely person deliberately to cheat during an examination.  There was no open prohibition against cribs affecting this examination and had any mathematician been asked he would replied that in all probability they were permissible.   There is no evidence - for all that it matters - used the crib, that this particular formula was needed or not supplied within the examination paper, nor that to consult a crib would be other than to waste valuable seconds of  examination time.  The Accused tells us that a mathematician would never use a formula which he could not prove.  When performing calculations outside examination conditions he would regularly (and rapidly) go through the entire proof of any formula he uses.  He would also have reference books or cribs for checking but, if what was written in the crib differed from the formula he had remembered or calculated he would not accept what was written in the crib without checking.  In examination conditions,  with a time limit, unless the candidate could write out proofs of formulae within seconds (which the Accused habitually did), he would be apt to complete the paper relying entirely on memory of formulae and check later if there was time left over at the end..   A formula which the candidate might be expected to be unable to prove would usually be given as part of  the relevent examination question.   Rutherford pleaded guilty to the technical offence of  being in possession of  a crib - if  it was an offence.   None of  his colleagues even pretended to believe that he had committed any offence.  Even Mr Hesselgreaves who was saddled with arbitrating over this accusation treated it as joke, recommending his pupils in future to paint fomulae on the ceiling of  examination halls so as to be sure that no invigilator could intervene.  Julian was however put under the shadow of  a threat of  a penalty for several weeks before Mr Hesselgreaves felt free to announce that he intended to ignore the incident.

The Accused during one of  the vacations, probably the Easter vacation, worked through, under examination conditions, through a booklet of past GCE O level papers in arithmetic, geometry and algebra which he had acquired at a second hand bookshop.   He discovered that he had been guilty of  errors in technique in approaching arithmetic papers (other than unnecessary slowness, caution and checking of results).   One of  these was that he had not been writing down the figures large enough and clearly, where necessary, in columns.   He had been performing calculations in his head whereas, on timing himself, he found that purely algorithmic operations (mechanical and without thinking) were far quicker.   It is infra-dig for mathematicians to write down under additions or subtractions numbers to be ‘carried forward’ - but the Accused found it was helpful technique to record all such ‘carried forward’ numbers so that if  there was time for checking mistakes could be located easily.   All calculations were henceforth written out so that any checking (after completion of  the paper) could be performed rapidly.  He found that he was invariably scoring l00% in these practice papers and even completed (and then checked) the arithmetic papers within a third of the time allocated.   The Accused also noticed that all geometry problems could be easily solved by the same systematic technique (known to Mr Hesselgreaves as ‘angle chasing’) though it might be necessary (though not difficult) to recognise the constructions that made this possible.

Mr Hesselgreaves produced one day a Cambridge Scholarship question (Cambridge Scholarship papers were taken by the third year sixth form).   Could anyone solve it?, he asked.  He drew a diagram on the board - and wrote out the relationship to be proved.  Then, after a pause, he said: “I’ll give you a clue.  It involves a construction.”  By this time the Accused had already jotted down a solution.   That a construction was required was not far from obvious and given that it was obvious what the construction was.  So, as the Accused saw it, in so far as there was a problem, Mr Hesselgreaves had given the game away!  He supposed that this problem was so easy that anyone could solve it - and therefore did not own up.  He rather thought he would look silly claiming to have solved so easy a problem.

However, two weeks later, Mr Hesselgreaves again put up the problem, thereby revealing that no solutions had been offered.   The Accused still did not own up but that night decided to ‘tidy up’ (as is the technical terminology) and write up his solution.  A mathematical proof at first attempt may be unnecessarily long or convoluted.   Particularly what should be a straight line of  reasoning is apt to to contain loops with with some equation being derived and then after some more steps being derived once again, in the same form or one slightly disguised.   Or there may be a quicker route from step B to step E.   This is true even of  published proofs that have appeared in textbooks for centuries.   The objective is to produce the most concise presentation available.   The Accused, to avoid parental harrassment, decided to work on this proof after his parents had gone to bed (around eleven o’clock).  He told them he would take, at the most, another ten minutes.  His parents appeared agreeable - but then after less than a minute, his mother started yelling from upstairs that she could not sleep because the Accused had not yet gone to bed and she worried that the lights might not be turned out.   The Accused yelled back that he would soon be finished.  But twenty seconds later his father then started yelling, asking him to go to bed to avoid worrying his mother.  Then twenty seconds after that his mother started off again.   Then his father.  Then his mother.  This went on for some twenty minutes.   The Accused eventually retorted with ill-temper.   In retrospect this incident turns out to be fuel to a maternal belief  that the Accused lacked mathematical talent and that mathematics ‘upset’ him.   This is consistent with the traditional Degeneracy Theory and British Medical Association doctrine that intellectual activity is dangerous and leads to behaviour disorders and insanity - the proof of which is that the intellectual children come to express irritation with BMA-educated harrassing parents and come to be ‘secretive’ or ‘uncommunicative’.

The Accused had not been particularly enthused by school mathematics in previous years, but this new course stimulated his interest.   He felt also that his mother’s ambition that he become a doctor promised only misery and a life of  unemployment.  Anyone could become a doctor - or at any rate,  no academic skills were required and selection was on the basis of social class or conformity with Public School Rugger Player Prefect stereotype.   Mathematicians were then in short supply and the Accused felt that the use of  computers would expand and that mathematicians would be in demand.   He no longer felt it was justified to sacrifice his life to misery just to avoid distressing his mother.   If  he was to enter the mathematics sixth and his mother knew about it,  she would suffer from such anxiety and subject him to such harrassment that study would be impossible.  However, he eckoned that if  he entered the mathematics sixth without telling his mother it would take her the better part of  a year to find out.  By that time he reckoned he would be sufficiently skilled to gain a state scholarship and a Major Open Scholarship to Cambridge without any further studies.This view, the Accused opined, was not self-opinionated.  It was just objective fact or calculation based on objective facts.  The school had the previous year been awarded sixteen state scholarships in mathematics.  There was nothing special about that crop of sixth formers.   His own year was recognised as being well ahead of  them, even without any special education.  They had not had the more advanced education given to this Sigma set.   There were sixteen in the set - equal to the aforesaid number of  mathematics state scholarships.   The award of a state scholarship was thus a certainty except for unforseen circumstances - and it was impossible to calculate for unforseen circumstances (and they made no difference to the calculation, since, as far as was known, they affected all possible courses of action).   Moreover, the Accused was the most talented mathematician of  his year and, probably,  of his age in the country (except maybe Julian Rutherford and Julian Branston who were also victims of  the grammar school accelerated entry experiment).   In the absence of  unforseen circumstances, the Cambridge Scholarship and then a first class degree, if reading mathematics, were a formality.   The Accused did not suppose he was Albert Einstein, but then few people are, and in his view up to degree level it was all work and routine and no special talent was required.

The likelihood of getting a scholarship was to the Accused a vital issue.   He would be victim of  the parental means test of  students’ grants, he could not expect to get necessary finance from his parents and a scholarship, even though most would consider the money that offered little more than nominal, would in his case make the difference between a viable and a not viable career.   Not merely were fewer scholarships awarded in the ‘A’ level subjects required for medical students, but there was an emphasis on drawing pictures and so-called practicals.   The Accused was used to prejudice and discrimination and every trick being used to downgrade or minimise his performances.   He reckoned that in mathematics, where in any case prejudice can little affect marks awarded, he would be so far ahead of the field that it would be impossible for the Accused not to be awarded a scholarship.   Further, it was essential to obtain a first class degree.   The Accused had already decided to enter the so-called Secret Service.   This was traditional for chessplayers.   However, the Public School contingent would not welcome Grammar School entrants and a first class degree (which qualified for automatic entry to the executive branch of  the Civil Service) was essential to silence Public School prejudice.

The Accused had mentioned to his mother the possibility of  entering the Civil Service.  This resulted in maternal yelling and accusations of  delusions of  grandeur.  Only Public School Boys, she declared, could enter the Civil Service - only the ‘aristocracy’.   Entry was via the Tea Party (the ‘Country House Party’, a version of  the Civil Service Entrance Examination in which the supposed non-academics were invited to show their qualities of leadership while entertained to dinners and competive games at a country house).   The Tea Party was deliberately designed to favour the Public School, or those familiar with country house etiquette.  The Accused could not enter the Civil Service, she railed, because his parents had not both been born with British Nationality (for the purpose of  this argument she forgot that Accused-dad had been born with British Nationality.  It was not possible to argue with Accused-mum and the Accused was not going to reveal what connections he might have in the Civil Service or what departments he had in mind lest Accused-mum, as she invariably did if  she was given information, started meddling.

The Accused that year was playing in a match for the Leicestershire Chess Club against the Civil Service on the top floor of  the Ministry of  Defence in London.   The Civil Service team was effectively the team of  the Government Communications Headquarters, then known usually as ‘Secret Service’.   The Chief Cryptoanalysist and founder of  the crytoanalytic unit, Hugh Alexander,  who had the rank of  Colonel (and was listed in Who’s Who as a Deputy Permanent Under Secretary at the Foreign Office) was playing on second board - despite his being the strongest chessplayer in Britain (except possibly Johnathan Penrose, British Champion and son of  Lionel).  There was a Major General playing on first board.   It was generally supposed that his only credentials for this honour were his military title - though he may well have been some GCHQ General with intellectual credentials about whom the Accused then had no knowledge.   Lower boards were also in order of  military rank, and it was generally believed amongst chessplayers that these ranks were only awarded to enable them to play in order of  chess accomplishment.   Leicestershire was hardly a match for the Civil  Sevice - but the Accused was in good form.   He was entertaining his colleagues, winning his game and well ahead on the clock.   So he played a particularly problematical move and went for a walk through the Ministry corridors.

The Accused was not unskilled at unseen espionage - but on this occasion he wanted to be seen and stopped.   This took a surprisingly long time.   He told the two gentlemen in smart suits who eventually apprehended him that he had been deliberately trying to get apprehended.   They said they were well aware of that.  He said that he was seeking an interview with a view to entry to the Secret Service.   That could be arranged, they answered.   He explained that he meant not ‘MI5’ but the Foreign Office.  “It doesn’t matter”, they replied, “We deal with them too”.   An interview was rapidly arranged in what appeared to be a deserted laboratory.   The Accused told the two young men interviewing that he was dropping in while his clock was running in the aforesaid chess match.   By way of conversation he mentioned his acquaintance with their alleged boss, Hugh Alexander.   They however admitted they had never set eyes on him.   They were not sufficiently senior to be acquainted with such people.  The two young men said that he was welcome to join the Secret Service.   They could not envisage any objection.   The Accused however replied that he was concerned over two points.  Firstly, it was not certain that he had the theoretically required British ancestry (though the Accused knew very well that GCHQ was full of foreigners).   His mother was Hungarian.  Secondly, there was a probability that he would be forced against his will into studying Medicine.   This not only made it unlikely that he would get the required first class degree, which could be expected if  he was permitted to study mathematics, but that his entry might be delayed beyond the usually permitted age (It was then usual for candidates to the Civil Service not to be accepted beyond the age of twenty one because of  the need to accumulate a minimum number of  years service to accumulate a full pension).  The two men then became slightly dubious.   It was perfectly true that British ancestry was compulsory.   “But there are exceptions”, added the Accused, “Rules may be waived if  it is in the National Interest’.  One of the young men brightened up: “Yes, that’s true!”, he answered, “That’s the new rule 237/C/205(b).  Do you remember?  That is how Murgatroyd-Smyth got appointed”.  “Yes - that’s right!  It’s rule 237/C/205(b)!”.   They seemed very pleased.  But then the first young man asked: “But how exactly do we demonstrate that it is in the National Interest”.  “Because it is in the National Interest to get the Best!”, asked the Accused.  The young men brightened up again.  “Yes, that’s right!”.  “Will that really do?”, asked the Accused,  “Oh, yes, that is quite adequate!”.

It turns out retrospectively that a misunderstanding may have arisen from the Accused describing his mother as Hungarian.   The Accused was aquainted with a high percentage of  those who had comprised the original government crytoanalytic unit, then a ‘Naval Intelligence Unit’.  However he is not aware of  having ever met a Ms Sonya Graf - a Hungarian Chess Champion.   Nobody appears to know what happened to her.   However, it turns out that when the Accused appeared on the chess scene it was assumed by former friends of  Ms Sonya Graf that she was his mother (and that his mother was this Sonya Graf) and that he too was an expert on obscure Eastern European languages.

The young men said that in the case of  medical graduates the time limit on entry was extended.  As regards the necessary first class honours degree, they merely repeated: ‘You will get a first class degree!’ and  when he pointed out that for a medic this would be highly improbable (degrees awarded by London Medical Schools, even if first class, were not for present considerations regarded as genuine degrees), they merely repeated themselves.

It certainly appeared that the Accused, despite introducing himself in this bizarre manner, was very welcome.  He walked back to the chess match and to his surprise nobody had noticed his absence and his opponent was still thinking over his move!

The Accused had an old bicycle dating back from Brentwood, which was for a younger child and never used.   The Accused’s parents must have noticed this bicycle stored in the washhouse.  They decided that they would sell it and the Accused would get a new bicycle.   The Accused felt embarrassed at getting what was effectively his first bicycle at an age when his colleagues were learning to drive cars (or driving cars).  He also assumed that a racing bicycle would be bought.  Everyone had a racing bicycle.  Accused-mum had read somewhere, however, that racing bicycles went at speed and were therefore dangerous.   Besides that, they were fashionable.   The Accused was therefore dragged down to a cycle shop in town.  In view of  his mother’s performances on previous occasions, he felt this might be a waste of time.  There was a considerable palaver.   The price of  the racing bicycle, as it happens, did not differ materially from the heavy Trent Tourist three gear bicycle.   The Accused felt that only would he be despised if  he rode such an instrument but that it was far to heavy for easy progress.   His mother however was adamant that this was the correct choice.   He spoke of  racing bicycles with scorn and derision.   They were a symbol of  immorality.   However, eventually Accused-mum caved in and said that the choice was up to the Accused - provided, she added, he made a sensible choice.   It turned out that if  the Accused did not make a ‘sensible choice’ then there would be no bicycle.   The Accused did not wish to have undergone this waste of  time and palaver to no purpose and therefore agreed to choose the Trent Tourist!

The Accused’s parents then decided he was going to join the Leicestershire Cycling Club.   The Accused tried to explain to his mother that members of  cycling clubs used racing bicycles.   A ‘tourist’ bicycle (i.e. a taking a trip to the shops bicycle) could not possibly keep up with them.   Nevertheless the Accused was dragged to the gates of  Victoria Park.   Dudley Long used to point out that Victoria Park has gates but no fence, that an opening time is displayed but no closing time and that the gate is never locked.   Here on Sunday mornings the cycling club would meet before departing on their weekly trips.   The Secretary informed Accused-mum that indeed it was unknown for a member to ride a Tourist Cycle.   But there were rest stops and these would enable the Accused to catch up.   So the Accused, at least for several weeks, was obliged to join the tours of  this cycling club.  He pedalled with great energy in his attempts to keep up but would nevertheless find himself  miles behind.   The others would meet at the resting stops (i.e country pubs) until the Accused arrived and then they would part together for the Accused then to fall again behind.

The Accused also got into the habit of  cycling around Leicestershire on his own to collect pond life which he stored in tanks or large glass containers in the Attic.   This turned out not to trouble Accused-mum, despite the presence of  leeches, procured from the brook on the Leicester Golf Course,  over eighteen inches long when fully extended, which would escape from the tank and crawl over the ceilings.  A wie variety of  animal and plant species were then to be found in Leicestershire ponds - though nowadays they are no longer to be found.   This includes hydra (several varieties), paramaecia (several varieties), cyclops, daphnia and caddis fly larvae (in great numbers).

The Accused was joined on these trips by Julian Rutherford.   At the Rutherford House the elder brother, the famed Andrew, would keep out of  his way of  the younger boys “in his room studying”.   The Rutherford parents (who were Quakers) told the Accused that they had an open house and that he could come any time.   This embarrassed the Accused because his mother showed reluctance to admit visitors (though she showed no objection to Julian Rutherford.   He would enter with the Accused via the backgate and enter the house via the kitchen, therefore using a servants’ entrance and the servants’ part of  the house - which perhaps less aroused Accused-mum’s phobias).   On one occasion the  Accused fell into a pond and the Rutherfords, on his arrival, suggested he remove his clothes - which to an inhibited person like the Accused was an embarrassing suggestion (i.e. removing clothes in public in a place where clothes are normally worn, with possibility Mother finding out)!  It is not known how this friendship with Julian Rutherford evaporated.  Perhaps they stopped searching ponds during the winter (or in the summer when ponds dry up).  The Accused was to be amongst the biologists in the sixth form - with none of  whom he was greatly acquainted - and he let old acquaintances be forgot.

The school’s senior Science and Biology master, Mr H.M. Lacey lived near the Rutherfords and was their family friend.   Julian took the Accused to meet Mr Lacey.   Mr Lacey demonstrated to the boys his model railway - which occupied the attic room.   What was the Accused’s favourite subject?,  Mr Lacey asked sententiously,  what was he going to study in the sixth form and university.  He replied that he was going to study biology.  “You are just saying that because I teach biology”, answered Mr Lacey.   I studied physics at Cambridge.   Biology is based on physics.   You cannot understand biology unless you study physics at first.   You are not interested in biology.   You are interested in physics.   You should concentrate on physics and then if you wish you can switch to biology in the third year at Cambridge”.  Mr Lacey was to repeat this exortation to the Accused to take up physics in subsequent years and so did other teachers.  The Accused however pretended that he intended to pursue biology, with a view to a medical career, lest his mother discover he had other plans!

However, the Parents’ Evenings at Wyggeston always precipitated catastrophe.   Accused-mum ran to the Headmaster (who knew nothing about the Accused) and the Headmaster advised her that she should not force him to study medicine without his ‘consent’.   Accused-mum therefore set about obtaining this ‘consent’ in the approved manner of  Neobowlbyism (according to which The Mother decides).  In the l990s Accused mum claimed that she had never suspected that the Accused other than wanted to be a doctor and was under the impression that his father was trying to disuade him.   Accused-dad may have told private that the Accused did not ‘want’ to be a doctor (It was more a matter of  the plan being unrealistic than a matter of  wanting or not wanting).   Accused-mum duly collared the Accused at the table in the Front Room.  “We do not wish to force you to become a doctor.”, she began, “We will abide by your decision”. “Do you want to be a doctor?”, she asked.

The Accused felt that this was a somewhat uncharacteristic utterance on the part of  his mother.  It sounded like something which she had heard somewhere and he found it difficult to believe that she meant it.  He did not wish to discuss the subject with his parents.   It was as he used to put it “none of  your business”.  Whenever the Accused used such language to his mother, she would scream that his affairs were her business.   He used such language, in desparation, when he felt that his mother could not understand an issue and that her intervention or obsessions would be unhelpful.   He did not use this language on this occasion, but it was an occasion to which it referred.   The Accused tried to avoid answering the Accused-mum’s question but Accused-mum persisted.   The Accused would be kept prisoner until he had answered!

The Accused eventually, in desparation, said: “If I give you an answer, will you promise to accept the answer and ask no further questions?”.    Accused-mum said that she did.   The Accused repeated this and explained what it meant.   Accused-mum repeatedly agreed to the conditions.  So the Accused said that he did not wish to become a doctor and that he did not wish to hear further on the matter.

Accused-mum then screamed and yelled: “Then what do you want to do?”.   The Accused reminded her of  the agreement not to pursue the issue.  “Yes”, she said, “But that depends on what answer you give.  We have to know what you will do instead.”   Although the practical truth was that the Accused could have pursued just about any career other than medicine,  Accused-mum was convinced that Medicine, the only option that was unattainable, was the only possibility.   The Accused knew that if  Accused-mum knew anything about his affairs, she could not resist meddling and could not resist pouring out her typical accusations.   Rival mothers indeed did go to considerable efforts to promote their sons and to influence potential college principals or employers.   But these were sons who needed promotion and it seems retrospectively that the promotion was performed mainly with the purse.   The Accused could deal with his own affairs and his mother’s interference could only be a catastrophe.  The Accused could not on this occasion think up any red-herring so as to get his mother to phone up and chase up irrelevent people!   The Accused expected to be offered by Mr Weiss the opportunity to join his business.   It turns out now that Mr Weiss had definitely proposed this to Accused-dad but that Accused-dad did not tell the Accused, perhaps out of  fear of  displeasing Accused-mum (and Mr Weiss felt scorned).  So the Accused said that he might work in a ‘shop’.   So the Accused received a torrent of  abuse and mockery about his unsuitability to be a ‘shop assistant’.  The Accused was accused of  delusions of  grandeur and threatened with psychiatry.   Then the Accused suggested the Civil  Service.   Accused-mum produced the arguments already cited and Accused the accused of  delusions of  grandeur and threatened psychiatry.

The Accused did not wish to suggest a career in mathematics.   The Accused knew that his mother had read several years earlier in the Readers Digest that mathematicians had to have an IQ of  l80.   It was not that there was any reason to doubt that the Accused at that point in his career had an IQ of  l80, whatever that was.    The suggestion that the Accused might have an I.Q., which, rightly or wrongly, was taken by all 

except the Accused’s parents as fact, was to Accused-mum a highly emotive issue.   Her behaviour suggests that the allegation that the Accused possessed an IQ led to jealousy and resentment. 

The Accused however was left with nothing else to suggest besides Mathematics.  Sure enough Accused-mum yelled that to be a mathematician it was necessary to be ‘good at chess and clever like Scowen’.   Accused-mum referred also to Julian Rutherford (Accused-mum knew Mrs Rutherford independently of the Accused being acquainted with Julian and was affected by her accounts of  her sons, which were not intended to be any manner of boasting or one-upmanship) as if  he was a pocket Isaac Newton with genius written all over him and quite out of reach of duffers such as the Accused - even though Julian Rutherford regularly visited Briarwood and Accused-mum had even taken him and the Accused on a country house visit.   Accused-mum claimed in the l990s that she did not know who Scowen was and that, in particular, she did not know he was a pupil of  the Wyggeston School.    His mother had sung his praises.   Accused-mum was in the habit, in the Acused’s view, of  chosing the most inappropriate examples available.

It is perfectly true that there was or came to be another justification for Accused-mum’s veneration of  Roger Scowen.  His picture appeared on the front page of  the Leicester Mercury when he won the Premier chess tournament at Southend.   Scow-mum was so pleased about this that she bought her son a splendid new chess set!   The Accused claims however that this took place later, when Scowen was in the third year sixth.   He claims further that the Premier at Eastbourne was a tournament taken seriously neither by Scowen, who was embarrassed by the publicity, nor by anyone else.   The Accused claims furthermore that he himself  later won the Premier at Eastbourne (on the only occasion he entered it), by a greater margin than Scowen, that at the time he had already been awarded his degree at Cambridge, but he was nevertheless younger than Scowen was when he won it!  The Accused certainly gained for that no praise or publicity - and was told by his own chess companions that he should have never entered this tournament since it was too weak (The main and stongest tournament at Eastbourne was called the ‘Open’, whereas the Premier was intended for less serious players).   

Accused-mum indeed did then recite her claim that mathematicians had to have an ‘I.Q.’ of  l80.  Did the Accused maybe in those remote halcyon days of  youth have an I.Q. of  l80 or maybe 181 or even some higher figure?  Whether or not this be so,  it was would have been unwise of  the Accused to make such a claim.  Instead, he said that it was necessary to come to decisions on the basis of facts or evidence as they would be seen by an outside neutral observer with no emotional involvement.   It was not relevent whether ambitions towards mathematics implied some grandiose self-assessment.  What was relevent was whether objective facts pointed towards mathematics being a suitable choice of  career.   Even though Accused-mum or Accused might be reluctant to accept the objective evidence and might feel it was misleading or painted an unjustifiably grandiose picture,  it had to be accepted as the basis on which decisions were to be made.    After all somebody had to be a mathematician and the chances were that that person would also be faced with objective evidence pointing in that direction which seemed to him or his mother to be dangerously euphemistic.   Some people would say the same about careers in Medicine.  In her upbringing Medicine might have been a permissible working class ambition, perhaps the only permissible working class ambition outside working class occupation itself.   In other circles it might be Medicine rather than mathematics that was regarded as the unacceptable and grandiose ambition.   The facts (as already explained to the reader)  pointed towards mathematics being, in the Accused’s case the correct choice.   Whether or not somebody writing in the Reader’s Digest claimed that an I.Q. of  l80, whatever might be meant by that, was irrelevent.   Direct objective proof  that mathematics was the correct choice overrode any such consideration.   If the proposition was taken to be true that all mathematicians suffered from an IQ of  l80 or above, then if  evidence pointed to a particular person being an actual or potential mathematician, it followed also that he had the necessary IQ.   The figure became a tautology adding nothing to the argument.   However,  it was more likely that the Readers’ Digest contributor meant the term ‘mathematician’ in a different sense - Isaac Newton or Albert Einstein.   The contributor had supposed that such people must score some record amount on I.Q. tests and they supposed that the figure l80 represented a record amount.   There had only been a handful of  such people in the world’s recorded history.   Einstein and Isaac Newton were irrelevent to the argument.   There were thousands of  mathematicians, or at any rate, a few dozen - not so many as doctors and in greater demand than doctors - and as far as concerned studies of  mathematics up to and including degree level,  the evidence pointed to this being a realistic course for the Accused, irrespective of  what I.Q. figure might be allocated, whereas Medicine was not.  What would be required would be to do the necessary work, not some inherent genius of which there was no current evidence.

Whether or not the Accused sincerely had the humble opinions expressed remains in doubt,  but he felt he had produced an irrefutable argument.   Reliance on the strength of  the argument rather than effectively persuading the audience may itself  be more the hallmark of  the mathematician rather than medic.  Not that it is known by what method, if any, Accused-mum could be persuaded.   Accused-mum did not follow any deduction or argument but instead searched in the manner of  the psychiatrist for the supposed delusions and thought disorders (technical terms given by psychiatrists for anything they do not understand) - for a few phrases misheard or misunderstood taken in isolation and out of context and without cognisance of  their current meaning.   So  the outcome was even more hysterical screams of  ‘delusions of  grandeur’ and threats of  psychiatry.   The Accused did mention that he could expect, in mathematics, to get the necessary first class honours degree (which nobody other than the Accused’s parents would have disputed).   It is unlikely that Accused-mum knew what was meant by the expression ‘first class honours degree’ but this was grounds for more threats of  psychiatry.   To the Psychiatrist, the word of  the mother is law and all that contradicts it delusion - but despite these threats, the Accused, though it achieved nothing beyond proving this point, was, twenty four years later, awarded a first class honours degree in mathematics.

The Accused mentioned also that mathematics could be expected to produce an easier life for the Accused - in comparison with Medicine,  in which he would face persecution and prejudice and could expect only y misery and life-long unemployment.   Here Accused-dad waded in with growls and ill-temper.  “You come into this world to work and suffer”, he growled, “not to enjoy yourself” (This and variations of  it were amongst Accused-dad’s favourite aphorisms).   When the Accused pointed out that he was handicapped by poor eyesight, and that this was  more serious handicap for a medic than for a mathematician, his parents yelled at him that he was ‘lazy’.   The Accused never had any sympathy or consideration from his parents for his poor eyesight.  In later years Accused-mum would claim that she had been unaware that the Accused had poor eyesight and would claim that she remembered him as unsually not wearing glasses (he was so shortsighted as to be never without.  He could not see without glasses clearly to the end of  his nose, nor could see himself, without glasses, in a mirror). 

Accused-dad was by now getting irritable and impatient.  So he produced his old chestnut that the Accused was ‘no good at arithmetic’.   Albert Einstein, however, he conceded, had been no good at arithmetic..but the Accused was No Good at Arithmetic.   Albert Einstein was dragged in as a red herring, just as Roger  Scowen was a red herring.   The reference to Einstein was likely to inflame Accused-mum.   The Accused thought it unlikely that Einstein was other than infallible at arithmetic.  He had to be.  But he may perhaps not have been too keen on arithmetic and have used schoolboys as computers or calculating machines.   The Accused considered not merely Einstein but arithmetic to be an irrelevence and ignored his father’s comment.

The paternal aphorism on arithmetic did not however have the desired effect of  putting an end to the conversation.   Accused-mum suddenly woke up.

“His teacher”, (She is unlikely to have known this was the teacher married to her friend Mrs Hesselgreaves),  she murmured, “said he was good at arithmetic”.

The Accused was astonished.  For a mathematician to be described as ‘good at arithmetic’ is the ultimate insult rather than praise.

“He’s no good at arithmetic”, growled Accused-dad.

“What I want to know”,  Accused-mum kept repeating, “is why his teacher says he is good at arithmetic”.

Had the Accused remembered he might have explained.  When reviewing this memory thirty years later it suddenly occurred to the  Accused that he had been awarded the highest mark of  the year (by a sizeable margin.  Two marks is a sizeable margin - though it was probably three or four) in the Arithmetic Mock GCE paper.  The Accused was more aware that he had made a slow start with the More Advanced Mathematics and that his performance in the mock GCE was not particularly good.   He had forgotten about the score in the arithmetic paper.   Arithmetic was not mathematics and was not then being taught and had not been taught throughtout his attendance at the Wyggeston School.

Accused-dad then put an end to the interview with: “How can he be a mathematician if he cannot tie his shoe laces!”.   The reader may have noted the great force of  the irrelevency in argument.   The significance of  this one was not lost on the Accused.   It was at that time Accused-dad rather than the Accused who was famed for inability to tie shoelaces.   If  there is an occupation amongst whom tying of  shoelaces is of  major importance it is Medicine - the occupation on which Accused-mum was insisting in preference to mathematics.  Medics consider the impression they make on the victim as more important even than professional competence.   A medic unable  to tie shoelaces might also be suspected of  being unable to tie suturss or without the necessary skills to perform minor operations or  the appendicectomies and tracheotomies the Accused understood they might be called upon to perform in an emergency in the absence of  a surgeon.   Mathematicians may not live up to their required stereotype.   Nevertheless cartoonists,  that the readers could identify the character’s occupation, invariably depicted mathematicians or mad scientists, as they were called, with untied shoelaces.   They were supposed to be so absorbed with their own thoughts and theories as to ignore everyday practicalities.  So, if there was office that suited a person with untied shoelaces, it had to be mad scientist rather than medical doctor.

The Accused refers to this incident as one of  the most painful experiences of  his life, one which in his more recent years he has recollected during daily attacks of  screaming and misery.   At that point however,  the situation was that Accused-mum had been alerted to the possibility that the Accused might not be intending to specialise in biology with a view to entering a medical career.   If  he chose his own route, he could now expect his mother to become aware of  this and to be impeded by her obstructions, anxieties and harrassment.   Nevertheless, he still had hopes of sneaking into the mathematical sixth form.

But parents’ evenings invariably brought on disaster.   There was another parents’ evening.  Accused-mum returned with the news that she had arranged the whole thing.   The biology master Mr Cooper, she had reported, had whined that he would be ‘very disappointed’ were the Accused not to study biology.  This made some sense since biology at Wyggeston (and other state grammar schools) was the option of last choice, available to those considered academic failures, with the ultimate (but unrealistic) objective of  a career in medicine in which ‘personality’ or sports achievement were considered of  greater import than academic achievement.   Accused-mum was using a favourite trick of  appealing to the Accused’s reluctance to hurt anyone.   The reader has already learnt that the school’s senior Science and Biology teacher, Mr Lacey, though he had never taught the Accused (he taught only the sixth form) was insistent that the Accused study physics (which means mathematics).   Surely Accused-mum had heard from her friends Mrs Hesselgreaves and Mrs Rutherford that the Accused was regarded as a mathematician?   Accused-mum seems to have invented her own world.   Not only was it then not definitely known that Mr Lacey was going to hand over sixth form biology to Mr Cooper but Accused-mum in later years admitted he had made up the story about Mr Cooper claiming he would be ‘disappointed’!

The Accused was presented by Mr Hesselgreaves with a sheet of formulae of  which he was to draw the graphs on fine-mesh graph paper.   This he did during the Easter vacation -signing the sheets..   The Accused neither heard more about this and forgot about it.  The modern school building, which housed the workshops and science laboratories and included the school hall,  had not been completed after money  ran out during the war.   This did not prevent the building, for which a major architectural prize had been awarded,  being depicted on postcards sold in Leicester shops as if  complete.   Shortly before the Accused left, however, another deal was done whereby the  school ceded more land and the old  workhouse or asylum buildings to what was now Leicester University.   To the discomfiture of  postcard manufacturers the school did not get, in return, the missing wing but instead a bewindowed modern structure,  larger at any rate in volume and space occupied than that originally designed, with an archway stretching over the school drive (so that the original architectural masterpiece,  or that of  it that had been built, was from all directions invisable).   This building was to spring up almost overnight (as buildings in those days did regularly).   It contained  mathematics laboratories and language laboratories full of computers.   So Mr Hesselgreaves, previously confined to a hut, at last had an empire.  In l972 the Accused was informed by members of  his chess club still at Wyggeston that his name was known because the graphs he had prepared were now plastered over the walls of  the mathematics laboratory!  Teachers were also asking what had happened to their supposedly most brilliant pupil.   It is unlikely that they found out.  In l958, however, the Accused was faced with his intention to study mathematics thwarted by his mother,  with the only hope remaining of  his perhaps collecting 100% in the ‘O’ level mathematics GCE.  No lesser mark, even were it the highest in the country, would have dissuaded Accused-mum!
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