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During the l960-61 season the Accused was ‘captain’ of  the Wyggeston School  chess club and Team Secretary (or ‘captain’) of  Leicester ll, Michael Stokes was Team Secretary of  Leicester lll and the fifteen year old county chess champion, Michael Miller was ‘secretary’ of  the Wyggeston club.  It was expected that Miller would take over as secretary of  what was now Leicester ll in the next season when it was expected to join the league first division and that three years later Stokes would take over what was now Leicester ll, with a current lower school boy at Wyggeston, Tony Warren, taking over what was now Leicester ll.  Miller and the Accused’s objective at the Wyggeston Club, now effectively united with Leicester ll and lll, was not, as in the Scowen-Long era, for the teams or first team to win trophies but to preserve the club over forthcoming years and to prepare its members for the future plans and tribulations.

It was more important for the club members to see each other as friends - for the chess club, even, to be a social club - than to gain ephemeral triumphs by winning trophies.

Nevertheless Miller would openly assert and the Accused would opine more openly that the morale of  the club and the continued loyalty of  the lower school pupils on whom the future depended depended in turn on building up a nucleus of  dedicated players and organisers within the first team or future first team and on the performance of  the existing first team - in particular the personal performances of  Miller and the Accused.   Miller felt that the Accused made insufficient efforts to collect personal trophies outside the school - but that was more his job.   Neither Miller nor the Accused supposed that the Accused was the stronger player, but nevertheless the Accused consistently played on top board (with Miller on board two), for the school team, though not necessarily for Leicester ll, where board orders were variable, though the Accused more often played on third or fourth board, or lower.   The differing approaches towards the school and Leicester ll board orders was consistent with differing requirements in maintaining loyalty and morale.   The school team depended on Miller and the Accused’s performances on the first two boards.  Whatever were the Accused’s failings,  he regularly won when on the top board of  chess teams (but not so consistently on lower boards), though a draw was enough to justify the order.   Teams on which he occupied the top board also had a habit of  winning.  It was convenient for him to sit at one side of  a table rather than the middle (because, as team organiser, he had to be able to walk around the room and others had to be able to approach him without creating a commotion) - and both Miller and the Accused were of  the opinion that it was usual for the strongest player to appear on board two and not board one of  chess teams.   The first board player was sometimes the guest player who had to be enticed by promise of  top board or a person with a reputation or status who survived through the mutual respect of board one players for each others status that led to numerous unenterprising draws (known in chess circles as ‘grandmaster draws’).  Particularly in school teams was there a habit of  the strongest player appearing on board two (as Dave Mackey, of  City Boys, had done for several years during which he had been the only opponent to be feared locally).   School games did not count towards gradings.

Miller’s friend George Morley still played for the team - as well as William Gregory (Holroyd was still at the school, but because of  the incident involving Long had given up chess) and M.G.Smith.   The Accused and Miller, however, regarded themselves as not having a team available of  comparable strength to those of  the three previous years.   Although the Accused obtained equal or better results, he did not suppose he was in the same class as previous top boards and Miller and he supposed that nobody else in the team was in a class approaching their own.   They supposed that even the strongest Bds 3-5 available were no more than average and that not only had they to win their own games to compensate for a likely below 50% performance lower down but supposed that if  they did not consistently win the lower board players would be dispirited and not register the best possible performances.   Why they had this private view of  their own middle order players is not clear.   The county team selectors did not share it.   It may have been that Miller and the Accused were New School as opposed to Old School - Scowen and Long.   The middle school members were not so strongly deviant from the Scowen-Long tradition and, indeed, Gregory played for Victoria ll and not Leicester ll.   Miller and the Accused may have had more confidence in colleagues who were more similar characters to themselves.   They felt that their middle order players had little potential in reserve, that their would not be improvement in their play, results or achievements and saw them as having a limited part in the future of  the club.   They were sheep rather than goats, or followers rather than leaders.   However, even it were to be conceded that these youngsters were well up to requirements, they were not regularly available.   There were then a number of  middle school pupils without any existing reputations or else third year pupils or younger who were more than adequately equipped for the task but as yet inexperienced.  Nick Stewart was nominated as the sixth board player for the purposes of  the Sunday Times Schools’ Competition when the team played away from home Anton Powell was taken additionally so that they could have each other as company of  approximately equal age (They were both in form 3R but Powell was younger).   This gave Powell an afternoon off from lessons, though not actually playing chess.   Stewart, however, left the school before the end of  the year (as did several other of  the younger members, as their parents took posts elsewhere or emigrated).

Under the Miller-Accused regime the first team and the club in general (and Leicester ll/lll)  resembled the l957-8 extra first team which the Accused organised when in the fifth year.   There was air of  continuous jollity.  The team did not consider itself to be capable of  spectacular performance and did not suppose it was performing spectacularly.   The Accused himself provided much of  the entertainment.   This might, pehaps not always have been too pleasant to opponents.   It is not very pleasant to be at the wrong end of what is in chess circles mendaciously called a ‘brilliancy’, an apparantly spectacular tactical performance such as makes entertaining material for a newspaper chess column.   This had been done to the Accused, for instance, by Goldstein.   But he was doing it to his opponents, both the great and the lesser, all the time!  Moreover, while doing so he would hardly spend any time sitting at the chess board but would would be walking around, looking at the games, chatting to and entertaining the other players  and even playing friendly games while still engaged in his match game!   The victims seem to have taken it, however, in good humour.   The Extra First team had however registered more impressive results than the existing full first team and any pre-existing first team.  This had been supposed to have been no more than an accident - not taken seriously.   Similarly, on paper,  the performance of  the Wyggeston School’s chess teams in l960-61 was the most impressive in their history...though none of  the first team players supposed that their team could be compared favourably to those of  the previous four years.  The Accused’s memory is unreliable and his claims have not been checked against the records - but he assures us that in l960-1 Wyggeston teams won not merely two but three zones (that is, the first, second and third teams, in different zones) of  the Sunday Times Schools Competition, with the first team losing finalists (runners up, not, as losing semi-finalists) in the competition overall.   This had been done with chronically depleted teams, regularly with substitutes, even in the final, who little more than knew the moves of  chess.   The Accused denies that he underestimated the strength of  the teams.    The Accused claims moreover that apart from defeats in later rounds of  the National Schools’ Competition, his Extra First team in l957-8 won every match, in the subsequent three seasons no school, Leicester ll or Leicester lll team ever lost a match and that no team in Leicester of  which he was ‘captain’ on the night was to lose a match during the subsequent seventeen years irrespective of  the relative strength or weakness of  the teams!

That year every player in the local under twenty one championship, except one, played for Wyggeston or Leicester ll or lll teams - though the Accused himself was unable to play (and not invited).   There were to be similar proportions also in subsequent years (though the Leicester teams eventually became ‘Highcross’).  The Leicester lll team was placed in the lowest division available.  It then won its division every subsequent year, eventually winning Division l in l965-6, still with Mick Stokes as organiser, as Highcross l.   The Accused claims this involved a promotion every year - though it is believed that there were then no more than five divisions in the Leicestershire Chess League.  According to the regulations, a new team had to enter in the lowest division of  the league and promotion is by one division only and only on winning the divisional championship.  This rule was consistently enforced on the Accused’s teams, even though it was enforced on none other - and other clubs obtained even direct entry by propaganda and pressure even into division ll without any players, then using the elevated division they had gained as a magnet to draw players from other clubs.   The Accused was fortunate in that his club members were loyal enough not to desert on account of  such politics, even though it was not in their individual interests to remain.   Leicester ll again won the second division of the league (the third time in succession).   The Accused (and Mick Miller) felt that it would be difficult to keep the club or team together once the Accused had departed to Cambridge University unless it was promoted to play in l961-2 in Division l.   Members would be tempted to desert to first division teams (particularly, Leicester l) - and there was no incentive to or reward in winning Division ll.   The team therefore decided to press for promotion.   To strengthen the case they entered and won the Chapman Cup, the county team knock-out competition.   This required a team to nominate seven (and no more than seven) players, five of whom would play in any match.   There had been no incentive to win this in previous years.   Since this team consisted of Long, Emerton, Miller, the Accused and Morley,  it is hardly surprising that it won the competition!  However, the Accused view this competition with some apprehension.  Anything can happen in a knock-out competition.    In the final the club played against Wigston l - at Wigston - a team full of what were considered to be elevated county players.   He was surprised that the team won by 4-1 margin.  The Accused this as being valid grounds for the argument that Leicester ll was the stongest team in the county and should therefore not be in Division ll.   He was not so sure whether it was actually the strongest team - though retrospectively and objectively there can be little doubt that it was!  It was general opinion that Leicester ll been in Division l instead of Division ll it would have won that with equal ease.  It was, however, not necessary to pursue the argument.   Leicester ll applied directly to the League Secretary for promotion to Division l, therefore, when they suggested this to the Leicestershire Club committee, that committee were already, whether they knew it or not, faced with a fait accompli.   Leicester ll was now to be renamed Leicester B and Leicester lll Leicester C, whereas Leicester l became Leicester A.   It would not be possible to play for both Leicester A and Leicester B - though in future years,of course, other clubs were to have more than one team in the same division, or in Division l and they ended up fielding the same players in each team!   Wigston, naturally, was a case in point (with the Accused claiming that the only purpose Wigston ll in Division l was to protect Wigston l from relegation!).   Therefore it was necessary for some Leicester C players to be registered for Leicester B, and, to please Mr Weiss, it was said that some would be registered for Leicester A.   Miller, Stokes and the Accused may have contrived for a few weeks in the l961-2 season to register some members for Leicester A - but neither did any Leicester C player ever play for Leicester A, nor was any asked to, nor, subsequently, was any ever registered for Leicester A.

The struggle by the (downtrodden and persecuted) progressives or those who had to struggle through by their own talents against entrenched master races affected every aspect of  British life.  There were always two parties - one the one hand those born with working class privilege or who benefitted from parental influence or finance and on the other hand those who were excluded but on whom the future depended.   Or there was just one party - the excluded being excluded.  The Accused had set up his club intendedly as a peer structure for the persecuted, in particular those denied work and place in society and forced to enter grammar schools and universities,  thereby being deprived of  all they might have achieved.   The Accused was clearly heir presumptive to Philip Collier to be Secretary of  the Leicestershire Chess Club.  He was however to be forced to leave for University (as many of  the other members of  his group were likely to do) - with the danger that the Wigston Mafia would take over, with the result that those excluded would lose that as well as everything else.   That is what was going to happen - though the Accusedhad hoped that Philip Collier would hang on and that the Accused would eventually run the entire club by remote control just as he was to supervise the Leicester B and C sections by remote control.   The victimised were denied roots, denied income and home, and it was necessary for them organise themselves in an appropriate manner.   Walter Gough, an able adminitrator surrounded by mafiosi, approached the Accused and intimated that he intended to retire as League Secretary.   If the Accused could not take over, could be perhaps suggest to one of  the younger boys in his club that he do so.   The Accused asked Mick Stokes, who was able to make the claim of  Working Class and to remain in Leicester, or, as he put it, his parents could not afford to pay for him to go to University.   Mick Stokes was the ideal candidate but did not suppose that he was experienced enough for the job.   The Accused explained that it was not only an issue of  that - though Mick Stokes was perfectly confident and, in any case, the Accused could keep an adequate eye at a distance - but that if  a mafioso or Wigstonite took over none of  them would have a place in Leicestershire Chess for the rest of  their lives.  The University system was a means of  taking away the rights of  generation and handing them to the failures, incompetents and psychopaths of  the past, who, since they then would have an undeserved privilege, would not allow equal competition.   Mick Stokes, however, could not be persuaded.   This might have been unfortunate.  As things turned out,  Walter Gough was to be succeeded by Neil Beasley, who also took over as secretary of  the Wigston Chess Club.   Beasley was a competent and honest administrator but nevertheless without him the Wigston takeover was unlikely to succeed.   Philip Wallis, who was an official of  Midlands Chess Union also effectively offered to the Accused the office of organiser of  the Midlands Clubs Championship  - again, in an attempt to keep out the self-appointed master-race.   He found no answer to the Accused going to University - though, in fact, this would have been little impediment.   This too was to prove unfortunate.  This office was to be taken over by another Wigstonite, Anthony Morley.  Again, Morley was well respected as efficient and honest but he could understand no concept of  a club other than the Wigston Club and he was eventually to introduce regulations which were to be catastrophic to the Accused’s club.

The Accused, in truth, may have been in the third year sixth to tread water - to play for time, hoping that something would turn up.  He was refused all means of  employment and income.  Even if  he applied for a paper round it would be Not Working Class, Son of a Doctor, Lives in Stoneygate, Clever, Does not Need a Job, Father will pay.  Locally, even in what might be regarded as non-working class occupations were restricted to early school-leavers, restricted to Working Class, not open to grammar school pupils, certainly not to Wyggestonians, certainly not to to anyone condemned to the ‘competitive’ educational system.  Accused-mum whined that the Accused supposedly cost money, but at the same time was terrified that if  he was independent he would cause some great disgrace and his father would lose his job.   The Accused was to be victim of  the persecution of  the parental means test on students’ grants, his parents were unlikely to pay but at the same time would not be prepared to admit it - as his mother put it, ‘people will say we cannot afford to pay for you’.   The reaction by Accused-mum to any suggestion that the Accused apply for a scholarship was screaming - and ‘People will say we cannot afford to pay for you’.   Accused-dad did not want the Accused to take up part time or full time work because ‘I will have to pay income tax on his earnings’.  He whined about income tax on Accused-mum’s savings - which yearly was a cause for tearing out of  hair.   The Accused had done what he could to lay his own plans.  He had no future unless he gained independence from his mother.   But that already looked a dim prospect, scuppered when he was forced into biological studies which offered no alternatives he knew of  other than Medicine.   Via chess or social connections obtained through chess there might be some escape, but his mother was obsessionally opposed to chess..  How could he enter a medical career with no finance, no driving lesson, tyrannised by his multi-interfering mother, with his poor eyesight...

A third year in the sixth form is required for entry or for attempt to obtain a scholarship to Oxford or Cambridge Universities.   It had been known to the Accused and his teachers since he entered the school that he had no alternative but to gain a scholarship to Cambridge.   The Cambridge scholarship system was unique in that it excluded all forms of  discrimination.  This also, theoretically, was the remedy.   Although the amount provided by a scholarship -fifty or a hundred pounds - is not a great deal and would not by most have been regarded significant, the Accused’s requirements were low, he forsaw having no income at all - and independence from his parents would enable him also to supplement his income by his own labours.   Scholars at Cambridge were permitted to choose their own subject.  But really it was already too late - because the Accused did not have ‘A’ levels in mathematics.

The open scholarship examinations at Cambridge were all held at the same time - except for St. Catharine’s College which, later, had its own separate examination.   The colleges (except for St Catharine’s),  however, were subdivided into several groups,  the candidate opting for one and nominating a first, second and third choice college - though it was unknown for anyone to be considered by other than the college of first choice.   The Accused felt the best plan was to opt for Trinity College, which was the largest (with almost as many undergraduates as there were at Oxford University - whose colleges had fewer students than those at Cambridge) where there would be plenty room for the Accused and for a diversity of  entry criteria.   The Headmaster insisted, however, that the Accused apply to Downing College, which he had himself attended.   The Accused felt very dubious about this option - and assessments he later heard at Cambridge confirmed this.   The college, it was alleged,  was amongst the most biased towards Public Schoo Boys, was not academically orientated and the senior tutor, Dr Wilde, was biased towards recruiting Rugger players and sportsmen (but not quite so much as his opposite number at Corpus Christi College).   Downing College, however, turned out to be a popular target for intended students of  English literature because F.R.Leavis was a fellow of  Downing College.  The Accused felt that he had little knowledge of  what was required and would use the scholarship examination to Downing more to discover the lay of  the land.  He was intending to get into Saint Catharine’s College.   Mr Garside had however suggested that since everyone applied to Saint Catharines, the standards were higher and it would be difficult to get in.   The Accused felt that the more difficult it was to get in, the more likely he was to do so.

The Accused was allocated a side room of  the (Senior) Biology Laboratory - which communicated also with the Junior Biology Laboratory.   He was to spend his time therein dissecting a wide range of  animals.   The dissection of  the lateral line system of  the Skate was said to be a popular choice by scholarship examiners for the practical examination in Zoology.   Mr Cooper  insisted initially that the Accused, so that he would not be disturbed in his studies,  be confined to isolation in this chamber.  However,  Mr Lacey intervened, insisting that that would be a cruel regime and the Accused was provided as a colleague with Peter Sibson, who became, at least for part of  the year, the other member of  his class . Sibson was an a javelin champion who is said to have spent a third year (or part of  it) in the sixth form because he had allegedly failed an A level or A levels in some science subject(s) and was supposedly retaking it/them.

The Accused’s task was to dissect a series of  esoteric animal cadavers which Mr Cooper obtained from some supplier and stored in a refrigerator.   Previous to that they had been in a refrigerator all the way from Africa or Australia and then deep freeze until Mr Cooper ordered them and they were despatched post-haste, still frozen solid, in the post.   The Accused reports that he was informed that once these dead animals had been ‘thawed out’ they could be dissected.   He also claims that they remained rock solid.  The layers of  tissue of  a human body laden with hat are sometimes difficult to separate and the organs difficult to locate or of  diminished dimensions.   That may be true also of  farm animals allowed little exercise and fed on high calorie diet.   Zoology students however have a more vetinary practice in which layers of  tissue and organs separate easily and the discretely.  The Accused found however that a scalpel would not cut into these frozen cadavers, that he had to use the scalpel or even a razor as if  it was a saw (or even use a hacksaw blade, that the layers of  tissue and organs were amalgamated into a single mass.  He also did not understand dissection manuals.   A skate was produced - partly because dissection of  the lateral line system, whatever that is, of  the skate is a favourite Cambridge scholarship exercise.   Together with this came a dissection manual with over four hundred pages (with a hard cover, to make it look even bigger).  It may be possible to proceed line by line - ‘left hand down a bit, right hand up a bit’ - but the Accused neither found himself  able to do so nor did he suppose, had  he done so,  the exercise could have been completed within ten years.   To understand what is said it is necessary to have some prior knowledge of  the anatomy of  the skate.  University textbooks describe the skate but to understand what is being said it is necessary to read the entire section on fish..and to understand that, the entire section on vertebrates..and to understand that...On the specimen provided it was not easy to identify any anatomy dissected and correlate it with anything written in texts when all that was encountered was a mass of  amalgamated tissue with jagged edges produced by a lumberjack’s saw and drill.  The Accused needed to read the manual from end to end, decode it, get some picture of  the  He found that he could not attend to the dissection manual in the allocated cubby hole.  Nor did he make any progress by attempting to wander round the school playing fields reading the odd line or paragraph inbetween conversations with colleagues, impromptu games of  cricket or exploration of  the forbidden acres of  uncut vegetation.   He had not yet come into the habit of  reading hundreds of  pages rapidly before attending committee meetings or writing reports.   The manual on the dissection of  snake was even larger than that on the skate.  So the educational value of  these valuable specimens procured by Mr Cooper was largely wasted.

The Accused appears to have had an aversion to practical work - practical work as encountered in schoolwork or examinations rather than outside school - and similarly found himself  affected by an incomprehension, phobia or emotional inhibition affecting any theory that was associated with practical work (such as the anatomy of  animals that appear in school practicals, though not so much of  those encountered outside school).   The Accused claims, however, that he would either be in theory or intellectual mode or in practical mode, though not both simultaneously.  So when prepared and able to take written examinations he could not perform ‘practicals’ - and so also vice versa, or possibly so.

It is not possible retrospectively to be certain what were the Accused’s errors.  He seems however most powerfully to have been affected by his shortsightedness or opthalmic eccentricity.   Sunlight that normals suppose to be dim is regarded by physicists as considerably brighter than bright artificial light.  The Accused’s eyes appeared to be aware of  this.  He could see (with spectacles) at night in what supposed to be darkness (and also, without spectacles, could see when swimming under water).   But he found himself irritated by and unable to see in artificial light.   This was particularly so when there was more than one source light or when a source of  light was in his field of  vision.  This caused light to be scattered within his spectacles and induced pain or fatigue in the eyes, discoordination between the eyes and visio-motor discoordination.   In sunlight it might take some time to get over this or the Accused would find it necessary to perform what turn out to be called orthoptic exercises to obtain accurage vision and coordination.   He would prefer to work in what others supposed to be excessively dim light to switching on electric lights and was particularly averse to anglepoise lamps.  Biology laboratories were full of anglepoise lamps and he was expected to use an anglepoise lamp in the cubby hole, which had no communication with outside sunlight (except for a door to a (different) biology laboratory on either side).

Practical work, outside the context of  school or examinations, is more relaxing than intellectual work.   The miseries of  practical work arise more out of  not knowing how to deal with a problem, making errors and having to find a solution - i.e. intellectual work (though it is also useful to have suitable tools).   It is also less time consuming - though the Accused was then not aware of  this.   An intellectual exercise or problem may take hours, days, months, decades or more than a lifetime to perform or solve.  The Accused had learnt that it was essential to be relaxed or to have periods of distraction or relaxation,but really, if there was an unsolved problem, it would be on his mind day and night until he had found the solution.  The written or theory examination is a race against time - the candidate has to be in a state of  tension akin to that of an athlete.  Also, the person undergoing a written examination may feel it necessary or gets away with laborious midnight oil that reduces his efficiency.   More leisurely preparation in required for practical examinations.   It has to be suspected that the Accused was adopting an approach neither appropriate to written examinations nor practical examinations - but it is feasible that the approach he took towards theory examinations was inconsistent with adequate performance in practical examinations.   Also, although, in objective reality, more than adequate time is provided in practical examinations, even should the candidate commit an error, there is a time limit and the Accused, already under pressure because of  poor prospects or lack of  opportunity may have been excessively aware of  this..

In theory therefore the Accused could have waited until the frozen dinosaur thawed out, amusing himself in the meanwhile by the necessary theoretical study and memorisation that he realised was lacking or could have absented himself  by engaging in some pleasurable truancy while the duck billed platypus was thawing out.   This, however, did not happen.  Either it would have taken so long for the whale to thaw out that it would be the end of  the school day before it was ready, or the Accused thought so.   The Accused was not offered a future other than if he proved himself the best in the country - then perhaps, probably not. ..Despite this awareness that any negligence on his part, any absence in his knowledge, might prove critical, the Accused either did not or found himself unable to immerse himself contnuously in his studies.   Despite the company provided by Peter Sibson he would regularly arrive in the morning (the equivalent of clocking in) and then cycle off to the Reference Library (which was utilised also by pupils from the nearby Gateway School) where the biology notes would lie on the table and he would be reading some more interesting works from the shelves.

Scientists do not pick up books from library shelves and read them.  They take them home and put them on their own shelves.  So there were no science libraries at Wyggeston School.  The artists and classicists however had at least four libraries - one of  which was called the Sixth Form Library.   This was a room in the former workhouse building with a ground level balcony - into which library the Accused occasionally wandered.  He picked up and read Nietsche’s ‘Thus Spake Zarathrustra’, which appeared to have been written by a five year old with delusions of  intellectual grandeur (It was a disorganised flow of  ideas with anything stated on one page contradicted by something else on another page - well, its just rubbish).  He also picked up and read Sir Oscar Wilde’s Ballad of  Reading Jail.  “Each man kills the thing he loves.”, said Sir Oscar (who was said to be the author, though it may have been Sir Alfred Douglas), “By all let this be heard”.  The Accused burst into tears.  It was all so true, but nobody was allowed to or dared to say so....

David Holroyd, Christopher Holroyd’s elder brother, put a notice or letter on the Sixth Form Library notice board complaining, in a light hearted manner, about the noise and disturbance in the room and prefects coming in to play table tennis or for private celebrations.  The Accused, he mentioned had wandered in (in the course of  the experiences in the library which Holroyd was describing) halfway during a designated school period, had placed a pile of  papers and books on a table and had then wandered around the room taking books from the shelves, looking at them and replacing them.  The Accused, as it happened, agreed with Holroyd.   There was excessive noise and distrubance in the Sixth Form Library.  He also considered Holroyd’s remarks about himself to be fair, intended to be amusing rather than critical and in no way offensive.   It was more an acknowledgement of  the Accused’s visit.   Other scientists did not even know this library existed.

The Accused therefore took down Holroyd’s notice and took it to the Headmaster.   He purported to be incensed at Mr Holroyd thus insulting him (which he obviously could not have been) but was really directing the Headmaster’s attention to what Holroyd had written - that the facility was being misued.   That at any rate should have been obvious - though perhaps to the Headmaster it was not.   It was a bit naughty however.  David Holroyd appeared to believe that the Accused’s action was intended to be taken at face value.   Understanding of  practical politics in the arts departments seemed to be limited despite Garth Pratt holding impromptu political speeches to audiences that assembleded outside the Sixth Form Library entrance. 

The new Leicester University accumulated a selection of  famed Professors.   Professor Tutin, who edited the current standard Flora lived on Springfield Road.   Professor Hogarth, of  the English Department, lived nearby in the White House on Central Avenue.   He had an attractive daughter with whom the Accused on two or three occasions conversed as she pottered around in the White House garden as he passed by.   The Accused considered it very noble for so an elevated a person to be prepared to speak to someone as inferior and insignifant as himself.  Her brother Richard was a pupil at Wyggeston, younger than the Accused, not well known to him and not particularly famous.   He became a famed journalist however.  For a Wyggestonian to make his mark, even briefly, it was necessary to have a famous father.   It turned out that Richard not merely applied to King’s College, Cambridge, was welcomed with open arms.   The College believed he had made a great catch, which was envied and broadcast before he even began his studies!  Professor Hoggart himself was not a large man..but he possessed the Morrell northern working class pedigree.   He dressed in black and looked powerfully built.  He looked as if  he might have been a Yorkshire miner and not a person to risk annoying.  Nevertheless he appeared to know the Accused and would greet him with a sly smile whenever he passed by.   Richard Hoggart, like Dr Outram (and F.R. Leavis) was a great admirer of  D.H.Lawrence.   The works of  D.H.Lawrence in the early twentieth century had been almost unobtainable.   They were even considered immoral.  It was difficult and remains difficult to ascertain why.   Perhaps he represented a love ethic rather than a war ethic.   Authors who did so were much abused, subjected to libels and their works misrepresented and banned.   The Accused had procured some of  Lawrence’s works and lent them to Mr Sibson and others.  Now Penguin Books had decided to publish Lady Chatterley’s Lover.   So the Accused procured that too and lent it out.

Lady Chatterley’s lover is a short novel - and as such more readable to the schoolboy or  unsophisticated than some of  Lawrence’s longer and more famous works.   Lady Chatterley has a crippled husband and has an affair with Mellors the Gamekeeper.   So what?  So what indeed!   Victorian and early twentieth century novels are full of  sexual activities either openly described or described in code which the reader is not obliged to notice.   They also had plenty Wanking Books, though Victorians seem to have admired obese female bodies draped with what were supposed to be sexually alluring rags.   What was special about Lady Chatterley’s lover.   Simon Raven, the eccentric Warden of  All Soul’s College, Oxford, claimed that Mellors was sodomising Lady Chatterley - which was taboo -but nobody at Wyggeston,when reading the text, had noticed this.   The Accused was inclined to think that Lady Chatterley had not so much committed a sexual offence but an offence against Social Class.   She was a woman and a Lady - whereas Mellors was a man and her employee.   She was supposed to order him around, not to be ordered around by her.  Had she donned a leather bikini and praced around with a whip and ordered Mellors to submit, then everything would have been above board.   But some of  the proceedings were the suggestion of  Mellors rather than Lady Chatterley.   Somebody asserted that Lady Chatterley’s Lover was obscene and sued the publisher’s, Penguin Books.   That proved very profitable for Penguin Books.   They produced Professor Hoggart as an expert witness.   Professor Hoggart became a national celebrity by asserting that use of  the word ‘fuck’ was not inconsistent with good literature.   This word ‘fuck’ apparantly is not the trademark of  a clothing designer but some ancient English word referring to some process in which the male of  various species inserts its penis into the female vagina.   It turned out that this process occurred not infrequently and that there was no other word for it in the English language except this ‘fuck’, which everyone had previously supposed to be a forbidden swearword uttered by hooligans when a brick accidentally drops on their toes.

The Accused was regarded as the most eligible, straitlaced and virginoid batchelor in Leicester and the local gossip was which local youth would succeed in melting his stone heart and get married to him.   There were dozens of  condenders, but Jeremy Baker and Nick Stewart were considered front runners.   The Accused made an appearance one day in the junior biology laboratory where a  Mr Halliwell was teaching form 3R, a stronghold of  the Accused admiration society.   Mr Halliwell claimed that it was high time that the News of  the World gossip columnists were put out of  their misery and the matter was settled once and for all.   The Accused was not to leave, insisted Mr Halliwell, without having chosen one of  the boys on offer.  He could have any of  them.   Then he should take the chosen prince off for private tuition.  As far as he was concerned, they were a gang of  hooligans and if he got rid of  one of  them, so much the better.   Anton Powell (who lived on Stoneygate Avenue, not far from the Accused) appeared to least embarrassed amongst those assembled and most afflicted with the spirit of  comedy.  So the Accused chose Anton Powell.

The Accused continued to go on cross country runs with Tony Wayne and also endeavoured to coach him for his exams.   Wayne claimed that the Accused was more impressed by the Adonis physique than by friendship - and the Adonis he particularly had mind was Jeremy Baker.   Unfortunately, whined Mr Wayne, the attraction appeared to be reciprocated.   The Accuused also went on cycle rides with Mr Wayne and one occasion was invited by him to attend a parents-away party with one of  his football acquaintances.  The Accused however  enhanced his reputation as a wet sponge intellectual by feeling obliged to visit at eight o’ clock the Parliamentary Debating Society (which  he only visited on this occasion) at Leicester’s Guildhall - which proved to a bore and waste of  time.  The Accused continued to play tennis with Mick Miller and Malcolm Hartwell.   He did not, however, play tennis with Jeremy Baker, who was a champion, had an expensive tennis racket.  Nevertheless,  Jeremy appeared not to be aware of  this.   He suggested that they play tennis at the club near Leicester racecourse, to which he belonged, on a Saturday morning.   The Accused felt he could not refuse but was embarrassed by this.   He was no tennis player and should not be intruding into this posh club.   So at eleven o’ clock he duly cycled into this tennis club.  He noticed no-one, nor Mr Baker’s bicycle - but was too conscious of  his inadequacies in the world of  the smart and sporting to look around.  Mr Baker later claimed he had been there -but made no further attempts to persuade the Accused to play tennis.  Mick Miller taught the Accused to play bridge, which became the regular pastime of  the Wyggeston, Leicester B and Leicester C chess clubs.

Peter Sibson lived on Tudor Road - not famed as Leicester’s richest thoroughfare.   Rodney Lovett had never invited Wyggestonians (other than the Accused) to his home because he feared they would despise his poverty.   Sibson also felt that by Wyggestonian standards his background might lack mobility.   The Accused felt however more humiliated by the opposite side of  the coin -  what appeared to the Not Working Class to be a superior working class wealth.   Sibson and his friends played golf.   He even owned a set of  golf clubs - priced at a considerable fortune.   He was also an Adonis - a six foot several inches version of  Jeremy Baker and an athletics champion.   Sibson nevertheless appeared at Briarwood and despite having the Caucasian Hitlerite master-race looks which Accused-mum did not universally appreciate she took a liking to him.   The Accused should visit him at Tudor Road, Sibson suggested.  So, when arranged, the Accused cycled down in his sandals.   He was welcomed by Sibson-mum but Peter was of the opinion that the sandalled feet emitted an intractable odour.  Perhaps sandals were not to be recomended.   Although this referred specifically to feet the Accused over forthcoming years was to have added to his woes (and to the unsuitability of  medicine as a career) a tendency to objectionable body odour.   The reason for this remains a mystery.  Only males noticed it (or objected to it).  Mick Stokes’ friend Kingsley Harmer was amongst the first to notice.   The Accused suspected that this pungency had not relation to presence or absence of  baths or washing - though in his generation (and more so amongst subsequent generations) it became fashionable for men to wear perfumes (under various names) or to use what were in fact perfumed or chlorinated washing powders to as to create an accommodation to artificially determined standard odours.   A common population odour is not consciously perceived as such - but is not noticed.   The result was an intolerance not only of  the population odours of  foreign populations but also of  natural odours within the population which were drowned out by the chemicals and perfumes.   Smell, however, is in the human a very unreliable sensation.   It was once suggested that films (that is, movies) be reinforced by machines emitting smells.   This is quite unecessary.   There is such strong psychological olfactory overlay that the audience would have the required perceptions without any odours actually being  provided.

Accused-dad insisted on referring to Mick Stokes, he visited Briarwood with Leicester C delegations, as Scowen - and continued to do so for the rest of his life.  Accused-mum repeatedly tried to correct him.   Neither she nor Accused-dad had ever set eyes on Roger Scowen, she said.  (In fact, she was not aware that the Accused was acquianted with Roger Scowen).   It was an understandable error perhaps.  Scowen was supposed to ‘clever’ and ‘good at chess’ and Accused-dad may have been aware that he had some past reputation as an organiser.

Accused-mum took particular exception to Mick Stokes - and also to his friend Kingsley Harmer,  though she did not meet him a great deal.  In Harmer’s case this was understandable.   He was after all another fair haired, blue-eyed Adonis.   But Mick Stokes, surely, came from a very respectable and strait laced Irish Roman Catholic background.   Although he readily mixed with people of  all persuasions, he was himself a strict Roman Catholic.  He also had two sisters (and an elder brother).  He should surely have been Accused-mum’s ideal.   However, Accused-mum’s certificate of  social work course and the Townswomen’s Guild were the last bastions of  the comical middle class values.   The working class, it was ranted, watched television and their children played on streets.  So these activities were taboo.  Mick Stokes, yelled Accused-mum, had long hair.  He was therefore a homosexual.  Homosexuals were a pet obsession with the social work course and the Townswomen’s Guild.   Accused-mum had numerous honoured acquaintances who were schoolmasters, vicars, hairdressers or scoutmasters - yet in her obsessions all who belonged to such occupations were condemned.   So too, apparantly, long hair.  Long hair, apparantly, was also homosexual.  As a matter of fact,  Mick Stokes, besides having the morals of  a saint, had short hair.   It was short by modern standards and by then standards and not long when compared with the hair of  any other young people at the time.  Mick Stokes would boast that he came from New Parks, the largest council estate in Europe.  But according to the social workers there were more criminals living in New Parks than anywhere else (except Catharine Street and Wharf Street).  The Accused was condemned for having acquaintances in New Parks (Although Accused-mum was not aware of  this, Garth Pratt, Kieth Emerton, Dave Mackey, John Robinson, Peter Sibson could also be regarded as living in New Parks).

If the Accused was not delayed at school during the dinner hour by chess club affairs and if not during the dinner hour journeying homewards in the company of  Jeremy Baker,  he would journey with Nick Stewart.   He was slightly embarrassed when, as he did so, passers-by pointed him out as ths supposedly cleverest pupil in the school.   But that just meant that audiences had been taken in by his act.   He was rathr more puzzled, however, as being pointed out as the ‘most good looking’ pupil at the school.   It is not possible to see when looking at the person on the street whether he is ‘clever’, though if he is ugly and wears glasses it might be polite to suggest so.  On the other hand, it was quite obvious that the Accused could not be described as ‘good looking’.   But maybe the award was only open to third year sixth formers and who were not prefects.   The Accused, on St Leonard’s Road, which was approximately opposite to a path running alongside the Wyggeston grounds leading to the Lancaster school, for the first time since he had left Avenue Road encountered John Bull (famed as an Avenue Road bully).   John Bull ambled up and threatened violence.   The Accused did not want to be humiliated in front of  his younger friend Nick Stewart and also found himself with the embarrassing position of  being the older youth who is supposed to protect the younger (not that John Bull would have been any match for Nick Stewart - and there were two of  them and one of  him).   The Accused was not permitted to be intimidated or frightened.  So he gave John Bull a lecture on the need for people to live in harmony - or else he might not find himself as superior in physical force as he supposed himself.   So John Bull slunk off and was not seen again.

The Accused’s parents gave the Accused warning that on a specified day and night they would be away on a conference.  He would have to look after himself.   Could he possibly do this?   Accused-mum did not repeat the experiment.   She was not aware that on such occasions the teenager invariably invites his friends round for a party.   Other parents would say: “Don’t have a party ..and clear up when you have finished”.   

It turned out that Mick Stokes, Mick Miller and Kingsley Harmer (who preferred to be called John in public)  attended the party.   The Accused procured several flagons of  cider.  In those days it was possible to drink alcoholic beverages without becoming addicted and without becoming hooligans.   But what to do with the bottles?   If  the Accused put them in the dustbin, Accused-mum would find them.   If he put them in somebody else’s dustbin he stood a chance of  being found out.  So the Accused buried them at the back of  the garden.   There Accused-mum subsequently dug them up.   At any rate, she found some bottles at the back of  the garden.   Historians have pointed out that they may not have been the same bottles.   She decided that the Accused had been host to a drinking party.   Historians point out however that although the conclusion may not have been entirely incorrect she had no reason for coming to this conclusion  - and the Accused denied that any such a thing ever happened.   There were years of recriminations over this alleged party.   In l990 the Accused mentioned who had been the guests, pointing out that they had become Managing Director of  an Insurance Company,  a test ban treaty assessor and college principal and a milkman,  she admitted that she had no objection to such a gathering.   She had supposed that the Accused had popped out to recruit rentboys from the streets.   

Despite the company of  Peter Sibson, the Accused found his school work very tedious and regularly arrived in the morning,  the equivalent of  clocking in, only to leave immediately for the City Reference Library.   

The Accused was asked to provide two references to Downing College, one of which was to be from the Headmaster, which was handed to the Accused in a sealed envelope and sent on by him without his breaking the seal - which teachers and also pupils and parents (other than the Accused and his parents) regarded not as a breach of  confidence but compulsory.   The Accused, however, knew no doctors, accountants, lawyers, Justices of  the Peace, High Court Judges or anyone else designated as qualified as a referee.   His parents did not wish him to be acquainted with the Middle Class, since the Middle Class might report on him and father-lose-his-job.   Nor for that matter, was he permitted to be acquainted with Working Class - since they were Working Class.   If he had been acquainted with anyone, he would have been averse to approaching them lest his parents find out (Since he was shame and disgrace, it would have been shame and disgrace for him to ask for a reference).  The Accused asked, however, P.N.Wallis, of  the Leicestershire Chess Club, suggesting he write: “I am acquainted with the Accused and have found him an honest and reliable person” - and so Mr Wallis, on headed notepaper, wrote “I am acquainted with the Accused and have found him an honest and reliable person”.

A fee is required to enter the scholarship examination - and, on this occasion, Accused-dad provided it.  Accused-mum decided that she would take the Accused by car.   Accused-mum was apt to be late with everything - and the Accused arrived late on the previous night.   Throughout the journey, Accused-mum was Lander-Littlewood-Scowening and lamenting at the shame and disgrace caused by the Accused and how in every respect he was inferior to all other people.    Any attempt to contradict or to dissuade the flow of lamentation resulted in yelling that the Accused was suffering from ‘delusions of  grandeur’ would be sent to a mental hospital.   The Accused felt this was inappropriate preparation for sitting a competitive scholarship examination in which he was required come above hundreds of  other candidates, all of  them older than he was.

   The Accused felt he might not be at his best when sitting the examination at Cambridge after arriving late on the previous night after a lengthy exposure to Lander-Littlewood-Scowening when captive in his mother’s car.   He also found himself irritated by the sonorous voice of  a colleague with an accent possibly attributable to the Rugby Public School which he attended.   The Accused took the opportunity to buy past scholarship papers set by St Catharine’s College (Cambridge) from a local bookshop.  Before the examinations commenced the hundreds of candidates were herded into a large hall and exposed to an intelligence test.  This was ‘optional’, though nobody opted out, not part of  the examination, and a project by the psychology department supposedly to discover whether there was any correlation between I.Q. and eventual tripos results.  ‘Tripos’ is the name given by  Cambridge University to their degree courses and examinations.   The Accused supposed that the name arose from it originally being in three parts (classics, philosophy and mathematics) but the story in Brewer’s Phrase and Fable is that in the distant past the students were subjected to an oral examination by a Professor, called Mr Tripos, sitting on a three legged stool (This may be a joke invented by some student who wrote a sketch for a Christmas concert).  The Psychology Department also wanted to standardise tests intended for this group of  candidates - with I.Q.s in the upper percentile.  The Accused, and perhaps other candidates, found the test rather easy - as Mr Garside would have put it, intended for Public School Boys, with everyone getting at least 99% with a single inadvertent error (or an ambiguity in a question) having disasterous impact on the percentile score within the population.   The only discovery appears to have been that this test was too difficult for medical students and too easy for the rest.  Besides that, all that the Accused recalls about the examination itself is that there was a language paper in which there were presented, for translation, (relatively) easy and (relatively) difficult passages in various languages (two hours being available in all).  The paper was entitled: “attempt at least two passages”.    The Accused duly translated two passages each in Latin, Greek, French and German.  He could be expected to get these right.  But he also translated either one passage or both in Spanish and Italian.   He imagined that Italian was reasonably easy to decode with a knowledge of  Latin (and other languages).   Possibly so.  He could read Italian.   But he was under the impression too that he had picked up Spanish during his two weeks in Barcelona.   Perhaps he had picked up one or two words of  Spanish.   The story he wrote that was supposed to be a translation of  the passage set and which is unlikely to have born any resemblance to what was actually being conveyed must have greatly puzzled the Spanish examiner.  But in his supposition that his performance was a world record and that it underlined him as the most accomplished linquist of  his age group is probably correct - and he did salvage an ‘A’ for this paper, though he cannot recall his grades or marks for the rest (if, indeed, he ever knew them).   The Accused cannot recall whether his mother also gave him a lift back or whether he returned by bus or train.  Had he gone by public transport, then the single fare back would have been little more than a return fare and, if  his mother took him back, then surely she would have been obliged to make four journeys (returning back home and then returning to collect the Accused).   

In the l990s the Accused found the name of  the Senior Tutor of Downing College (a Dr Wilde) in his mother’s diary.   He had not told her his identity and there was no reason why she should have wanted to know this.   The Accused suspected therefore that his mother may have tried to imitate Mrs Littlewood, had phoned  round,discovered the Senior Tutor’s identity and approached him.   Far from assisting anyone sitting the Scholarship Examination, it might disqualify him.   When asked about this, his mother did display a misunderstanding.   She had been unaware that the Accused had taken scholarship examinations to Downing College or anywhere else.   She had at the time had little or no knowledge of  what a University was, had not known that Cambridge University was considered to have higher standards than other universities, was unaware that it was necessary to spend another year (or term) at school to attempt to enter Cambridge University,  had not known that the Accused was reading for or had been awarded a degree at Cambridge.  She supposed that the Accused had spent another year in the sixth form because he had failed exams - though, she said, that he had also had to sit a Cambridge lst M.B. examination in Organic Chemistry.  She had supposed that his father had arranged a place for the Accused at Downing College, that she had taken him by car to an interview ... and it was not clear to her why he had ended up at St Catharine’s rather than Downing.

Accused-mum’s attitude towards Oxford and Cambridge, in 1960 - as in previous years - had been that she supposed that it was a prison or corrective institution for the homosexual sons of  the British aristocracy.   This is an Austrian belief - and Accused-mum had these notions reinforced by Austrian interpretations of  English literature and by the interpretation of  Brideshead Revisited when studying for English for Foreigners matriculation papers when she first came to Britain.   Her scorn of  Oxford, however, was greater since she was under the impression that Oxford had corrupted Sir Oscar Wilde (and everyone who attended it).   Accused mum considered it a great disgrace that the Accused attended Cambridge University (though it was not as bad as Oxford).   Accused-mum had one set of  attitudes which was inconsistent with another - and she did not consider it a disgrace that Accused-dad had worked in Oxford, that she had been friendly with Professor Moir or  Nathan Smith, nor that the Anthony Littlewood attended Oxford University.

The Accused was somewhat surprised at being offered no place at St Thomas’s Hospital and then being rejected by Downing College.   There must be a reason, he suspected, and there was only one likely explanation.    The Accused therefore opened an envelope containing the Headmaster’s reference.   The Accused was astonished.   The Accused showed it to Mr Garside (who had taken over as Senior Science Master, though Mr Lacey was still around - sometimes).   Mr Garside was also astonished.   “This time the Headmaster’s flipped completely.”, he muttered, “He’s mad. It’s the only explanation...You don’t need a reference from the Headmaster.  In a school this size, the Headmaster is likely to be out of  touch.   I can write you a reference.   A reference from the Senior Science Master is more relevent...

“But you don’t need a reference.  You are bound to get a scholarship.  You can get in anywhere..open any doors.   You just have to turn on the charm at the interview.  Nobody can resist you.  I know,  You’ve done it to me.   If  you turn on the charm, you don’t know what’s hit you.  You can’t resist..”   

“Yes..If that is so, then maybe that is what has happened to the Headmaster.   He is supposed to provide a reference which refers to my school career.   He can consult records or he can inquire from colleagues.  Yet in these three paragraphs of  abuse there is not a single word about my activities at the school, whether from the academic aspect or otherwise!  He goes on about my being ‘poetic’, ‘sensitive’, ‘gauche’ and -unusual’ - all that sort of language.  It is a letter to some Arab Scheikh recommending some girl as a suitable complaint wife to join his harem.  What does ‘gauche’ mean?

“I have no idea”.

“So you don’t either.  It is some Public School word.  It is not used in our society.  They have set behaviour patterns - as if  they were corporals or privates in an army.   We don’t operate that way.   We have to turn on the appropriate act to gain the objective, not put on a perfomance to get people to praise us for what good chaps we are....and what exactly does ‘sensitive’ and ‘poetic’ mean?   I thought I was supposed to be gangster who was running the school?   You’ld think he has never met me...Actually I’ve had to deal with him quite a bit..in connection with the chess club...negotiating...In that context I get on quite well with him....”

“You always get your way.?”

“Well...I can’t think of any occasion when I have not....  I wasn’t aware that I had some sort of  emotional effect on him he couldn’t get over... he doesn’t seem the type...He didn’t go to a Public School, did he?”

“I can’t understand it.  He must have gone mad..”

“It may be that he was picked up these notions from my parents... “

So Mr Garside went off and wrote a reference.  The Accused, wrote Mr Garside, was the most brilliant pupil in the history of  the school.   This extended not merely to academic accomplishments, but to practical skills, social skills and popularity, attractiveness of  appearance, charisma, leadership....the Accused was the paragon of all perfections.   The Accused had not been aware that Mr Garside had been, though the Accused’s school career, amongst his greatest admirers.   This type of  reference, full of  extravagent praise which no reader is likely to take seriously, was usually regarded as the production of  Public School Headmasters and Housemasters whose assessment of  their favourite pupil is dictated by the penis rather than objective observation.   The Accused took it that Mr Garside intended this reference to be a joke - as a statement that it did not matter what was written in a reference...that nobody took any notice of references.   The Accused however felt he could not use this reference (and did not use it).  He should, perhaps have as Mr Garside suggested, have written his own reference.  Mr Garside said he would sign it.

Although the gossip of  psychologists includes tales of  references that exude excessive praise, the Accused was to be afflicted by at least two letters similar to the Headmaster’s composed of  three paragraphs of  misinformed abuse which appears to convey an opinion but says nothing which the writer is in any position to convey and is abuse irrelevent to the issue to which the letter purportedly refers.  One such letter was to be written anonymously in l965 to the Dean of  the London Hospital, Harry May, and another to another Dean, John Ellis, by Accused-mum’s friend Professor Mitchell of  Cambridge. 

The Accused remained puzzled as to what was the aetiology of  the Headmaster’s reference until l996.   The Accused knew that the Headmaster had a son suffering from Down’s Syndome (then known as Mongolism) and was Chairman of  the local Society for Parents of  Mentally Handicapped Children.   Mr Larkin’s daughter (whom the Accused never met) also figured in Accused-mum’s propaganda in that she had had from her early years an ambition to become a doctor (which she did) in order to find a ‘cure’ for he brother’s alleged medical condition.   However then, in l995, the Accused discovered (in his father’s diary) that his father had when the Accused was in the first year at Wyggeston given a talk to the Headmaster’s organisation on the subject of  Down’s Syndrome.   The Accused recognised the Headmaster’s reference as taken - and as he recalled it, taken verbatim - from Accused-dad’s spiel on Down’s Syndrome.

It is not known how the Headmaster reacted to the description of  his son as being ‘poetic’,’sensitive’, ‘affectionate’, ‘gauche’ and ‘unusual’ (or whether nor not he regarded these words as appropriate).  Maybe the Headmaster was offended by the Accused’s lyric published in the School Magazine, entitled Kate the Kitlet, an amorous tribute to dead cat (which could be said to have demonstrated that the sentiments in lyric poetry were within the poet himself rather than applicable to any object - and could be applied to anything).   The headmaster presumably found himself emotionally affected by the tribulations of  his son and underwent some manner of  transference, reciting Accused-dad’s lecture as if in a trance.  It may have been that the Headmaster was upset at hearing forever about the Accused’s alleged brilliance.  Amongst other explanations is that not only Accused-dad but Accused-mum and the Accused were habitually regarded as ace psychotherapists whom other people expected to cure their troubles.   This often resulted in a form of  transference or disinhibition in which the other person did not control his own feelings and these were projected as lamentation, accusation or abuse.   In the case of  Accused-mum this was likely to misfire

since she saw the other person only as the Accuser, representing Society, rather than the person with his or on miseries who needed understanding or consolation.

The Accused had submitted to Downing College also a one sentence reference from Philip Wallis, President of  the Leicestershire Chess Club.   The Accused was offended when he discovered that his parents had written to Mr Wallis thanking him.  His parents did not know Mr Wallis and the Accused had asked him to provide a reference without telling his parents.   The Accused felt humiliated by his parents’ intervention.   He therefore felt so embarrassed that he did not ask Mr Wallis for a reference again - and in his subsequent applications,  St Catharine’s Cambridge and the rest, submitted no references.  References are not compulsory for entry via the Open Scholarship System,  though this may never have happened before.   There would be no other way of  entering University without references.  

Mr Garside strongly advised Wyggeston pupils against taking the ‘entrance’ (as opposed to Open Scholarship) examination to Oxford and Cambridge Colleges.   The entrance examinations, Mr Garside averred, were intended for Public School Boys and Rugger players.   Everyone got 100% in the actual examination, said Mr Garside.  This enabled the Senior Tutor then to perform the election at interview on the basis of  sporting and social class (or ‘personality’) criteria.   No grammar school pupil ever considered it feasible to enter the Entrance Examination.  In order to prove this could be done, however,  the Accused entered the entrance examination to St Catherine’s College, Oxford (as opposed to St Catharine’s, Cambridge).  It is not known why he decided on St Catherine’s.  Maybe it is just that somehow he got hold of  the entry form or the entrance fee was not prohibitive.   The Accused paid himself.  He did not tell his parents he had entered.   The Accused entered in Zoology and Chemistry.   Mr Garside had been trying to persuade the Accused to opt for Chemistry - which the Accused had not supposed was his specialist subject.   The written papers were taken at Wyggeston and the Accused then took a day off to go to Oxford to sit the practical examinations without telling his parents.   The examination went without incident and the Accused does not recall any debacle - but he then forgot that he had taken this examination and it only occurred to him in l988 that he had never heard what was the outcome!

The Accused felt that if  he told his parents he was entering the Open Scholarship Examination to 

St Catharine’s, Cambridge, there was a danger of his mother insisting on taking him by car, of her Lander-Littlewood-Scowen and his not being at his best when taking the examination.  He suspected even that his mother’s previous behaviour was sabotage motivated by jealousy.  He wanted to give himself the best chance and therefore paid the fees himself and then mentioned to his mother on the day before that he was popping over to Cambridge for an interview.   On the day before his departure to Cambridge, during the dinner hour, the Accused accompanied Nick Stewart up Queen’s Road to parents’ house on Ratcliffe Road, with, as usual, Stewart riding the Accused’s bicycle and the Accused sprinting beside (a form of  athletics training).   This put him in a good move for the subsequent examination - though he still felt that he was handicapped by a lack of practical competence (and would therefore be excluded by the practical examination).  The Accused sat papers in Zoology and Chemistry.   He was also, as usual, expected to sit a General Paper, consisting of  essays.   The Accused, at the age of  sixteen, had few opinions on the standard topics which appeared in General Papers and considered himself, probably correctly, as being in that respect retarded relative to his colleagues.   He did not suppose it was appropriate to write about his own experiences.   However, he had developed a formula which enabled him to write - indeed, to waffle at inordinate length, without any prior preparation of  what he was going to write and at great velocity  - about anything.   Students are taught to plan an essay and to write out a preliminary scheme.   The Accused has never done this in his life - and has rarely re-read anything that he has written.  The method  consisted of  defining what was meant by the topic of  the essay and what were the issues involved or questions to be answered and then analysing them in the manner of  a mathematician, padding these out with supposedly interesting illustrations or stories.   The Accused thought this produced passable essays.   Quite probably no few other sixteen, seventeen or eighteen year olds had anything to write about and quite probably few of  his rivals - and, in particular not the scientists - had any skills in writing essays.   These essays are, however, likely to have been embarrassing rubbish (of  which the Accused became vaguely aware after he had written them) - but College fellows hoping to recruit students who were the leaders in their own (the students’) fields are unlikely to have been influenced by performances in General Papers.  In one subject there would be no more than one scholarship at one college - and such luxuries could not be afforded.

The Accused, staying at St Catharine’s College, was informed about the ancient allegedly famous alleged homosexuals who were fellows of  the college, they were pointed out to him and they grinned at him as they hobbled by.   Everyone (except the Accused) had apparantly heard of  the poet Tom Henn.   The present Master was Dr Rich, the Professor of  Naval History, but the previous master was still in residence..Colonel Portway, who bore some physical resemblance to Mr Morrell.   Colonel Portway was famed as the arch-traditionalist and former protector of  a  former Public School style culture within the college in days when it had (in honour of  the Colonel) been called Porterhouse.   The Accused did not get the impression that Colonel Portway lived up to his reputation.

Those of  the hundreds of  applicants who were to be considered for scholarships were interviewed and, in the case of scientists, were invited to attend a practical examination.   The Accused was interviewed by Dr Sidney Smith, a zoologist.   Dr Smith allowed the Accused to get a view of  the marks he had obtained (in the theory papers - 94% for Chemistry and 88% for Zoology.   In these subjects these are extraordinarily high marks.   There was little chance of  anyone bettering these marks .. and the Accused had also obtained them when younger than the other candidates.  But there were the practical examinations still to come - and the Accused felt all was in vain.

 “The Senior Tutor” (Canon Waddhams, a mathematician), Said Dr Smith, “trusts me to recommend who gets the scholarship.  It’s between you and another candidate- who has already got a place.   I take it you havn’t been a prefect or anything horrific of  that sort...”The Senior tutor, he explained, had delegated to him the task of  deciding who was to be awarded the scholarship in ‘Medicine’.

“I don’t know...it could be arranged..it’s optional...”

“You don’t know” (he wrote that down on his piece of  paper).   “It is not possible to award a commoner place”, continued Dr Smith, “via the scholarship examination.  It is only possible to admit candidates who qualify for scholarships - of  schlarship standards..that is, of  honours degree standard at time of  entry. ..”

“Are you short of  money?”, asked Dr Smith, “Do you need a scholarship?”

The Accused’s past experiences came back to him.  “Son of  doctor! Son of a doctor! Father will pay! Doesn’t need work!  Son of  a doctor!”  Nobody needed a scholarship as desparately as the Accused.  But he would never be awarded a scholarship.  Nobody would ever help.  He was refused finance from every direction.  He was son of a doctor.  This dreadful secret he could not share.  He was Son of  a Doctor.

The Accused had no right to a scholarship.  He was too shortsighted to perform the practical work.  If he got a schlarship he could change subjects - which was another reason he needed a scholarship - but but what could he change to?  It was already too late.  He had no prospects of  a medical careeer and therefore could not be said to be intending a medical career.  If he was awarded a scholarship, his performance would not justify it.  He would lose it within a year to the embarrassment of  all...He could not cope with the practical work...

The Accused feared also that if  he admitted his poverty or likely shortage of funds he might for that reason not be given even a place!   The College, he felt, might prefer to keeps its money or else invest in someone with already adequate financial backing (though it is compulsory for the succesful candidate to plead poverty).   The Accused had nowhere else to go.   Only Cambridge accepted the alleged intellectual high flyers.   Other universities scorned and abused them.  The place at the London Hospital for this reason (and others) also was unlikely to be realistic.   Accused-mum was complaining continuously about his presence at Briarwood.  He cost money.   That is,  sometimes he was in a room lit by a different electric light (or lights) than the room currently occupied by his parents.   If  the Accused admitted his poverty, Accused-mum might find out... The Accused did not dare ask for the scholarship (rather than the place which seemed to be offered as an alternative).

The Accused also still had to sit the practical examinations in chemistry (which proved uneventful) and zoology.  In the GCE’s (at all levels), the practicals were all that counted.   To pass it was necessary to pass the practical.  It was impossible to get a higher grade than that awarded in the practical.  All he heard about science during his schooldays was practical, practical, practical.  Theory counted for nothing.  In the practical one slip of  the finger could result in a zero mark.  At best, it was luck.  Throughout his school days the Accused had been condemned as clever, Not Working Class, not Practical - a person without worth, without rights.  He was too shortsighted for practical work - he had to do things his own way,  had to have appropriate lighting (sunlight, not artificial light, no more than one source of  light, relative darkness, no source of  light in the field of  vision - since that caused light to be scattered by his lenses, induced fatigue, dyscoordination between his fields of  vision and between position in the visual field and actual position (or motor responses not accurately coordinated with visual field or actual position))...

Dr Smith carried out the practical examination while interviewing the Accused.   The Accused was very nervous.  Why did the octupus have one limb of a lighter colour than the other limbs?  Obviously, because this limb had regenerated.   The Accused, however, was too afraid of  giving a wrong answer to give the obvious correct one!   He did not want to give an obvious answer, only to find that that demonstrated his ignorance and naivety...He had to be prompted.  In other aspects of  the examination the Accused had to be encouraged to give the correct answers by Dr Smith (who realised he knew them).   The Accused felt not only that the practical examination had been excessively easy but that he had disgraced himself through his reluctance to produce answers..

“Cambridge Colleges”, explained Dr Smith, “are acting in loco parentis.” (The age of  majority was then twenty one years).  They therefore impose an eleven o’ clock curfew.  St Catharine’s College closes at midnight - not eleven but midnight.  But you must return by midnight.  If  you arrive even a minute late the porter will have gone on his rounds and you will have to wait for an hour to ring the bell to be let in.

“Don't climb over the Bull Gate.  The porter passes the Bull Gate sometime between five past twelve and twenty past twelve.  If  he catches you you will be fined three shillings and fourpence.  I take it you cannot afford three shillings and fourpence.   Many students climb over the gate, descend down the ladder and find themselves in the arms of  the porter!”

“There is a ladder?”

“We don't want students to climb into the Master’s garden...”

“Is that the only way?  Surely you can climb over the front railings.”

“You are that athletic, are you?  You might impale yourself or damage the railings.   We wouldn’t want that.   If  a student insists on climbing in, we want them to climb over the Bull Gate.   It causes no damage to the student or to the college...”

“The Bull Gate..that is the name given to the wooden gate on the back?  Why is it called the Bull Gate?  The Bull Hostel, surely, is at the front...According to the story books the hotelier in ancient times was one Hobson.   When changing horses you had to take the next horse in line to continue the journey...Hence the expression Hobson’s Choice...So it is alleged...That presumably would have been standard procedure when changing horses anyway...”

“I would have thought so...though perhaps you could slip the hotelier a gold coin.   Hobson, maybe, didn’t accept the gold coins from the rich aristocrats at Kings (St Catharine’s was originally an annex to Kings).  In those days maybe there were stables at the back...”

“And you seem to have the original stable gate...It’s a valuable relic...it might get damaged by people climbing over.   Perhaps there should be a ladder on the street as well...”

“There’s a ladder inside.  I don't know how it got there.  Nobody seems to know.  ..We leave it there in case the owner comes back to reclaim it.   We could put up a rope and pulley I suppose...”

It was tradition that all students had to informed that they were expected, if  late, to climb over the Bull Gate.   This was what biologists call a vestigial feature..since, after all, the students had just to wait for the porter to return from his rounds and ring the bell ..and they were let in without fuss or fine.   Nevertheless it was compulsory for students, particularly Rugger players, to have it in their C.V. that they had climbed over the Bull Gate and been caught.  Whether they did so and were so or not ..so they were to claim.  There was nothing to do in Cambridge after eleven o’clock..but nevertheless the Accused regularly would ring the bell to be let in after midnight.   He never noticed anyone else out that late.  Dr Smith could have added tht if  the tardy student waited until five in the morning he could walk through the door of  the Bull Hostel...If anyone apprehended him (which they wouldn’t) he could always claim to have just popped out .

“Since the College is locked at midnight..and other colleges may be locked by eleven..it does happen that friends have to sleep overnight on students’ floors.    If that is discovered in the morning, it is a serious offence..it can get the student expelled.   The porter has to know who is in the College in case there is an evacuation because of  a fire ..So if a friend is sleeping on your floor you have to inform the porter....”

“Are you short of  money?”, Dr Smith asked for the umpteenth time, “Do you need a scholarship”.

The Accused still did not dare admit that he was and did.  The other candidate could have the scholarship, he said, which meant that there would be a place available vacated by that student...”

The Accused was later to discover that Mr Peters who was therefore awarded the scholarship was a Public School Boy, son of  a doctor and from an orthodox medical background in which cash was available.   Mr Peters was a modest lad who obtained first class honours in his medically orientated studies.  However (as was the rule)  this did not result in him having an academic or resplendent career.  In common with most of  the seven medics a year at St Caths he ended up a consultant in some speciality - with an adequte income at the end of  his career but with narrow and undemanding requirements.   The talents and education of  Cambridge students tended to be wasted.  The Accused performed inadequately with a less medically orientated curriculum.   In his sombre moments the Accused would reminisce that Mr Peters was son of  a doctor too - that he carried the stigma which the Accused supposed disqualified him from a scholarship (in fact just about all medics at Cambridge, with scholarships or without, were Public School Boys and Sons of  Doctors) and probably didn’t need a scholarship.   The Accused felt that had he had some funding of  his own and not been dependent on his parents he would have obtained the required first class degree and that without there had not been a hope...though there was no proof  that that would have been so.

The Accused recalls applying twice for scholarships to Oxford -  to Magdalene College and to Jesus College.   He however recalls also sleeping in a prehistoric room and hearing bells ringing all night.   Oxford is famed for traffic congestion (becausethe workers at Cowley were given cheap cars) and bells.   It is not clear where that would have been.   At  Magdalene College there was a karpuffle when he arrived and it was then announced that he was billitted in the Oscar Wilde Room, which is a college sitting room.  He indicated that he did not mind sleeping on a settee and that he did not object to the room being used while he resided there.  However, to his embarrassment, a bed was dragged in and the room put out of bounds to the students.   He was also shown the ladder over the wall.  He was interviewed bya panel that included Dr Sinclair, a nutritionist.   “Why have you not mentioned on your application form  that your father is a doctor”, he asked, “You have referred to him as Mr, not Doctor.  What is the reason for that?”.  The Accused may not have mentioned this in order to avoid ‘son of  a doctor’ discrimination or he may not have mentioned so as to avoid the preference given to doctors’ sons when awarding  places to read medicine.   Or maybe both.   The Accused, however, did not want to admit this and therefore said nothing.

Dr Sinclair, in the course of  conversation, asked the Accused what he thought was food to thebrain- and the Accused suggested ‘proteins’ (on the grounds that the brain contains proteins).   Dr Sinclair suggested  this was a plausible but unorthodox point of  view.   However, then he declared that the Accused could not have a scholarship since he was ‘too young for medicine’.   The Accused felt privately that this illegitimate prejudice.   He was not really intending a medical career, scholars could read any subject they wished and it was not legitimate either for an award to be conditional on reading a particular subject nor for the subject allegedly to be read to be taken into account [It is usual when a scholarship is awarded for a subject to be read to be named -but there is no obligation to do so].

The Accused made a further attempt to procure a scholarship -at Jesus College, where he was eligible for a closed scholarship reserved for Welshmen.   The Accused was surprised to be told, when he arrived at Jesus College, that he was billetted at his college of  second choice, St Catharine’s.  He found St Catharine’s and when he arrived the porter told him: “Alan Bullock wants to see you.  Are you a friend of  his?” “Idon’t think so.  Who’s Alan Bullock?”.  “The Master.  He says you should call on him as soon as you arrive”. “Is that usual?” “I’ve never known it to happen before.   There must be some reason.  He was very insistent.”

The Accused is entitled to know that Sir Alan Bullock was a famous historian who had written a history of World War ll with particular emphasis on Hitler’s Character.   The Accused, however, was unaware of  this.  So the Accused was directed to the Master’s chambers and was entertained to tea and conversation.  That is what it was - not an interview.   Alan Bullock was interested in the Accused’s family’s history and their experiences in Austria.   The Accused related his experiences on his trip to Germany with his parents, mentioning that amongst the adult population there appeared to be a universal continued support for Hitler.  Yes, said Bullock, unfortunately there was a powerful Neonazi movement in Germany.   The Accused replied that he had no reason to suppose that there were many Neonazis in Germany - or not in the sense of  the objectionable aspects of  Nazi policy.   It was Hitler’s economic policies (and the European Common Market) that were still considered to have been correct.   That had also been the case in pre-war Austria.   There followed lengthy gossip on the World War ll strategy,  particularly the Russian campaign.  Had the Accused been aware that Bullock was an Expert he might have been less voluble.   Again, the Accused was emphasising economic aspects while Bullock seemed more concerned with racist considerations.   The Accused claimed that Hitler invaded Russia to secure deposits of  nickel and mobybdenum , which elements was required in the casings of bombs.   Possibly this is not entirely false.   Nickel deposits were rather more found in Norway - in a place aptly named Nikel.   Bullock confessed that he had never heard of Hitler having a requirement for these elements nor of it being a reason for invading Russia.   The Accused however insisted.   Had he realised whom he was talking to he might have been more humble.  The Accused committed a further faux pas.  They reminisced on their common acquaintance Hugh Alexander,  the chess champion and GCHQ chief cryptoanalyst.  Alexander was reputed in chess circles to be past retiring age for the ‘Secret Service’ (as it was then known) but to have remained because there was nobody else of adequate calibre to take over.  In fact, the Accused rather thought he would take over!  So the Accused blurted out that Alexander still played impressive chess, despite his age!   Bullock’s face fell.  He was over fifty too!   But they agreed that Emmanuel Lasker had been winning chess tournaments when he was over eighty.

The Accused had applied to take the scholarship examination in Botany and Zoology.   However, the candidates were told to answer five questions and given the full set of  papers - in every subject.  The Accused claims to have answered several mathematics questions and one on the kinetic theory of  gases which is (mathematical) physics.   In the zoology practical the Accused was required to draw chromosomes from a slide. “We are wondering how you would tackle this question.”.  The Accused drew the chromosomes one by one in series rather than as they actually appeared on the slide (which it turns out is how this is usually done).   Then the Accused was required to dissect out the lateral line system of  the skate.   “Do not dissect out the lateral line nerves” the examiner repeatedly informed the candidates.   The Accused had no idea where to find the lateral line system of  the skate and did not find it - and so dissected out the lateral line system of  nerves.  Or probably so.  He didn’t notice any lateral line system.  The interview panel at Jesus College, however, appeared not to have noticed this debacle.  “You are too young to study medicine”,  they informed him, “Would you accept a scholarship next year instead?”.   The Accused was not wanted at home.  His mother was whining about how much money he supposedly cost (that is to say, the cost of  light bulbs when he was not in the same room as his parents).  He had nowhere to go.  He was forced to decline the offer.

It remains a mystery why  Alan Bullock was so keen to see the Accused.   In l988 the Accused discovered amongst his father’s papers five or six telegrams asking the Accused to contact St Catharine’s College - without specifying whether Oxford or Cambridge was meant and without any indication who might be the sender or whence the telegram was despatched.   The College at Cambridge is St Catharine’s and the one at Oxford St Catherine’s.   However, telegrams were routinely despatched by phone and there may have been a spelling error.   The Accused did not receive that number of  telegrams from St Catharine’s, Cambridge.   Also, when he met Sir Alan Bullock he had forgotten that he had taken the entrance examination - about which he had heard nothing after taking the practicals.  This provides a possible explanation (amongst other explanations). 

While at Oxford, the Accused, in his usual manner, explored the surroundings and gathered information.    He strayed into Balliol College - or almost so.  He got as far as the gate.   Through the gate he was astonished to see numerous tall students pracing around dressed in black penguin-style suits with ornamental frilly colours and emitting words in a strange affected accent.   It seemed to be a private club.  No students (or anyone else) who dressed thus or spoke thus were to be found on the town side of  the gate.   Balliol College, it turns out, was full of  Old Etonians.  Balliol was an annex to Eton and the students continued to dress and speak like Etonians.   Although other colleges were open to visitors,  the Old Etonians were not having any Plebs setting foot in their college!   The Accused was amazed.  He had undergone an experience akin to that of  a hero of  a Conan Doyle story who strays into an underground cavern or subterranean world full of prehistoric animals!
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