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 [This is a not fully edited version of this chapter.  At the time of writing, what appear to be volumes four to six of the memoirs are not universally presentable and there are difficulties over contents not being in chronological order.  Memoirs often are not so - since it may seem at the time of writing to be preferable to discuss all that refers to particular topic in the same place rather than putting everything into the order during which it occurred.  As matters stand considerable revision of these chapters is necessary and there is need for further revision of this one, but the author feels it is nevertheless sufficiently revised for publication in the present form even though it is intended eventually to correct and revise it further]

The Accused also joined the Cambridge University Chess Club.   Or he may have joined.  This club existed mainly to field university teams.  To enable himself to select the teams,  Mr. Sugden, the Club President held a simultaneous display - and won every game  - except that against the Accused.   Against him Sugden (who had white in all games) played the King’s Gambit. The Accused was not at this time familiar with theory, did not play the Becker Variation to which he was drawn attention by Leicestershire player during the l962-3 season, but probably played the Cunningham Variation – 1 e4 e4 2 f4 ef 3 Nf3 Be7 – knowing no more than that this move existed and that it was considered slightly eccentric.  The Accused had however, previously, spent some time deciding whether it was worthwhile following 3.. Be7 up with a check on h4 – which forces the king to move to fl, preventing White from castling – but wastes moves, leaves the Bishop on a limb (It will eventually have to move back) and impedes development – and White can reach a castled-like position (with possibly overall loss of one tempo) anyway.  The Accused might play this check in semi-serious games, to see what would happen, but did not play it against opponents against whom he felt he could not afford to make errors.  But nevertheless the King’s Gambit was not necessarily the most propitious choice of opening against The Accused -and Mr. Sugden resigned when the Accused sacrificed his queen to force mate  (of the castled king) – which, perhaps looked impressive but was a version of a standard or obvious manoeuvre in which the queen sacrifice diverts a defending piece so as to allow delivery of a smothered mate with a knight.    It seemed to The Accused that Mr. Sugden must have overlooked these tactics, since he neither prevented them nor resigned before they were played, and did not therefore suppose he had registered any major achievement.  The Accused was also aware that he knew nothing about the theory of the opening and that, therefore, his play, for all he knew, might well have been inaccurate.  It turned out that Cambridge University Chess Club was committed to seconding players to the Cambridge County team.   The Accused was asked to look in at their first match - where the player on Board Two failed to materialise.  Second board in a county team was considered somewhat elevated and the County Secretary asked the Accused to stand in, apologising profusely that he would have to play second board -supposing that by doing so he was making an extravagant and unfair demand.   The Accused was delighted! – though he may perhaps have preferred it to have been the Bd. 1 player who had absented himself.  The Accused, as Black, played a variation of his invention of the Philidor’s defence of his invention with the aim of ‘playing for a draw’ - not losing or playing with the aim of eventually reaching an endgame.  The Accused’s endgame analysis tended to be reliable.   The Philidor’s defence is the sequence 1.e4 e5 2. Nf3 d6.   This is often considered per se to be too passive.  The Accused’s innovation was to move the d-pawn on d6 rapidly thereafter to d5.  This waste of time could hardly have been sound – but neither The Accused nor anyone else had at that time found any refutation and The Accused had not lost any games with it.  The Accused felt that even though this opening might be expected to be unsound, he was good at surviving in inferior positions and that his opponent would not be prepared for it.   The Accused tells us that his opponent did not, as he expected, discover some flashy means of opening up the game for white when the black pieces were relatively undeveloped, or not one that was successful, but that he felt that he had the inferior game throughout and despite very thorough analysis throughout his opponent’s position remained better at the end, when a draw was agreed without much argument. The position was probably drawn with best play, but we do not know whether it was classifiable as ‘equal’.  Here again The Accused felt that his passage through this game had been too easy, that his opening had not been adequately tested and that this draw did not deserve acclamation akin to an England goal being scored at football against Germany.   However, the county team secretary spotted that it was good for morale to have a second board player who did not lose games and insisted that the Accused played for the county on that board for the rest of his career (and he did not lose any games).

The County team played its matches fortnightly on the same days that the University first team played its matches.   The two teams were regarded as equivalent - though the Accused turned out to be the only University player in the County team (nowadays it consists entirely of university students).  So he did not play for the University First Team.   Or not very often.   In theory (since playing for the county was equivalent to playing for the first team) he would not then be playing for the second team either.   In fact he did.   On board one - and won all his games.

St Catharine’s College fielded two teams in Cambridge University’s inter-college league.   None of its players (besides the Accused) played in University teams nor were reputed as approaching the standard required.  As tends to happen on such occasions there was an existing hierarchy - and captain and secretary.    Although opponents were surprised to find The Accused playing (at any rate, in some earlier matches) on third or fourth board for his college team when he was playing on second board for the county and altered their board orders accordingly - but nobody on the St Catharine’s side noticed this!   Ralph Timms, formerly of Kibworth Grammar School, who had played in their chess team, also entered St Catharines in l961 as a mathematician - and played for the college chess team.   The Accused spent his time mainly with the college’s grammar school educated science and mathematics scholars but felts somewhat inferior because medics were at universities the intellectual nonentities and because everyone else in this group were destined to be awarded first class honours degrees.  Mr. Timms was secretary of  the Tiddliwinks team and, when The Accused became organiser of the College chess club, Mr. Timms had the Accused playing for the tiddliwinks team a condition for Mr. Timms playing for the chess team!

The opposition in the Cambridge inter-college league was more formidable than that faced by university teams.   The Accused was not undefeated in college matches.   He lost at least twice (during his three years).  One defeat was against university club secretary Mr. Fox in which the latter against the Accused’s French Defence, when his king was in check. With ostentatious nervousness and tremor of the hand., moved the king to f1 so that he would be unable to castle.  The Accused had not seen this before, but suspected that despite Fox’s act it was the theory and the best move (which, a year later, he discovered it was).   He was however surprised that Black’s position should prove to be quite as useless as it did!  The Accused’s weakness was opening play and ignorance of  opening theory.   If he could survive the opening, perhaps, he could be expected to win against anyone in the country.   Although this did not make itself evident in University matches,  the Accused’s opening play was a disaster that on occasion precipitated rapid and humiliating defeats against what are known as weak players. 

There was however another side to the coin.   Not being aware of  theory, he regularly refuted standard theory - even to the extent of  winning in the opening theory - over the board against highly rated players.   In University and County matches the ignorance of  theory was not so critical.  There would be only one match a week, it would be in relaxed circumstances and in congenial company and matches were played at the rate used in World Championship Matches - sixteen moves in an hour -with the first time control routinely after two and a half hours (on the player’s clock) during which forty moves had to be played.   At such a rate and in such circumstances the Accused could analyse sufficiently to dispense with opening theory.   The Accused now also had a copy of  an old edition of  Modern Chess Openings, a standard reference work, and also a book on opening theory written by Leonard Barden.   Although the Accused spent much college time reading through M.C.O., the current and previous editions (in contrast to more recent editions) were of  limited interest - except there was the occasional misprint which the Accused’s opponents occasionally read, memorised and played!   There were two serious errors, for instance, which were universally swallowed, in the spiel on the King’s Gambit – one for white and one for Black.  The Accused did not have sufficient understanding of the game to find a use for the positions which M.C.O.’s recommended openings led to… and most of the time was spent, without much subjectively experienced satisfaction, in trying to discover why exactly the positions reached were, as claimed, better or worse for white or equal – and what the players were then actually supposed to do.  Barden’s book was written for upper board county players and  discussed  a limited number of  opening variations which the author recommended to readers.   The Accused took Barden’s advice as Black (though he did not study the parts of  the book recommending openings for white).   Barden’s analysis of  the French Defence and of  Jugoslav Kings Indian Defence gave the misleading impression to opponents of  being favourable to White though they were even more favourable to Black than Barden suggested - and guaranteed to produce wins in the Accused’s hands.  However, in tournament chess and occasionally also in matches alternative moves for white to those suggested by Barden  to which the Accused could find no adequate reply were increasingly commonly encountered.  The Accused just about abandoned these variations in later years – though they could, decades later, win games because by then everyone had forgotten about them!

The Accused for a while joined also the college’s cross country runners.   So in an inter-college competition he found himself running against Herb Elliot, the twenty four year old (Australian) mile and three mile world record holder who had been recruited to Jesus College.   The Acused in private practice back in Leicester regularly ran a mile well within Herb Elliot’s world record time but he did not excel in competitive situations.   One theory is that The Accused was a natural loser   - that he did not consider himself capable of winning.  Another is that despite the fact that he was competing against men older than he was, he supposed that if he did not win against them, his performance was worth nothing at all, lacked incentive - or performed less well than he would have done had he proceeded in a relaxed manner without any awareness of a competition or possibility of failure.   At any rate, the Accused was not a performer.  However, on this occasion when Herb Elliot appeared the Accused made an effort.   By this it is meant that ab initio Herb Elliot established a large and ever increasing distance between himself and the rest of  the field.  For him it is was just a practice run.  The Accused however managed to keep Herb Elliot in sight - for a couple of  miles, anyway.   There was a gap of  hundreds of  yards between Herb Elliot and the Accused and a similar gap between the Accused and the rest of  the field.   To Herb Elliot, however, this was no more strenuous than going for a country walk, whereas the Accused became aware of  his efforts.   He nevertheless registered a better than usual performance.

Colin Probyn several times wrote to the Accused asking him to procure Herb Elliot’s autograph, but the Accused was not personally acquainted with him.   Colin supposed that everyone at Cambridge University knew everyone else.   Other cross country runners at the College suggested that The Accused make up numbers for a ‘round the houses’ race in Sao Paulo during the summer holidays, but the Accused had no way of raising money to travel to South America (which, he supposed, would be necessary).   After his first year at College, The Accused did not take further part in running or athletics.   The main reason for that was that he did not have time.   He felt he had a duty to his chess clubs, even though he felt that from his own personal point of view, athletics might be preferable.   He also may have been discouraged by an unawareness that he had been comparing himself to people who were considerably older, stronger and more practiced than he was.  He supposed rather that men were fully-grown at sixteen and that at in their mid-twenties they were deteriorating.

Students were canvassed to be blood donors - and therefore the Accused donated the regulation pint in l962 and also in l963.  He did not consider it likely that this contributed to the chronic fatigue and/or attacks of  fatigue he suffered at Cambridge, but because of  this tendency towards fatigue he feared not only that he might be carrying some virus which might be transmitted to a blood recipient - and also he might not be fit enough to sacrifice the blood.   These thoughts did not torment him but nevertheless were sufficient reason for not giving blood again.  

Cambridge University, instead of  a Rag Day, had a poppy day.   Poppies are distributed in exchange for donations to the British Legion, an organisation catering for ex-service men and their families, particularly those who died or became crippled in the two major European wars.   The poppy is chosen because poppies decorated the World War l Flanders fields (though those were Opium poppies while those sold are manufactured imitations of the British meadow poppy, Rhoea Rhoea).   In addition to collecting donations and selling poppies, students sold newspapers at an exorbitant price.   The college also erected a market or entertainment park on its main lawn or quadrangle - a task which the Accused supposed was accomplished by the college’s numerous engineering students (who were famed for their continuous consumption of  alcohol in local hostelries - which suggests that they had generous finance).  The Accused collected much cash for newspapers in Cambridge and environs.   During his travels he visited  a local carpet shop, which, because of  failed memories, we will call Wades’ Furniture. It was something of that sort.   He nervously sneaked into this smart shop and sold a few newspapers to the serving wenches.

“Sell one to Mr. Wade., they declared, “He’s in there, in his office.”

“I couldn’t do that!”.  The Accused did not suppose that he was a person readily welcomed or admired … though the young ladies appeared to hint otherwise....

“He’s in there.  He will be pleased to see you.  He doesn’t get many visitors.  He needs company...”

They eventually persuaded the Accused.

Mr. Wade was a young man sitting behind a desk.   He paid ten shillings (a considerable sum) for a newspaper.

“If you ever need a job”, added Mr. Wade, “Drop in on me again!   You managed to find me here even though you may have felt nervous about it.   It took courage.  ..”

Mr. Wade assured the Accused that a job would be available.   It is part of  this melancholy tale that the Accused never took Mr. Wade up on his offer.   The Accused could not be accused of  having a high opinion of  himself if  he sold newspapers for charity.   It was the charity that made it permissible ..  not the merits of The Accused.  The Accused, however, lived in fear of  espionage by his mother, who regarded every criticism and every rejection as a maximal calamity - and imagined such rejections and criticisms when they did not occur.

The Accused also went out to Cherry Hilton and there also sold another newspaper for fifty pence.

The organiser of  the Poppy Day effort we shall call Mr. Jackson.   He was around twenty four years old and unique amongst Cambridge students in his association with townsfolk, college servants and non-students in general.   He was thus regarded as an adventurer and womaniser, a person who regularly returned to the college late at night or early in the morning.  He also had an unique college room with a  French window, not far from the College main entrance, which was taken to reflect his adventurous ways.   Mr. Jackson would assure the Accused that all people were strongly influenced by their parents.  So was The Accused, said Mr Jackson, even though he might realise it. 

The Accused can be regarded as a facsimile of  his parents who attempted to correct some of  what he thought were their errors or aspects that were inappropriate to the modern society.   Young people however are aware only of  the differences they have with parents and therefore denied that parents had any influence on him other than obstruction. 

“When you are older you will realise how much influence they have had”, replied Mr. Jackson.

Mr. Jackson had to select next years’ Poppy Day organisers.  He was impressed by  the success of  the Accused’s salesmanship - and particular by his selling a newspaper for ten shillings.   The Accused insisted that his choice of  office in any organisation was to be treasurer (an office which until 1972 he held in his chess club).   The treasurer always was in control, he insisted, and the treasurer had to be the Chief Executive.   Mr. Jackson doubted this - but the Accused insisted and was appointed next year’s poppy day treasurer.

Cambridge medical students faced a variety of  alternative curricula.   They were required within their three years at Cambridge (if possible) to pass the 2nd M.B. (preclinical qualifying examination) or to obtain exemption, in Anatomy and Physiology and to pass the M.B. examination in pharmacology (a Cambridge eccentricity).    There was also a requirement to fulfil various requirements which were recorded in the students’ ‘Grey Book’, notably certificates of  adequate dissection of  the human body and having passed the oral examinations after each moiety of  this dissection (head and neck, upper limbs, lower limbs, thorax and abdomen).   Also, it would be recorded in the Grey Book that the student had pulled a certain number of  teeth and had sworn the Hippocratic Oath (another Cambridge eccentricity.  Other universities had no dealings with this oath and it is not a requirement for medical qualification or practice - other than for Cambridge graduates).   The academic courses at Cambridge are called the Tripos and Medical Students were required to study for the Pt l of  the Natural Sciences Tripos in Anatomy and Physiology - which were classed as ‘full subjects’.   It was usual for medical students also to study Pt l of the Natural Sciences Tripos in Pathology and Biochemistry - though the Accused, uniquely amongst medical students was to take pathology instead of  biochemistry.   An examination in Pathology is taken as during the clinical phase of  medical studies - but the omission of  this subject proved less of a handicap than anticipated,  since the pathology syllabus was covered or more than covered in  A level Zoology and in the anatomy course.   The Anatomy and Physiology courses included the material which was stipulated by the General Medical Council as compulsory for medicine - and to comply with GMC requirements attendance at  Physiology and Anatomy lectures was compulsory.   Exemption from sitting the 2nd MB examinations in Anatomy and Physiology was obtained by being awarded at least second class honours in the Pt l examinations in those subjects.

There were thus essential requirements for the medical student - the 2nd MB qualification.   This was included (except for pharmacology) within the Pt l Anatomy and Physiology courses - and therefore it was not necessary for a medical student to take more than the Pt l of  the Natural Sciences Tripos during his three years and, within that, those aspects that were relevant to the 2nd MB.   It was usual for Cambridge Medical students to do no more than this.   More extended curriculum was available.   One aspect of  this was particularly relevant to Pt l (Anatomy).    Professor Harrison, the head of  the Anatomy Department, was anxious that the Anatomy Course should be academic or scientific rather than purely intended as a preclinical preparation for doctors.   He tried to keep medical tradition to a minimum, particularly where masses of anatomical data were traditionally learnt by rote and attempted to introduce sub-courses which were more orientated towards the interests of scientists or more relevant to their training.    There were thus anatomy subcourses in morphology (comparative anatomy, anatomy of apes), histology, neurology an embryology.   The student thus had the option of preparing for the Pt l examination of  the Natural Sciences Tripos in Anatomy, Physiology, Biochemistry and Pathology or of doing this in two years and studying a subject in Pt ll of  the Natural Sciences Tripos, which in the case of  medics was usually Pathology but occasionally Anatomy, Physiology or, possibly, Biochemistry (though medics did not usually risk taking Pt ll subjects in which they were exposed to competition of  non-medics, who were apt to perform better in examinations in subjects not traditionally restricted to medics).   Also, within the Pt l they could concentrate on the traditional medical syllabus as taught also in other universities or else expand or divert into other interests or, in theory, they could vary from the traditional Pt l subjects, though it is not known of  anyone else other than the Accused doing so.  Nor is it is known of  anyone else other than the Accused who was scientist rather than medic entering the medical curriculum, though the curriculum was then designed to do so.   The curriculum traversed by the Accused was unrealistically extensive and nowadays medics at Cambridge take a separate Medical Sciences Tripos.  Little is known about this by the Accused it may carry the danger of  encouraging what non-medics would call the low standards of  the medic, isolationism, superficial approach to subjects with their design around the medics’ private superstitions and misdirection in medical progress.   Advancements in Medicine have traditionally been the work of  non-medics rather than medics.

St Catharine’s College Cambridge is known as Caths or Katz, though the Accused came in later years to refer to it as Wheelco, as a commercial organisation dedicated to making money (as universities and colleges were to become in the l990s), with the Catharine’s Wheel symbol (a toothed cogwheel, without the body of  any suffering virgin attached).   In l961 it was already the only educational institution in Britain with loanstock quoted on the stock exchange.   This was used to finance building of  a new dining hall (though there is now a newer and larger dining hall).    In l961 St Catharine’s, with around 880 undergraduates, had the largest number of students of any Cambridge College other than Trinity and St Johns - and sizeably more than the rest - and, although it did not admit students on sporting or social grounds maintained a sporting as well as academic tradition.   It was dominated by its rowing club.  It also gave the impression, despite a previous tradition (though the impression may have been misleading) of  being grammar school rather than Public School - and was the least Public School college in the University.

 On arrival the Accused found himself by some manner attending a party of  new arrivals, consumed bottles of wine, or some quantity of wine, without providing any or paying for any and met Ken Lund, a geologist.   He found himself informed that on account of  his record he was expected to take the Pt l in two years, to get ‘at least a 2.1 (upper second class honours)’ to take a Pt ll.   This admonition that he was expected to get first class honours, or ‘at least a 2.1’ was to be repeated throughout the Accused’s three years at Cambridge, though he himself realised it was unrealistic (despite, for anyone proceeding via the competitive route and not already assured a job, any worse degree being a failure and equivalent to being awarded no degree at all).  Cambridge degrees are not classed in any formal manner in the manner of  those of other universities but his curriculum, within the period allocated, at least was unequalled in quantity by anyone else in Britain!

Cambridge education was not orientated towards passing exams.  These were ignored until actually taken.   The education, instead, was orientated towards producing Nobel Prize winners.   This was so particularly in the case of  the Accused - although medics tended not to be academically orientated and rather a class apart who are difficult to assess.   From the point of  view of  non-medics they were neither very educated nor very bright.   They were Public School and had medical backgrounds - a coterie of  their own (to which the Accused could not be said to belong).  But they had compensatory propensities of  their own.  Although their short term memories might appear to have been inefficient compared with those of  other students, they had a capacity for laborious hard work and of  retaining what they had learnt without forgetting it.   Medics, not just in relation to their preclinical studies but throughout their careers, required great determination or tenacity, a capacity for hard work, for working long hours without fatigue and also for surviving victimisation and failure.   The Accused was not a typical medic - but in previous decades and centuries such eccentrics, not unlike the Accused, were to be found both amongst those who eventually practiced medicine and amongst those who abandoned medical studies or careers and successfully deviated in other directions.   The failure of  the Accused either to succeed in medicine or to deviate away from it was a reflection of  the monopolistic system, ruled by a small reactionary gerontocracy, that came into being with the creation of  the National Health Service.   The Accused found himself treated more as a postgraduate student, may have been badly prepared for examinations and unaware what were their requirements (or lack of requirement).

The Accused’s ‘tutor’ was Dr R.C.Evans.   The term ‘tutor’ in Cambridge is used for what is called in Oxford a ‘moral tutor’.   It is not clear what the tutor’s functions actually are..though if a student was Found Out too often the tutor might be required to deliver a lecture or to inform of the penalty.   Tutors were required every now and then to provide buckets full of  ‘punch’, together with little sausage rolls through which little pointed wooden sticks were pierced, to ‘pupils’ who were individually or in small groups invited for entertainment.   Dr Evans was a crystallographer.   The Accused was not until decades later to learn anything of  his activities beyond this - though he turns out to have been a mathematician orientated towards quantum mechanics.   Dr Evans suggested to the Accused that he devise a mathematical representation of  elementary particles (in physics) that was a uniform system.   As matters stood, said Dr Evans, each particle turned out to have its own characteristics and there seemed to be no overall rules or systems.   If the Accused succeeded in this, promised Dr Evans, the Accused would be awarded a Nobel Prize.   The Accused did not forget any problem he had been set and although he had no time to deal with  this, intended to do so eventually.   He claims to have cracked the problem in l982 but then to have prevented from pursuing his mathematical interests further by persecution.

University courses are set up by the university, not the college, but the college provides supervisors in each subject - chosen usually from the college’s own ‘fellows’, though it may delegate the student to some supervisor attached to some other college.   They all seemed to be attached to some college and, also, every member of  a Cambridge academic department automatically held a Cambridge Master of  Arts degree even if  he had studied at some other university or none at all.   As in other universities, the students usually meet the supervisor (known in Oxford as a tutor) once a week (at a ‘tutorial’) and hand in a weekly essay.   This tutorial system is said to provide Oxford and Cambridge students with a superior education to that provided at other universities.   Students intending to read a particular subject may apply to a college because that college has some famous figure as supervisor in their subject.   Learned discussions with such persons do not necessarily improve examination results.   However,  the student stands a decidedly higher chance of getting a first class degree if  his supervisor sets the examination paper.   The same system is in fact used in all universities, teaching skills are not necessarily required to be a college Fellow and tutorials may be of  limited assistance.

The Accused’s Director of  Studies and supervisor in physiology was Dr R. A.Comline, a veterinary surgeon at the Department of  Physiology (which consisted mainly of  veterinary surgeons) involved in researches into transfer of antibodies in cows’ colostrum which took place at the University’s Department of  Agriculture, some distance out of  town.   Dr Comline was an intellectual purist -scathing in his condemnation of  the inadequate argument or failure to produce adequate evidence.   These failures he detected not only in his students but also in all physiologists at Universities other than Cambridge (and Oxford - Cambridge science departments tended to regard the corresponding Oxford department as an annex of  their own).   He would also recite uncomplimentary gossip about these non-Cambridge scientists.   He condemned textbooks.   The Accused did manage to obtain from his father Dr Comline’s favourite textbook - edited by Bard, an enormous and expensive volume which, indeed, was more informative than other textbooks.   The Accused however procured also some other of  the textbooks preferred by academics - as well as a second hand copy of  the Starling’s Physiology which is the text traditionally used by medics.   The Accused found himself spending hours ploughing through original scientific papers when preparing essays (which were then, because infinite time was not available, written from memory without precise quotation) and did not consistently come to the same conclusions as the authors.    In educational terms it was preferable to be taught physiology by veterinary surgeons rather than medics.  Research is performed mainly on animals.   Dr Comline held the ‘Home Office Licence’ which permits experimental research on animals.   Cambridge University, where most such licences were held, has been accused more recently of  ‘vivisection’.   They themselves denied this - but nevertheless opportunities for investigation on humans were, comparatively, somewhat limited.   Cambridge was not medically orientated and in all departments other than anatomy lecturers would denigrate the naive views of  ‘medics’ (though one of  Dr Comline’s greatest heros was Shiela Sherlock, a medic).   The Accused might have preferred to switch to veterinary studies but did not dare suggest it because higher entry standards were required for veterinary studies than for medicine and the veterinary course was regarded as more exacting.

Dr Michael Message, a youngish handsome medical graduate, was the college’s supervisor in anatomy.   Dr Message did not greatly admire the Accused and the Accused was not overimpressed with Dr Message.   The Accused had procured second hand, as was customary amongst medical students, a human skeleton (and a spare skull separated sagittally into halves).  It is claimed that these skeletons, which were imported, might have shady histories or not be human at all.   Nowadays plastic skeletons are in vague.  To Dr Message’s tutorials it was required to bring a bone, a different bone each week, and Dr Message would then ask questions: “What is the name of  this ridge?” or “of  that tuberosity”.  “What is the line of  passage along the surface of  this bone of such and such a nerve?”.  What passes through this hole or that?   This is a technique which it turns out is popular at medical schools.   It enables the tutorial or interrogation to persist for a long time without a great deal being taught or the tutor having to prepare a great deal!   If  the students knew the answers or whether they had come across the answers in their previous reading, then this was a means of  reinforcing memory - but the Accused had not.   These questions about bones are standard in the oral (and written) examinations faced by medical students - and were for Cambridge students.   Nevertheless the Cambridge course had been designed to eliminate such rote learning and traditions which he supposed to be tests of  memory with no scientific or practical use.   In the textbooks used by Cambridge students these matters did not appear.   It seems likely that some or all of  the Accused’s fellow-students however had fathers who were doctors who had trained in Britain who would have familiarised them with the material required in Medical examinations or have provided them with texts on the questions traditionally asked in Medical examinations.    The Accused, however, did not know the answers and however often Dr Message might ask the questions he did not know the answers.   These tutorials were a waste of  time.    To the Accused’s jaundiced mind Dr Message was simple-minded and a bully - a personality type he came to associate with the medical profession, though then not encountered elsewhere, and not only was the Accused discouraged but his feeling that Medicine was a career in which he would find no welcome was reinforced.

The Accused suffered chronic fatigue while a student at Cambridge.   Chronic fatigue is nowadays a medical condition with a name - but the Accused was not aware in l961 that anyone else had this handicap.   One presumptive cause was that the Accused was severely shortsighted and wore glasses.   He had continuous troubles with spectacles causing pain in his eyes or fatigue - and in later years was to wear tinted lenses (though these in the l990s became unobtainable, except in the form of  lenses painted over with pigment, which came off).   However, the fatigue was also cyclic in that it was worst on Monday evenings and gradually became less severe, only to become more severe again during the following week without full recovery in between.   The Accused spoke to his mother on the phone on Monday evenings.   She had some means of  contacting him herself.   One Monday his mother was away from home and forgot to phone him.   He noticed that during the following week he felt sprighly, healthy and devoid of  fatigue!   Other evidence accumulated that these phone calls from his mother might be a factor in this fatigue.   Accused-mum’s whining was a strain.   She would whine and accuse continuously but engineer matters so that the Accused felt guilty if  he put the phone down..or that he did not put the phone down or repeatedly phoned back...

The General Medical Council insisted that medical students attended lectures.   The students had to sign in before entering the lecture hall.   The Accused found that he was unable to hear clearly what was said at lectures, could not follow them...that they exhausted him and were of no benefit.   These lectures were apt to be very boring.   The Accused, like other students, resorted to signing in on arrival and then departing without attending the lecture.   But this still meant getting up in the morning, and whether or not he attended these lectures, he found himself exhausted by compulsory aspects of  the medical courses.   They consumed the whole day and resulted in the Accused having to attempt serious studies during the night.   The deafness or failure of comprehension the Accused experienced at lectures may also have appeared when Ken Lund and some of  the scientists persuaded the Accused to watch with them the James Bond Film Dr No at a local cinema.    The Accused saw pictures on the screen.  He heard sounds.  But he was unable to follow the plot.  The Accused had little experience of  watching cinema films and, before he arrived at Cambridge, had never watched television (except for a brief view of  colour television at the Festival of  Britain).

In physiology there was some distinction between what was medical course and tedious and what was non-medical and not tedious.    The tedious aspects were attributed to the requirements of  the General Medical Council.    These medical requirements included what seemed to the Accused to be unentertaining practical work.   This required expertese in apparatus which in the Accused’s view could not function.   There would also be a tendency towards lack of  imagination amongst the supervisors.   An example the Accused recalls is the galvanic stimulation of  the nerve to the frog’s gastrocnaemius muscle (a schoolboy exercise).   The supervisor held a speech instructing that it was essential to handle the nerve with forceps.   This traumatises the nerves.   So the Accused used his fingers.   There followed a lecture from the supervisor, who insisted that secretions from the skin inhibited the conduction in the nerve.  Although the Accused realised that this might be so or it might not  and why so - the young man had no idea what what argument might support his theory.  He adopted  the standard approach of  ignorant young men in such situations: “Do you understand?”.   If the victim disagrees he does not understand.   It appeared not to occur that to this young man that his theory had to be tested by experiment.   The frog gastrocnaemius muscle in the Accused’s possession was twitching  whereas nobody else in the room was able to elicit any reaction from their preparations.   He tested the effects of  using a forceps by various means and using fingers and other methods by various means.   Where a procedure inhibited conduction there was eventual recovery and it was thus possible to check different methods.   Use of  the forceps -  any forceps he could procure and any method of  using the forceps, not just the potentially traumatic - consistently inhibited conduction. [The forceps used were metal, at least some of  them covered with or consisting of  stainless steel - that is metal which conducts electricity or which may establish an electrical potential].  The more interesting demonstrations and exercises in physiology were put on Dr Comline and were much more satisfactory.

Students were in the habit of  putting locks on their lockers in the locker room adjunct  to the anatomy dissecting room.   There were certain makes of  lock readily purchased in shops.   To avoid lawsuits, let us suppose that one of  manufacturers was called Magic.   Then those looking carefully at the locks in the shop would discover that on a standard Magic Lock there was an (integral)  number between one and ten (inclusive).   All Magic Lock’s  of similar appearance bearing the same number could be opened with the same key (which also bore the number).    The Accused had a collection of locks and keys - and in the dissecting room there numerous other long abandoned locks and keys.   The Accused could also open a combination lock in no more than seven seconds.   So one day the Accused decided to switch the locks around in the locker room - so that one student’s Magic l lock would be interchanged for another student’s identical looking Magic 2 lock - or a lock with one combination would be interchanged with a lock with another combination.   The students may not have been aware, before the event,  that this could be done - but, the Accused supposed, if  it had been done they would not have any difficulty in deducing that it had been done and either interchange keys or ask the Accused to open the lockers.   They however supposed that the locks had constructed a mysterious disease of  no known diagnosis.  “My combination lock is stuck.” “Maybe you used the wrong number.. but you don’t have to know the number.  You just pull and twirl, like this.  That’s the number there.”.  “That’s funny.  Doesn’t your lock open either?” .“Why don’t  you try opening his lock with your key?”.  “Don’t be silly.  This is a serious calamity.  This is the key to my lock not his lock”.   “But then if you have put your lock onto his locker...” “Somebody must have poured glue into the locks”.   “Really?  I can’t see any sign of  any glue.. but if  you say so we’ll have to put the lock into hot water.  But first I’d better unlock it..”

The Accused during l961-2 also studied Biochemistry.   This was classed as a ‘half subject’, with a course that extended over a year rather than two years.   Biochemistry is an important subject.   It seemed that the entire university studied Pt 1 biochemistry.   There would be over a thousand people in the lecture hall, occupying the seats, standing at the back, sitting on the stairs and on the floor in front of  the podium.    ‘Half subjects’ are notorious in that courses are just the same as they would be if  they were full subjects.   The main lecturer announced at the first lecture that he was going to speak at a rate of  200 words per minute.   He also, admittedly, provided the students with printed notes which contained the text of  the lecture (or what was presumably the text of the lecture) - though it was still rather a lot and the student one week might omit obtaining the notes.   The ‘practicals’ were even worse.  Those who design science courses insist on including the practical, even when it is impracticable.   It might seem that a Cambridge first year biochemistry course would  familiarise students with the apparatus used by biochemists and how to use it.   But then not even Cambridge University had a thousand spare centrifuges.   Instead a great herd of students were herded into a laboratory and all performed some purposeless operation for which they provided with absurd toy apparatus

The Accused, on arrival at the College, did not expect to remain there for long.  He felt he was both academically and financially inadequate, was not a Rugger-playing master-race school prefect type,

considered his alleged status as a medical student as fraudulent, that he could never cope with the practical work (combined with all his other misgivings regarding that career).   It was for this reason that he never adopted the College as an address and the letters relating to his grant continued to be sent to Springfield Road where they were confiscated before he saw them.

The Accused was surprised that his parents gave him no money (at any rate there was none in the first term at Cambridge, perhaps the first year, except for nineteen pounds on his birthday).   His parents visited during his first term but his father was accompanied by his mother and there were no donations.  The Acccused was not even given small sums - because, he supposed, ten shillings to him would have to be accompanied by ten pounds to his mother.  He could not afford folders in which to file lecture notes and, indeed, the inadequacy of  finance to buy pencils and  paper (except for some cheap pads to which reference has been made),  was one reason for the Accused placing little reliance on notes.  He also was deterred from such reliance because he did not feel he had reliable means of  transport to ship such notes from place (such as back home at end of  term or when leaving university).   The Accused could not afford soap for washing himself.   He did not have the finance to feed coin-operated washing machines.   There was a college laundry - enabling students to transfer the costs onto the end of term bill (which, as it turned out, his father paid).  However, there was a need for a ‘laundry bag’.   Students usually used a pillow case (with a name label attached).   Accused-mum however suggested that the accused use a small canvas shoulder bag that belonged either to her or the Accused.   The Accused pointed out that this was too small and not what was required - but Accused-mum nevertheless insisted on supplying it, leaving the Accused unable to use the college laundry (so the Accused claims - but records show that he did use the college laundry).   Accused-mum sent the Accused letters.   These were page after page of  wavy lines.    The Accused tried to decode these but found himself reduced to tears - an intended cryptoanalysist unable to decipher his mother’s letters.  In retrospect the length and illegibility of  these letters must have been occasioned by the increasing distress and mental disturbance his mother was experiencing which the Accused failed to appreciate.   His excuse is that the misplaced matriarchal ambition that he become a doctor and the paucity of alternatives put so much stress onto his life that he did not have time for the essentials of  human relationships.   He was never free from tension.   The Accused originally sent letters in reply, hoping that his mother would realise that he could not (as he supposed) afford postage stamps - and since no stamps or finance materialised he stopped writing.

Catharine al Saudi reports that she felt embarrassed at school when sports teams were chosen, the team captains always began by recruiting  her friends and she was the last to remain.   Some however were last by design.   When it came, at the first physiology practical, to the allocation of  partners, the Accused was left till the end.   But he knew exactly whom he wanted as a partner, a boy (from another college) with long blonde hair who had little resemblance to a Public School prefect.   Perhaps he was a vet.   He did  not appear at anatomy sessions.   This youth then presented himself.   However, then at the end, he suggested repeatedly that he had had enough that they should retire to a pub.    The Accused, on account of  the pressures he faced, was more obsessional and regarded himself as not having finished - but, more to the point, he felt he could not afford to buy a drink at a pub.   He was too ashamed to explain this.   This youth therefore did not subsequently associate with or  speak to the Accused who subsequently mainly worked on his own (or with a youth, educated at some Public School,  from Leicester whom he had never encountered at home but who lived a few yards from the Briarwood back gate).

The Accused was more fortunate in choice of  partner for the anatomy dissections.   To his astonishment this lad, from Haileybury School, attended by Clement Attlee, recruited the Accused enthusiastically and they also had a very satisfactory working arrangement.   He did not object to the Accused’s obsessional attitude towards dissection,  dissecting out the even the smallest branches of  nerves or lymph vessels - nor to the time the Accused took over this.  In fact,  they finished their dissections well before anyone finished theirs and the Accused’s partner ended up with more spare time rather than less.   The Accused spent so much time on dissection that it was expected within the dissecting room that he would be taking Pt ll Anatomy.    The Accused enjoyed the Morphology and did not find it too difficult.  ..and the histology was not new.   Or not entirely.   However, the Accused was under the impression that Neurology and Embryology were alternatives - that the student was permitted to concentrate on one and either dally with the other or ignore it entirely.    The routine was to ignore the neurology.   There was a bugbear which affected both histology and embryology.   The laboratory technician badgered students that they must use the microscope correctly - and in particular to use the condenser with the high powered lenses (and not otherwise).   The Accused had aberrant eyesight and never used a condenser.   His technique also, on account of  his ophthalmic eccentricities, differed from standard routine also in other directions.   The embryology course was also from the Accused’s point of view a pointless bore.   Zoologists study comparative embryology - that of different species.   There were dozens and dozens and dozens of  lectures on just human embryology.   After seven hours five minutes and three seconds this group sells migrates to... it was all treated in inordinate detail.   But Cambridge University presented to its students virtually no practical material in embryology.    There less (even in human embryology) than available at the Wyggeston School.   The Accused felt that he could not learn embryology only in terms of words without any practical demonstration what was meant by the words - and there were too many words to follow.   He lost train of  the embryology lectures very rapidly.   On the other hand,  there was plenty material available in neurology - and it was possible to prepare and stain sections and slides to allow study in whatever detail the Accused might desire.   The Accused also saw himself as neurologically orientated - that he was likely to specialise in neurophysiology and neuratomy - and saw Cambridge University as a traditional world leader in neurology - but not in human embryology.   The Accused thus, in addition to spending a great deal of  time on dissection, spent a great deal of time on neurology.   This attention to neurology, which was largely ignored by other students, was a factor in the Accused’s curriculum being more heavy than that of  other students.   Taking Pt ll in two years involved not merely cramming the same into two years which others covered in three, but cramming in a lot more which not greatly relevant to medical practice rather than a career in scientific research.

The Accused nevertheless bought a cheap bicycle at the police sale, as was the Cambridge tradition.   This, by contrast with his heavy Trent Tourist, was a light and efficient racing cycle.   Cambridge students indicated their colleges with paint on their bicycle and when they were stolen and abandoned or left around by the owner the police would return them to the College - or rather they drove up in a van at dead of night and threw them all over the railings of  Kings College!    The Accused when leaving his bicycle at the College deposited in an old air-raid shelter he had discovered.   On one occasion the porter told him it had been removed on the orders of  the Bursar.   The Bursar could only give as an excuse that the college was not insured for any damage that might occur to persons or property in this air-raid shelter.   He was not to store his bicycle in the air-raid shelter.   So the Accused put his bicycle back into the air-raid shelter.   It was not subsequently removed.   Nobody else had the idea of  parking their bicycle in the air-raid shelter, if indeed they had noticed its existence.   The Accused several times rode to Leicester and back on his bicycle.

The Accused as a supposedly brilliant winner of numerous future Nobel Prizes was expected to adopt a ‘postgraduate’ approach rather than one directed towards examinations - for which, he turned out to be prepared neither by his teachers nor himself.  The Accused’s apologia for this failure which originally appears at this point appears to the author somewhat incoherent.  Some revision has been necessary.  The author apologises that the addition of some new paragraphs while old ones remain may result in some repetition.

The Accused commences his excuses with the mysterious declaration: “Although lack of  imagination is the hallmark of  the scientist,  the basis of  reliability, the Accused found that at least as far as the world of  school and university examinations was concerned it was also to the scientist a handicap.”  What then follows appears to the author to have no connection with dictum, whatever it might mean.  The Accused, however, refers to authors such as Franz Kaffka and George Orwell as ‘scientists’ and to Geoffrey Archer  Jean le Carre and Tony Bliar (a twentifirst century British Prime Minister) as ‘artists’.  It might appear to the uninitiated that those defined as scientists record fantasies while the artists relate realistic history.  But no so, says The Accused.  The scientists he says, are incapable of  reporting other than they observe and what appears to be parody or satire is exact portrayal of what fact - of the scientists actual experiences or observations.  The artist, however, says The Accused, is ‘led along by the words’.  The artists say this themselves.  The artist writes down what is easily expressed, what naturally follows in words from what is already written rather than accurately describing some real occurrence.  What the artist describes is not so much reality but social convention or delusion, what society trains itself to perceive and believe rather than what is.  The scientist according to The Accused is incapable of  perceiving, understanding, imaging or conveying in words anything which he does not directly perceive and which is does not conform with rules of logic as he supposes them to be.  The artist has no difficult in conveying or describing in a convincing manner what to the scientist is absurd gibberish - and, claims The Accused, to obtain the First Class Honours degree this capacity is required to repeat the gibberish of past ages which is repeated over and over again without any cognisance by the speaker or writer or the listener or reader that absurdity, incoherence or an incomplete theory is being conveyed.

The Accused claims also that because he had so many interests and wished to retain some capacity for analysis without clogging up all with memory that he was inclined not to remember what needed not be remembered or could be calculated or could be ascertained from some source when needed.  He would tend organise all that was remembered into an overall consistent system in which subjects or topics were not compartmentalised and there were no internal contradictions - with all that was inconsistent being put aside or amended.  He likens this approach to analysis over the chessboard.  Chessplayers assert that precise analysis may not be possible and that they may rely on ‘judgement’ (and we are not here concerned with what that means).  However, supposing that analysis was taking place, The Accused claims that if move or variation A lost and it turned out that variation B drew, he would then immediately forget variation A and if then variation C won, he would immediately forget about variation B.  The opponents’ moves considered would also be those which the opponent might by a similar method select.  This might not always be what happened and, perhaps, the analysis might not always be correct (in which case, in theory, it was by a similar process amendable).  For instance, if all variations lose, the player’s best chance might be to misread the position or persuade himself that some losing line was satisfactory, which, when it turns out that the delusion is mysteriously shared by the opponent, tends to offer a better chance.  It is not usual for chessplayers when analysing some position in the opening for which there is some published analysis both to overlook an error that appears in the published version.  The Accused found that this conservative approach to analysis avoided exhaustion and enabled him to rest between periods of calculation, but he did come across more highly skilled opponents, such as, in later years, Geoff Lawton, who analysed continuously, explored in detail variations that The Accused had immediately rejected and forgotten and demonstrated them in detail during post-mortem analysis.

The argument in favour of  rejecting, forgetting or not cluttering up the cerebral computer with false observations or conclusions may not be infallible.  The Accused nevertheless preferred to analyse or review topics not by taking the ‘historical approach’ preferred in universities of repeating other persons thoughts and observations but by performing an independent analsysis that took everyday experience and observations and the overall analysis into account.

The Accused assures us repeatedly in these Memoirs that psychiatry can only be understood with a knowledge of  his historical evolution, that is the product of science but of sociology or politics and that it is necessary to unearth a hidden politics of the past which is still inbuilt to discern its true nature and purpose.  In the early l980s The Accused was to study ‘modern’ physics which is taught by reviewing a historical sequence of experiments, each of which results in some discovery which can be further explored in the next experiment.  Here the history corresponds to the logic.  But the historical approach in physiology and especially so in psychology, which the Accused studied during his second and third years at Cambridge can impede the analysis of a problem and clutter up with bad or redundant or insufficiently ordered or classified ideas.  A recitation of history can be a substitute for thought and impede the solution of a relatively simple problem.

Philosophy students take this historical approach.  Gorbachov in 672BC, on the 27th of  January, decided that light consisted of  travelling waves in an universal fluid, the ether.   Stalin in 523BC however demonstrated that there was no ether and that light consisted of  travelling waves in a vacuum.   Yeltsin in 423 BC however, despite being burnt at the state, pointed out that there can be no travelling waves in a vacuum and that therefore light consisted of  travelling waves but not waves in any fluid or substance.   Ivan the Terrible however, in 320BC decreed that - and chopped off the heads of  all who disagreed - that it was absurd to state that light was waves in a fluid and that there was no fluid and that therefore light consisted of  its own fluid.   This ordinance was however summarily abolished in 317BC by  Genghis Khan who ordered that the previous theory was meaningless and that light had to consist of  solid particles that travelled towards their destination but wobbled from side to side while so doing.   Attilla the Hun in 215BC ordered that particles were a delusion and that all matter, including light, consisted only of waves though in certain circumstances light waves might appear to be particles.   Sir Denis Q Basher Hill however in 1982 A.D., that is to say 70 A.B.H., decided that the whole world was the creation of  human imagination, the only valid construction being that conceived by the Treasurer of  the General Medical Council, which was handed to him by the Goddess Oligophrenia Omniscientis, which was then diffused from his essence by to those of  sound mind, and that there existed no light but the Light of  Basher Hill which was a ‘mental condition’ whose nature it was illegal to define.   All  who disagreed were to be subject to Electroconvulsive Therapy.

This historical approach is also adopted, for the purpose of  passing examinations, by scientists.   It has its advantages.  It converts science into a novel.   Chessplayers can simultaneously amuse themselves and acquire an education piecemeal by gloating over the moves played by Stalin in his famous victory over Trotsky, though in fact his innovative seventh move was later refuted by Ivan the Terrible in his classical encounter with Michael Foot.   Besides that, the history is also what the Professors have themselves experienced - how they remember the events.   They were all busily drinking coffee and looking out of the window through telescopes trying to find the missing  asteroids which would explain the motions of  the planet Mercury when there was a phone call from Albert Einstein....  They were actually present when Vlad the Impaler scored the memorable goal on behalf of  the Soviet Union...The professsors would share with their students their youthful reminiscences, with perhaps a little decoration!  Also, science students, for the most part, are not going to become scientists and there are no facilities for educating them in science and in a world where every Tom, Dick, and Harry claims to be a scientist (and science is supposedly no longer just a hobby for the rich) there has to be some way of selecting them.   It has to be demonstrated that the chap with the B.Sc.(Hons) has in some way earned the title of scientist.  This cathechism which has to be repeated in exams becomes the test.

This was not however the approach adopted by the Accused.   He preferred a logical rather than historical analysis.   To perform this no scientific training was necessary and no knowledge of  the blunders of  illustrious precedecessors.   The Accused engaged in Robinson Crusoe science.   If a problem was to be solved, it was first necessary to state what the problem was.   This in itself is apt immediately to present the solution.   If it does not do so immediately or readily or just results in the logician running around in circles or concluding there can be no solution,  it may be desirable to restate the problem.   It is can be dangerously misleading to reformulate problems for the sake of  simplicity or convenience - but we have to assume that the Accused would still have the right problem and not one with false assumptions or with a false or ignoble objective.   Try it for yourself.   If you know what the problem is you will remarkably regularly find that you also know the solution.   But if  not, then the Accused would formulate a logical rather than historical tree of  possibilities.   In the case of  the rays of  light we do not know what the problem might have been nor what was meant by the proposed solutions,  but we might have some more meaningful puzzle.   When the pig flies from point A to point B - what is its means of  propulsion?  Does it rely on its wings, on dog-paddle like movements of  its legs, on ciliary movements of  its bodily hair, on jets of  methane emitted from its rectum, on the earth’s magnetic field or something else?   The logical analysis may be conducted without reference to the views of any famous personalities and without reference to any of  their observations and experiments.   Instead the analyst may rely on everyday observations seen by all in the outside world - though it is helpful for them to be what actually happens rather than what a person has been educated to think or perceives to be happening.   Not all flying pigs have wings and if  they do the piglets start flying before the wings are fully developed.   Pigs with imperforate ani fly no less than other specimens.   Pigs fly with their hips and knees flexed and do not waggle their feet.   Similarly the tail is curled up and does not waggle.   Pigs on their flights are often observed previously to have been dipped in paint, which disrupt any ciliary movements of  the bodily hair.    The movement of  pigs is not impeded by overhanging electric wires which are surrounded by magnetic fields.   “Other possibities” is more promising and in this connection it should be remembered that whenever a pig is seen flying a farmer is also to be observed  in the proximity of  the point of  origin of  the motion...Does the presence of  the farmer provide a mechanism?   Having explained that, it is possible to decorate the argument, at the logically appropriate points, with the great deeds of  the Masters.   Malenkov inserted bungs into the recta of  a thousand pigs and they flew no less efficiently than controls.   Catharine the Great tied splints on pig’s legs.   Kruschev bred a variety of  pigs without tails (actually he just cut the tails off, but the report was edited to avoid protest from the R.S.P.C.A.).   Trotsky covered the skin of  pigs with superglue to impede any movements of the hairs.   None of  this made any difference.   However Vlad impaled all the farmers and immediately there was relief from an epidemic of  flying pigs in Transylvania.   As a matter of  fact, the student has repeated none of  these great deeds of  the past masters and he might as well, in his essay, relegate these reports to a separate section on historical anecdotes.

The student is expected to recite in his examination papers a standard list of  theories and investigations, in historical order, together with names and dates and perhaps also the name of  the publication.   The historical approach may, in relation to some topic, coincide with the progress of  science or with the logical analysis.   It may be that there is a limited number of  historically significant experiments, the textbooks may detail how exactly they were performed and explain the relevant theory or calculations.  The worker in the field reading in the Journal of  Tourist Research Professor Gortmeyer’s paper ‘Distribution of  Empty Kentucky Fried Chicken Packets in Charnwood Forest” finds it useful that the paper also gives single sentence summaries of  a thousand other papers on the subject which are all listed in the bibliography.   Nevertheless paper-quoting can become a misuse and misrepresentation of  science.   The Accussed had read and was familiar with more original scientific publications than his contemporaries (who perhaps recited lists but had never read the originals).   He found that regularly the works were misquoted or that particularly individuals were falsely associated with particular views or philosophies or that where represented to have some narrow minded approach they fully admitted alternative possibilities even to the point of  suggesting that theories which supposedly had been discovered by someone else at a later date were more likely.   This journalistic misrepresentation of  history extends to everything, not just science.   Some, particularly sociologists, feel a need to quote or invent some scientific research, described as modern or the latest (or ‘current research in the United States) to justify statement of  the obvious or their own opinions.   However, the misrepresentation of  history amounts also to a perversion for political ends - or propaganda for the masses in which the genuine scientist is shut out and expelled to preserve ideology and superstition (and commercial interests).   In the subjects the Accused was studying published papers were too numerous for them to be memorised or listed from memory for examination purposes and the memorisation of  historical data quoted in textbooks, as required to excel in examinations, was more a measure of  ignorance and lack of  thought than of  learning and understanding.

The Accused also found himself unable to memorise or recollect isolated allegations, which were not part of  some larger coherent picture.   The observed world, perhaps, exists of disconnected observations, but the Accused was inclined to build them into a connected and internally consistent picture - with any observations that contradicted noted as contradictory.   He pictured the universe or the machinery as a whole not as a series of  self-contained entities.   If  a theory did not fit in or made no sense he could not visualise it, could not understand it and could find no words to describe it.   He might spend many hours, even hundreds of  hours, searching through literature or trying to understand it - in vain, with foreboding failure at examinations.   One such chimaera was the countercurrent hypothesis explaining the function of  the kidney.   This has now been embellished with ‘active transport’, which removes all magic and mystery (though it tells us nothing without elucidation of  the actual mechanism of  active transport), but as it then stood the mechanism was a perpetual motion machine - a mechanism which functions without abatement, performing work, with no supply of  energy.   But, to pass examinations, it was necessary to recite this theory.

The Accused was thus faced with a dilemma much as he had encountered when first being afflicted with Euclidean Geometry.   Some just decided they did not understand mathematics and abandoned all interest in the subject (though not at the school the Accused attended).   Those reckoned to be intellectually brilliant, however, blissfully proceeded through their examinations without any awareness that there were underlying difficulties.   Similarly the brilliant students of  medicine and physiology would write in their examination papers a convincing learned account of  the countercurrent hypothesis, earning first class degrees, whereas the Accused felt their account cleverly concealed internal contradictions or absurdities.   To the Accused an inconsistency or absurdity stood out like a sore thumb and he did not have the imagination and journalistic skill to conceal it.   The Accused could not recite or explain what seemed to him to be an absurd theory.  He could form no picture of  it, had no notion of  what the theory might be!

There are three interrelated mechanisms for dealing with learned dogma required to pass examinations which the Accused was more to encounter at clinical medical school than at Cambridge: jargon, the creation of  concepts which have a life of their own and no relation to reality and rote learning.    Much that is incorporated into medical beliefs and which continues to be incorporated, even to the point  of finding its way into the genetic super-research sponsored by drug companies to anticipate the marketing of  new products,  contradicts the science taught in l960s Cambridge.   The suggestion that Cambridge might have been right is a minority view.  In fact, the Accused may have been the only medic ever to receive the ‘scientific’ education which the university supposedly provided.   Readers will have to decide for themselves whether there can be a validity in majority views or views held by nobody at all.   However, were Cambridge right, then the learning methods directed to examinations rather than science may provide an explanation.

The Accused, at any rate, was being treated more as a postgraduate, did not have an approach conducive to passing examinations.   It is believed that the Accused in l962 sat examinations called ‘prelims’ which are supposedly optional and which are not regarded as part of  the Tripos or degree.   That is to say, all students take them (unless they are taking some degree examination ) and if they fail they may be expelled.  As far as is known, the Accused did not do very well.  Mr. Peters and Mr. Spencers obtained scholarships on the basis of  their prelims performances - which means they obtained first class honours marks in some or all of  their papers.   Why they did so well and the Accused did so badly is may or may not need some explanation.   Both Mr Peters and Mr Spencers excelled in their examinations, but, at the same time pursued a narrowly medical career, both at Cambridge, where they read the Pt ll in Pathology and subsequently.   Did or did not their results reflect a narrowly medical orientation or demonstrate that the non-medical scientific orientation of  the Tripos was a sham with those who received a more medically orientated preparation via their home background getting better results?

The Accused had been studying, during his first year, Anatomy, Physiology and the half subject Biochemistry.   In his second year he was expected to read, as all medical students had done in the history of  the Natural Sciences Tripos, Anatomy, Physiology and the half-subject Pathology.   The Accused however informed Dr Comline that he intended to read a new half-subject, Experimental Psychology, for which there were reserved places for medics (though no takers).   He supposed that he would be reading this in addition to the Anatomy, Physiology and Pathology.  He also supposed that since he was being treated as if  he was a scholar he would be accepted as having the right to choose his own subjects (as was university statute relative to scholars).  The Accused was told to discuss the proposal with Dr Evans, his tutor.   There proved to be unexpected resentment and resistance.   The college had never previously had any psychologists and was not geared to the teaching of  psychology.   Dr Evans claimed that Dr Sidney Smith objected.   The Accused however felt so embarrassed, inferior and guilty at being a medical student with no chance of  succeeding that, although they would greet each other when they passed each other in the quandrangle (or main court), the Accused  during his entire three years at Cambridge and during subsequent years did not speak to Sidney Smith once.  The Accused on this occasion was not aware of  any sharp practice by any college dignitary or approach to his parents to attemptedly prevent him from studying psychology (as was to occur during the next year) but belated evidence suggests that such manoevres took place (without the Accused suspecting them).

Critics will recall that during the Accused’s undergraduate period at Cambridge there were still separate colleges for men and women.   On paper, or according to statistics, there were at Cambridge for every ale student five female students.   In London there were nine female students for every male student.  But then,  young women had daddies.   The First Law of  Heterosexualism decreed that all property and money belonged to woman, but it was held on her behalf by the patriarch chosen and owned by woman.,   These young ladies were being trained for female closed-shop occupations - as student nurses or at secretarial colleges.   At Cambridge, supposedly there were dozens of  language schools for the daughters of  foreign daddies.    But Cambridge University students never set eyes on  these allegedly present women.  Of the few women at Cambridge, including those at the remotely situated Girton college, were daughers of  daddies.   The daughter of  a  Tory minister declaimed in an article in the University newspaper sennet that five percent only, extreme eccentrics, of  males engaged in homosexual activities.   So she said Kinsey et al had averred.   Actually Kinsey et al claimed that, between the ages of  sixteen and thirty, 87% did so.   100% would be nearer the mark - and there have been such published figures.   Every male knew that.   Most of them had been through more than 5% of  the country within their age group.   The daddy-daughters prejudices reflected the a failure of  communication between genders and the maintenance of  a pretence that was part and parcel of  the persecution of  males.   Sons of  daddies managed to produce at May Balls women of  astounding beauty and expense - who were never seen again.  Maybe they hired them from an agency.

The segregation of genders which had been a shibboleth of  the Military Officer Class was not in everyone’s best interests and it was not unequivocally in anyone’s best interests that such segregation remained in Cambridge Colleges.  St Catharine’s was to be one of the first previously all male colleges to admit women.  The suggestion that women should be admitted to male colleges always led to a long recitation of the real or imaginary disadvantages or impracticalities of women or mixed gender colleges but then it turned out that the complainant all along took it for granted that women should be admitted to men’s colleges.  The Accused was to find at a reunion in l992 that his former colleagues were mostly Public School Boys (or perhaps a higher proportion of them turned up) with Public School gynecophobia - but this had not been apparent when he was a student.  He did not meet at St Catharines or anywhere else a single person who was opposed to admission of women.  Not even Fellow’s wives opposed women.  Even former Cath’s master, Colonel Portway, in whose honour the college had once been named Porterhouse, was in favour!  They had to be, surely.   The had let The Accused in and it was general consensus that he accorded with the concept ‘woman’ more closely than some fellows and students at Girton.

So the following conversation took place between the College Burser, Mr. Aston, and The Accused.

“Rumour has it”, said  The Accused, “that the college is abandoning its independent scholarship examination and is to join a ‘group’.”

“Yes.  It will save us administrative expenses.”

“It will also mean that Cats loses its advantage over other colleges.  As matters stand, everyone who competes for scholarships at Oxford and Cambridge, takes the Cats’ exam.  If the college joins a group - only a third of them will do so, since the other groups hold their exams at the same time.  In practice candidates are regarded as only volunteering for scholarships at their college of first choice.  Nobody has heard of Cats, so they won’t apply to Cats.   This can be remedied by admitting women into colleges.  That would immediately restore the advantage”.

“I don’t see that joining a group will reduce the standards required from scholars.  They all expected to be of honours degree standard...”

“That’s a theory.  In fact, under the present system you can get anyone you want.  Under the proposed system you have to put up with what you get.  You need the women whom the other colleges are not letting in.”

“There is no doubt that the admission of women would protect and raise standards... “

This was a new assumption.  It had during previous decades been argued that it was easier for women to get into Cambridge than for men and that a increase in intake of women overall through places being made available in mens’ colleges would seriously damage standards at women’s’ colleges.  There were rumours of fellows of  Girton and Somerville still churning out this argument.

“But women are more fussy.  They can’t be accommodated in stone walled cells that were inhabited by monks in the middle ages.  They would have to have their own newly decorated corridors....”

“We are actually a bit short of mediaeval buildings.  The guidebooks say that there are some ancient stones in that wall over there..  but I’ve never actually discovered these ancient buildings that prove the antiquity of the college...”

“We would have to keep the porters’ lodge open at night.  Women would object to climbing over the Bull Gate... “

“I don’t know about that.. but, in any case, the porters’ lodge is open at night..  There is no need to climb over the gate.. People just do it because they want to get caught and establish a reputation...”

“Women wouldn’t put up with our ancient toilets.  We would have to build new toilets for the women.  We can’t afford the cost of new toilets...”

“They have already been built   Over in that corner.  They are now being used by College Fellows and their guests but I’ve investigated....

The objections to women in the college are all based on assumptions that arise from segregation existing.  Really the women will be the same as the rest of us, not fuss-pot daughters of daddies from snob schools but pupils of state schools whom no other university wants...”

“If men’s colleges have women, then women’s colleges will have to have men.  They would object to that...”

“Do they the women’s colleges have to have men?  I don’t see that at all.  There will be plenty women to go round .. or there will be in future years.  If the women’s colleges don’t want men, or don’t want them at the moment, that is trivial and irrelevant...  We are not talking about men being admitted to women’s colleges. That can be ignored.”

“Women tend to be bossy.  If we have women students, we will have to have women Fellows... That might not be altogether welcome in the Senior Common Room”.

“Women fellows and maybe even a female Mistress .. is that what she would be called?  I hadn’t thought of that!  That can be regarded as an entirely different issue.. But nevertheless, you have women colleagues, don’t you? .. at Cambridge or at other universities.”

“Some, yes, but not many...”

“Well, at least one then, and you wouldn’t object to her becoming a Fellow of the College ..unless it meant losing your own Fellowship.... People are prejudiced against women, Red Indians, Africans or whatever and don’t want them joining their club.  But the women, Red Indians and Africans whom they actually know, who are already their friends or colleagues, to them they do not object.  There will be women who accord with the customs of the club.  All the college Fellows have women colleagues whom they admire.  Dr Comline never stops talking about this Dorothy Hodgkin, whoever she is.. she’s written a book about the liver... She sounds a bit of a matriarch and I don’t suppose she would want to be a fellow of Caths, except maybe when she is a hundred years old, but nevertheless...  there will always be a woman who escapes their objections.  So long as it means there are more Fellows and not less of the existing ones, they will vote for the women....”

“We would be responsible for these women’s welfare and protection and would have to provide them with chaperones... If anything happens to them, the parents can sue us...”

In those days twenty one was the age of majority so that in theory colleges might have been in loco parentis.  This was to be put forward as an argument in an attempt to prevent The Accused, who at the end of his second year was still under twenty one, from reading the Pt(ll) in Psychology.

“There are surely other universities and colleges where they have both women and men... Imperial College, for instance, and some of the newer universities.  They live on the same corridors, even in the same rooms, and they don’t have chaperones, do they?  That is not really such an insuperable problem.. 

It might not actually be the objective for Cambridge to become a marriage bureau or for the women students to get pregnant.  I can’t really see that happening.  College authorities may suppose it is very important to prevent the students getting pregnant ... I can’t see the students becoming pregnant - but if it does it might be a great embarrassment to the  college authorities.  I do not myself find the idea very welcoming.  But, nevertheless, nobody has the right to prevent anyone else getting pregnant or married.  If they were not university students they would be getting pregnant and married at the age of sixteen.  Is it really in the national interest for the supposedly most intelligent people in the country to be dissuaded from reproducing?”

“If there were both men and women students in the college, that might distract them from their studies...”

“It would do.  But that is not necessarily something to be discouraged.  Our school chess team used to visit lots of other schools.  It is true that nobody took their studies very seriously at the mixed schools, but they had a much happier atmosphere.  Segregation of genders leads to genders regarding each other as a different species - to their having misleading fixed ideas about them - which leads to a lot of trouble in later life.   It is an objective fact, whatever might be one’s personal feelings about it, that communities and workplaces without gender-separation, with men and women in approximately equal numbers, function much more happily and efficiently.  It could actually turn out that despite the distraction the work done is more effective or efficient.  The question of whether the students get distracted is like that of the university becoming a marriage bureau.. the college’s immediate examination successes, if they are in fact affected, which experiment has not proved, are not as important as more general considerations affecting humanity and society.  It is something with which nobody is entitled to interfere...”

“This has, as a matter of fact, been discussed by the University Senate a great deal.  I am not saying that the majority do not agree with you.  There is not a specific point of view that has been minuted.  But we can’t do it because there is a University Statute of  Henry VIII which prohibits male colleges from admitting female members or students.”

“Who told you that?”

“The lawyers.”

“You mean one lawyer.  There is dictatorship by one man.  Everybody agrees on some thing and then one man tells you he disagrees and you all cave in!”

“It’s not that.  Statutes specifically refer to men.. ..”

“You say so. But I’d have to see these statutes.. all of  them.. before I believed it.  There is always a way round.  It is a matter of semantics.  Men means women.  There exist women’s colleges now and they had women students at the supposedly male colleges in the days of  Henry Vlll...”

“Did they?”

“I thought that was a known fact.  Didn’t they?  Of course they did!  It depends what you mean by ‘student’.  The official members of  college were in Holy Orders or training for Holy Orders.. which means men.  But there would be some who weren’t and there would be halls full of nuns which might not be officially designated colleges.   There were both men and women just hanging around as pupils or pupils of particular people who might not be designated students or whatever was the term in those days... the equivalent of  the modern scholars.  Maybe they called them cleaning ladies or whatever.  I reckon they had women students at male colleges right up to the time they set up the women’s colleges.. didn’t Lord Byron’s wife study mathematics at Cambridge?  Saint Catharines was not originally a college of the university and it had women members ...

“If you believe the lawyers, then all you have to do is to write out a parliamentary bill: “From now on any real or imaginary references in Cambridge University Statutes to women being excluded from whatever is available to men will be regarded as repealed”.  It is a rubber stamp job.  It would take a couple of weeks.  It would take me a couple of weeks.  The houses of parliament would approve it without discussion and you can procede on that assumption.  There is nothing they can do to stop you.  What is the penalty in Cardinal Wolsey’s statute.. Do you get your head chopped off or are you burnt at the stake?  Who gets burnt at the stake? - the Master of the College or the student?  I think you will find there is some law against burning at the stake or that they havn’t appointed the designated Stakeburner or that it has to be a ruling of the Cambridge University Ecclesiastical Court.....”

“It  is not that easy and it would take several years to arrange...”

“If you leave it to the lawyers.  I suppose the way you look at it, as matters stand, you have to prove the lawyers wrong.  You have to go to the High Court and ask the fuddy duddy Oxford University judges for a ruling ... It is likely to be ambiguous and you might end up having to pay costs - to the lawyers.  The way round that it to put the boot on the other foot.  You have to force the lawyers to prove that you can’t admit women students and then they have to pay the costs for an ambiguous decision ... and they won’t bother.”

“How can we do that?”, asked Mr. Aston, who knew very well what The Accused had in mind.

“I think you will find that University Statutes prohibit anyone from being prevented from sitting the Open Scholarship Examinations .. not even Public School Boys and women.”

Fellows of  the college had presumably made sure that this alleged fact was well known.

“That could be true....”

“And women can apply for scholarships...”

“It doesn’t say on any of the forms or literature that they can.. but it does not say they can’t.”

“I think you might find that the women gain scholarships without any deliberate wangling...”

“Oh, they would.  There would not be any wangling.  The scholarship would be awarded to the best candidate....”

“I don’t know what ‘best candidate’ means or whether it is the appropriate term.  But if women entered they would be assessed under the same criteria, whatever they might be, as men and if under equivalent circumstances a man were to be awarded a scholarship, a woman would be too...”

“She would be offered a scholarship but whether she would take it up or whether we would be permitted to admit her to the college I don’t know.. probably the scholarship would remain in abeyance, not awarded, open to be taken up or awarded some later year....”

“You would, in fact, make arrangements for this woman to live in the college and to attend university courses.....”

“But they might not be permitted to take the examinations....”

“They could be presented with the papers, she could answer the questions and the papers could be marked by the examiners...”

“But then any degrees awarded might not be recognised.”

“I couldn’t care less whether they are recognised!  Nor would anyone else......Once you get that far you will find that the lawyers will cave in about women commoners, women fellows and the rest...  That is, they won’t do anything.  You can ignore them.”

“Yes, but how do we get these women to enter the scholarship examinations?  They won’t enter because they think its a men’s college....”

“You can put on the forms in small print, so small that the lawyers can’t read it: ‘We regret that as we understand university statutes were are unable to stop women entering these examinations.  We would like to stop them, of course, but the matter is out of our hands .. and you spread the word round to your friends and relatives.. whenever your Rugger team visits a girls’ school .. and you let them know what the plot is... There will some woman prepared to cooperate with the conspiracy.”

“That might be possible.  But it would be wrong of us to do so.  There would be only one or two of these women scholars.  They would be isolated and exposed to obstruction and prejudice.  It would be unfair to put them through such an experience”.

The Accused was to experience the like when he entered London Medical School as a grammar school pupil from Cambridge rather than a Public School Boy selected by their own procedures, but on this occasion he thought that this talk of persecution was an exaggeration.

“They will be treated the same way as everyone else.  But if you believe that you can put warning on the application form ‘You enter this reactionary university at your own risk’ or get them to sign a paper absolving the college from responsibility for their being raped, abused and murdered and committing suicide”.

That, as a matter of fact, is how it was done, though it was take a few more years.

 The Accused was required to remain in Cambridge for a Long Vac (ation) term to dissect (with his partner) the Head and Neck, considered a major task taking at least six weeks.  The Accused managed to obtain a grant towards this for this from Leicester Council.   The Accused finished the dissection, with his usual attention to detail, in two weeks.     Scholars were expected to read the Latin grace prior to college meals.   During the long vacation there were habitually no scholars to do this.   So there was a flap with none of  the students knowing who was supposed to read the grace.   To resolve this the Accused grabbed the mirror shaped object on which the grace was inscribed and read it out in the top speed manner of  a Roman Catholic Priest reciting a mass in seven minutes.  This tradition was then maintained whenever the Accused was in college during vacations.

St Catharine’s College owned a Brussel sprouts plantation.   Modern customs have deprived Cambridge Colleges of  their farms - but during his sojourn the Accused kept himself fed with several heaped platefuls of  Brussels sprouts per meal in addition to mountains of  other comestibles.  Another student, however, published a progressive statistic - the Boredom Ratio - which depended largely on the frequency of  service of  Brussels Sprouts.
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