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St Catharine’s College’s buildings were continuous with or  shared with King’s College.   It was also customary for eminent and venerable King’s dons to be annexed, at the end of  their careers, by St Catharine’s.   So E.M.Forster was elected a Fellow of  St.Catharine’s.   The Accused was informed that E.M.Forster was a famous novelist and that, since he hailed from King’s College, he had to be a homosexual.   The Accused was not generally familiar with English novels - and not with those of  E.M.Forster, though he was informed that one which everyone in Britain had supposedly read was called Passage to India.   The Accused was presumably what it E.M.Forster novels is termed an impoverished plebeian scholar.   Such do not generally figure in novels beyond being mentioned in passing as also around.  The Accused was required to remain for a long vacation course to attend a pharmacology course and to sit the pharmacology examination.  College meals during vacations, either because it had been generally so decided or because the Accused decided so, had become less formal.   The regulations require Cambridge students in town or in college hall to wear a gown and a tie - and quite possibly the Accused kept within the regulations.   He would be sitting at the end of  a long table a couple of  yards from the high table on which the Master and Fellows supped their comestibles - where he would stand up before the proceedings to read out the Latin Grace before meals.   Throughout this long vac term, during every mealtime, E.M.Forster,  then over eighty years old, or perhaps even older,  sat silently continuously staring the Accused.   This, he informed his colleagues, was the Death in Venice Syndrome - though he did not know exactly what the Death in Venice Syndrome was (having read no novels) and he used the term also in other contexts.

The reader will recollect that Accused-mum had accused Accused-dad of  being sent a letter at Abergavenny by a nurse who wanted him to impregnate her with a baby.  We do not know whether there was such a nurse or, if so, whether Accused-dad can be held responsible for her procreational desires.   Accused-mum also harped on a telegram received in Abergavenny  purportedly despatched by a woman which was in fact despatched by a man with a secret service purpose.   Subsequently Accused-dad made little attempt to conceal from the Accused that he was friendly with a number of  working class ladies.   There turns out however not to have been any evidence of  any transgression of  matrimonial commandments.   If conclusions are to be drawn purely on evidence, we cannot confirm that Accused-dad was guilty of  any such trangressions until l964 - when they may have been part of  the familiar menopausal syndrome. 

However Accused-mum suddenly and unexpectedly turned up in Cambridge in her car - and amazingly, and without precedent or sequel, donated to the Accused the sum of  nine pounds.   The explanation, she said, was that Accused-dad had agreed to a pay-increase.   She had discovered that he had, in London,  taken an eighteen year old  German au pair girl on a trip in his car to Southend.   Accused-dad never took her to Southend.   He neglected her.   She would have liked to have been thus entertained too.  The reader may suppose that there was not necessarily anything amiss about such an incident.   Accused-dad had had a hankering after a daughter - and Ingrid, if  travelling by air, had, in the past travelled via Southend Airport.   Accused-mum however took this discovery to be evidence of  a more generalised tendency towards womanising.   She had never suspected that Accused-dad could have such inclinations - though she harped also on the two more remote incidents in Abergavenny.   Although objectively no evidence exists of any womanising in a sexualising sense considerable suspicion had been created, quite possibly without justification, and it seemed to the Accused that not only was it obvious that Accused-dad womanised but that it had to be obvious to Accused-mum and that it had just been convenient for her on this occasion to ‘discover’ it.   The consequence of  the discovery was that Accused-mum was in a position to demand monetary compensation.   She could create trouble with the General Medical Council or  sue for divorce.  Accused-dad had therefore been persuaded to agree to compensation of  fifty pounds a week!

This sum of  fifty pounds a week was reasonable, was it not, asked Accused-mum.   The Accused was however not a little surprised.   He had had to survive on a shoestring.   Accused-mum already had thirty pounds a month ‘housekeeping money’ and in addition charged everything she did up to Accused-dad and charged extra for every service rendered.   He had never dreamt that his father  could afford such a sum as fifty pounds a week.   Accused-mum perhaps felt that these payments, if, indeed, she was to receive them, would enable her to finance the Accused - but her enthusiasm in this direction was not likely to last.  Instead, the outcome was certain to be that there would be no money available for the Accused’s studies in London (as was to prove the case).

Although St Catharine’s had 880 undergraduates - the third largest number of  any college in the university - it did not appear to be a very large college in terms of  buildings.   However, the Accused was forever discovering new parts of  the college.   Moreover, it turned out to have annexes in town.  The Accused was taken to one of  these annexes by a research student.   He averred that this particular building had been acquired by the college to deal with ‘homosexuals’ so that they could sneak out on their adventures without being subject to any curfews.   There is no reason to suspect that this explained this particular student’s presence in that building.   Nevertheless the Accused had never known this (large) annex even existed nor had he supposed that the college had such a clandestine policy of  racial equality!

The pharmacology examination was held in a hall two hundred and fifty yards from the university Senate House.   The Accused finished his paper, walked out of  the examination hall and proceeded, for some forgotten purpose, to the Trinity Hall college.   This took him past the Senate House and, to his astonishment,  the list of  those who had passed, in alphabetical order (there was only pass and, presumably, fail) was already posted on the notice board, printed in its final published form.   The results of  the lst M.B. (Pt lV) had been published with similar rapidity.   How the papers could have been marked,  the results put onto the printing press and printed and published on the notice board within a four minutes is not clear.   The reader may suppose therefore that everyone passed and that the results were known  before the examination had even been completed.

Even if  everyone passed the pharmacology examination,  the reader should not scoff.   This examination is part of  the final M.B.  B.Chir examination rather than the 2nd M.B..  It is claimed at Cambridge that no other  medical school has such a pharmacology course and examination.   Graduates of  other universities will know in what sense such an allegation is true.   However, the Accused had an impression of  inadequacy in theoretical background at non-Cambridge medical schools which includes an inadequate study of  pharmacology.   Either the pharmacology teaching at Cambridge was misleading or there has been an era of  ignorance, incompetence and deceit in medical practice on account of  inadequate understanding of  pharmacology.   Some of  the Cambridge courses mentioned are, for various reasons, prone to the students not scoring l00% in their examinations.   This pharmacology course was hard work.   The students had to attend lectures and practical demonstrations - but they absorbed what was being taught.   There was a consciousness during the course that without adequate study the examination would not be passed, indeed, that there was so much to learn that the odds were against the students.   The Accused, to help himself  absorb the material had painted foxgloves, deadly nightshades and other plants,  listed on the posters the properties of  the products of  these plants and hung them on the wall of  his college room.   It could be that this was not an easy course but one which was well designed so that at the end of  it the students were sufficiently informed to pass the examination.   The subject was treated thoroughly = but there is no reason to suppose that the Accused did not get a 100% mark - and that being so perhaps the others did so as well.

A facet emerges in the Accused’s search to discover some remedy for his short-sightedness.   Esurient drops in the eyes constrict the pupils.   The pupil, having been afflicted with this even if  under twenty one and without parental consent,  can expect some hours to be required for recovery.   The Accused found, however, that he could see more clearly when the eserine was still active.   The Accused supposed that the reason for this was that vision is concentrated in the fovea, which has a higher acuity than the more peripheral retina.   But  this may not be an adequate explanation.  The fovea is functional, surely, whether or not peripheral retina in obscured.   The Accused found also, or was to find, that he could see without glasses in bright sunlight - which also constricts the pupil.   When he was forty years old he found further that it was possible read clearly script that was otherwise blurred by looking through a pinhole or a narrow tube.   Physicists claim to have an explanation in terms of  wave theory.  It is not clear to the author what the explanation, wave theory or otherwise, might be nor how to test any plausible theory that might be produced.    Such artificial and temporary tunnel vision may be useful in clearly seeing distant objects whose images in any case are small enough to be fully visible through a pinhole but is not found to be very practicable when it is necessary to scan over a larger area.

When the Accused returned to Cambridge during the l963-4  Academic year he was allocated a smaller room in a more modern part of  the college.   A few days after he arrived  he espied a notice on the porter’s lodge requesting him “Phone Leicester urgently”.  So he dragged himself to the basement under the junior common room where there was coin-phone and reversed the charges.   His father answered, but before he could speak to him Accused-dad replied merely “You mother wants to speak to you”.  There was then a lengthy delay while Accused-dad yelled to Accused-mum that the Accused wished to speak to her on the phone and she complained that she was otherwise occupied.   Eventually, after long delay, Accused-mum came to the phone.  She then commenced Lander-Littlewood-Scowening at great length - wailing that Hugh Lander was getting married and going to become a lawyer, that Roland Littlewood was determined to pursue a medical career because he loved his mother and the Roger Scowen was clever and good at chess.   She was humiliated and despised because the Accused did not measure up to these qualities.   If  the Accused tried to get a word in edgeways trying to point out that such considerations were not important and that they were not true anyway, Accused-mum would whine and wail that the Accused suffered from “delusions of  grandeur” and would be locked up in a mental hospital, bringing disgrace to his parents and his father would lose his job.   Since the Accused already felt under considerable pressure because the parental means test on students’ grants and penury imposed on him a near hopeless struggle,  he did not wish to be burdened with further misery.  But his mother did not stop wailing and he was given the impression that he would be causing great pain to his mother if  he put down the phone.  His mother would eventually banged down the phone as part of  the demonstration and the Accused feeling that guilty or that his mother had been hurt phoned back.  There was more wailing,  his mother again banged down the phone and this was repeated several times.  It was getting late and the Accused was getting tired.

Next day there was another notice “Phone Leicester urgently” and the same happened.   The next day there was another such notice.  The Accused ignored it.   There had been no evidence of  any urgency and his mother’s only purpose had been to torment him.   However then the porter came and banged on his door and informed him that he was to phone Leicester urgently.    The Accused explained that there had been a succession of  these crying wolf summonses and that they were creating misery.  He would not come.   Shortly afterwards, however, the porter had had another phone call from Accused-dad and he hanged on the door again.   The Accused felt that the harassment would not stop unless he phoned Leicester, but when he did so the outcome was as before.   The porter then told him that in future, if  his father phoned, he would just put a note on the notice board and the Accused, if  he so wished, could ignore it.  But, by now, the Accused found himself unable to ignore the notices.   There might, after all, be some reason for phoning Leicester urgently.  There was no way of  telling.

Because of  these notices and because of  the fear of  the phone calls the Accused, however, resorted to wandering around Cambridge until after eleven o’ clock in the evening.  When he returned, sure enough, there would regularly or often be a note on the notice board “Phone Leicester urgently”.  The Accused would then phone and the routine would be as before.   On none of  these occasions was the Accused able to speak to Accused-dad, even though he wanted to do so.  Accused-dad would simply say “Your mother wants to speak to you” and no more than there would be lengthy karpuffle before Accused-mum apparently reluctantly, despite the ‘urgency’ arrived.  On one occasion however Accused-dad phoned the Accused to tell him “You may not have much future.  But you should look at it like this.  Your purpose in life is to make your mother happy”.  The Accused privately felt that he had other responsibilities, which he was being rendered unable to fulfil, and that because of  the parental means test he was forced also to find some means of  survival of  his own and was being denied the opportunity.

The Accused claims that these phone calls were a factor that considerably impeded his studies - at a time when it was particularly important that he should be at his best.  Accused-mum says that she was under the impression that the Accused had phoned her.  She did not know that Accused-dad had procured these phone calls.   It may have been that unbeknown to the Accused Accused-mum was suffering a severe mental disturbance or misery and that Accused-dad hoped that the Accused could help relieve it.   The  Accused, however, was not aware of  this.   From his point of  view he was being continually accused and abused, when he was already leading a miserable life, and his mother was screeching into his ears...

Accused-mum had been on the committee that set up Leicester’s Citizen’s Advice Bureau, continued to work voluntarily for the Bureau, sat on its committee and was its representative on Leicester’s Council of  Social Services.   Accused-mum would take a very long time dealing with the people who sought her advice at the Bureau.   The Accused formed the impression that she identified with the women she interviewed, imaging them all to be persecuted and abused by unsympathetic husbands and sons.  Also, she had an unrealistic faith in the various services to whom she referred them  (such as medics, lawyers, the Council Housing Department and so forth) supposing that all went according to the Law as she had been taught in her courses.   To a considerable extent, perhaps,  authorities plagued by Accused-mum’s persistence did conform to the procedures as they are purported to be,  though it was the Accused’s experience that prejudice always triumphed over Law and that in his own affairs he did never obtained justice - and that Accused-mum’s interference and belief in an imaginary world was a major impediment.   To the Accused Accused-mum seemed more the prejudiced meddling social worker who forever made things worse for people.   Accused-mum continued with her studies and continued to accumulate (without the Accused’s knowledge) various G.C.E. A Levels and other qualifications.

The Accused entered the Leicester Under Twenty One Chess Championship during the Christmas holidays.   He had not been invited to play in this since he was sixteen years old - though it might not have been practical for him to do so (because of  clashing commitments).  However, on this occasion he himself suggested he be invited.   The tournament was on this occasion not easy to fit in.  It was won by Dave Mackey (whom the reader recognises as a stalwart of  the Accused’s chess club), now at Leeds University. 

Dave Mackey would tease the Accused that he had no imagination, no sense of  long term merits of  a chess position and relied on ‘tictacs’ (tactics)  - and also that he played moves that nobody else would even think of!   The Accused and Dave Mackey were, from the chess point of  view, differing characters - as was befitting for the club organiser compared with the most highly rated player.  The Accused never performed very well in Leicester - he was harassed by his parents and had considerable difficulty in escaping from the house to play in chess matches or tournaments - and regarded team matches as more important than tournaments.   He was not permitted to study chess at home and therefore was unable to learn opening theory from books.   Or so he says.  So he would use tournaments for experimentation - to learn opening theory through practical experience - and then apply what he had learnt in the team matches.   The Accused played hundreds of  competitive chess teams in a year, was not deterred from playing through being  unprepared or off form, was prepared to play against unprestigious opponents and did not consider personal grading of  great importance.  He discouraged his club members from regarding the winning of  local tournaments as a worthwhile ambition.   Dave Mackey, by contrast, played almost exclusively in Leicester.   There is no record of  his having played for any club other than the Accused’s, whether in Leicester or outside it.  The author is not aware of  his having played in any tournament other than Leicester’s under fifteen and under twenty one championships.  He played far fewer competitive games than the Accused and took his games very seriously.  He was in future years to abandon both tournament and match play as too stressful and to regard his winning the Leicester Under Twenty One Championship on five occasions as his greatest achievement.   At the Leicestershire Chess Club, Dave Mackey would spend his time playing games against the great W.Tabakiernik.  The Accused claims that he took these games very seriously and according to the Accused always won.   The Accused, by contrast, sometimes won series of  games against Tabakiernik, in a sense, when Tabakiernik insisted on promoting some idea in the opening of  which the Accused regarded as unsound an of  which he was trying to dissuade Tabakiernik but, apart from that, the Accused deliberately, for his own education and because he felt it was expected, deliberately allowed Tabakiernik to play his sacrifices and spectacular tactics.   Dave Mackey, however, claims that he never won a friendly game against Tabakiernik, however hard he tried, and that he is surprised to hear hat that the Accused won any games against him.  Although the Accused’s duties included impromptu simultaneous displays, training younger players, analysing games, instructing them on what or how to play in matches, preparing adjudication appeals and such like managerial duties,  Dave Mackey was a more serious chess player than the Accused in that he studied chess and played serious friendly games in his spare time.   Dave Mackey’s criticism of  the Accused’s play was justified and the Accused was impressed by the games Mackey played in this tournament and found them instructive.   However, also on this occasion,  though it did not happen again,  the Accused felt that Dave was taking his ambitions too seriously and at times bullying opponents in the manner he had on an early occasion felt that Waring had bullied opponents.   As in other pursuits,  chessplayers who win tournaments are highly motivated and feel like throwing themselves off cliffs when they lose games.   They need some manner of  release or means of  organising the stress.

Dave Mackey however appears not to have been exclusively dedicated to chess.   The Accused reports that that Dave Mackey  when accidentally meeting the Accused in town might persuade him to go to a cinema.  Or the Accused might suggest a Leicestershire cricket match (it was then possible to get into Grace Road free of  charge).  On one occasion he suggested “Shall we go to a football match?!” - which neither of  them had done previously.   So they watched Stanley Mathews’ last but one performance, in the League Cup for Stoke against Leicester at Filbert Street.   ‘Cup’ football matches were frequently drawn - allowing a replay and, if  the match was of  public interest, extra income.  In the first half Leicester overwhelmed Stoke -scoring six goals.   In the second half,  Stoke scored six goals.  However Dave Mackey and the Accused, who were sitting near the goal, formed the distinct impression that there was some cooperation from the Leicester team,  Banks (one of  the most agile and goalproof goalkeepers in history) even punching Stoke shots into the goal!   Nobody other than the Accused or Dave Mackey, however, formed this impression.  “Perhaps we ought to do the football pools!”, suggested Dave Mackey.

The Accused played with varying carelessness and ended up second equal with Kieth McLoughlin.  Kieth then played for the Linwood School old boys’ team, which later amalgamated with the Accused’s club.   There had never previously been any objection to tied positions, but on this occasion the organiser insisted there had to be a play-off.   The Accused was off to Cambridge next day and there were no prospects thereafter of  a play-off for a considerable time.   So, although it was not convenient,  the play off  took place, at short notice, immediately after the last round.  This was highly irregular.   Nothing had previously been said about play-offs.  The dates of  the rounds had been published in advance and the players might not have other time available.  Nobody had ever heard of  objection in a chess tournament to a tied second place.  When it was necessary for there to be a single winner, then this was announced in advance as well as the means of  dealing with it - usually through the sum of  opponents scores or  Sonneburn-Berger score (sum of scores of opponents against whom wins are scores plus half the sum of scores of  opponents against whom draws are scored).  [On this basis the Accused would have been awarded second place]. If  there was to be a play-off it was usually a set of  two or three games rather than only one.   This demand for a play-off  amounted to victimisation and it is doubtful that serious players would have accepted it.  There had been a little ill feeling or gamesmanship in the tournament and Kieth and the Accused felt they had to show a better example and accept the situation and play the game without any fuss.   It might have been expected for the Accused to have won this play-off, but, although the circumstances are not recorded,  Kieth won.

Possibly Kieth played his pet Bird’s variation of  the Ruy Lopez against which opponents routinely blundered a piece in the opening.

The Accused entered also the Cambridge University Championship, during the Easter holidays.   In l963 he had stayed on at college before and during the tournament and had performed reasonably in the tournament.   However, on this occasion college rooms had to be vacated so that they could be let out to conventions of  Americans.  No exceptions were made.   Another chess player, a Mr. Rose, said that he could stay with his landlady during his absence  during the period of  the tournament.   The Accused, however, expected to arrive at the college and persuade the porter to allocate him a guest room.  If not, he did not expect any difficulty in finding somewhere to stay.   However,  Accused-mum insisted on taking the Accused by car.  Again she insisted on leaving at the last possible moment and they did not arrive at the college until past eleven o’clock.   As was characteristic of  Accused-mum she insisted that if  no room was available the Accused had to book into a hotel - though, characteristically, it did not seem to occur to her that hotels cost money - and she certainly made no offer to produce any!   In the porter’s lodge,  Accused-mum would not leave.   He needed to negotiate with the porter, as Mr. Garside put it, to turn on the charm.   Accused-mum considered herself inept socially and not a person to turn on charm - and therefore she was jealous of  and condemned those that were.   The Accused could not operate in his mother’s presence and, in any case, she had no comprehension of  the situation.  If  Accused-mum had left he would have been able to arrange something somewhere.   Since Accused-mum refused to leave until the Accused had arranged lodgings, there was no alternative but to book in with Mr. Rose’s landlady.  As it turned out, she knew nothing about the arrangement but acceded to it.   The Accused, because he had been exposed to his mother and had been given no opportunity for relaxation prior to the tournament, did not perform very impressively in the tournament.   It turned out eventually also that there was a misunderstanding over Mr. Rose’s room.   The Accused was under the impression that the rent on this had in any case been paid and that he was not going to be charged.   However, over subsequent months it turned out that the landlady had presented a bill to Mr. Rose.   He wanted the Accused to pay it - but the Accused had no money!

The University Chess Club met at Kings College on Saturday afternoons.   The Accused was repeatedly urged to attend so that he could defend himself, or others, in the politics.  However,  the Accused was unable to attend a single meeting during his university career - because, unlike other members, he played in matches every Saturday - either for the County (instead of the University first team) or for the University Second team.   One day Mr. Fox arrived in the Accused’s bedroom to ‘offer’  him the position of  ‘captain of the third  team’ against Oxford.   It  turns out  that nobody wants this position  and it is routinely refused - since it amounts to renouncing a place in the first team against Oxford.  Several members of  the Accused’s club who were later offered it report that they refused it.   It was not made clear to the Accused what  was  meant by  the term ‘captain’ of  the third team.   There  appeared to be no duties.   What was meant by the ‘third team’?   He surely already was ‘captain’ of  a team, the ‘second’ team.   He knew its players-and he and the team had performed very successfully.  But who were this third team?   The Accused was alone and felt this was being pressed on him and  that he could not refuse.   He did not know what penalties would be invoked for refusal.   The  Accused was not at all pleased with this dubious honour which turned out to consist of  playing on top board for a team with which  he was not familiar. The Accused was not at all delighted and this turned out to be the only game for Cambridgeshire or Cambridge University which the Accused lost-though he says it does not count.

The British Universities  Chess Championship in l962 was held in Leicester, at Gilbert Murray Hall, part of Leicester University.   The  Accused stayed at  Briarwood and turned up to win his three games.  In l963  it was held at York during the Easter vacation.   The Accused was enamoured of  a  Wyggestonian, Simon Anderson, or some other name, whom he promised to call on when he returned from the tournament.  At York, apart from adventures round town,  the teams were housed in a skyscraper block.   The  Accused became enamoured of  several more youths,  notably London University’s beauteous sixteen year old long orange-haired youth, Hans Muller.   However,  there was more of  a threat of  this degenerating into an unaccusedmumworthy alliance in the case  of  the beauteous   Tim Morgan - hopefully nobody of  that name  participated in the congress.   The  Accused promised to call at him on 2 a.m. on Saturday night (after Tim had finished playing  bridge - which the Accused believed he was incapable of playing) emphasising that he meant this seriously,  though, since he regarded himself as unattractive, he did not really suppose it was taken seriously, and  noted the room number on a matchbox.   However, as always happened on such occasions, he lost the matchbox.  Tim complained that the Accused had not arrived - he would not have had the courage to do so anyway - and the Accused averred he had not after all supposed he had been taken seriously.

The tournament was won by the Cambridge University first team, with Oxford coming second, and the Cambridge Second team third,  the London team fourth, and the Cambridge third team fifth.  There were eight players in each team and the pairings were according to the Jamboree System.   The Accused played on top board for  Cambridge ll -obtaining the highest top board score with 2.5/3.   There was a short uneventful draw against the Oxford player against whom the Accused had previously lost in the aforementioned match against Oxford lll.   The beauteous Hans Muller,  the most beautiful youth in the universe, lent the Accused three shillings to pay his fare back to Leicester.   The  Accused assured,  who never borrowed money from anyone and was astonished that Tim should be so generous, assured the beauteous Mr. Muller that the loan was also symbolic and that they would  meet again and that he would repay the loan -  but  although he was exceptionally  impressed  by  Mr.  Muller.   So the Accused rushed back to Leicester,  accompanied on the train by a Nottingham youth with whom he was also enamoured.   He rushed home and then cycled to  Simon Anderson’s house but did not dare knock on the door.   Mr.  Anderson later opined that this was an error since he had been alone in the house and  available to visitors - but as remained the universal truth, the Accused,  despite all appearance to the contrary, remained untainted by unaccusedmumworthy activity.

The Accused’s parents had up to the Accused’s twentieth birthday diligently paid the sum in pounds equal to the number of  his years.   Though for the originally designated purpose of  paying for his studies it proved inadequate.   The  Accused expected his twenty-first birthday (in March l964) to meet with a lesser welcome.    The twenty-first birthday was the legal age of majority - and Accused mum would not be prepared to welcome  such a designation of  independence,  even though it was purely nominal.   It states in Accused-dad’s diary that on March 2nd l964, the Accused’s twenty first birthday,  Accused-dad travelled to Cambridge, met the Accused and gave him three pounds.   The Accused says however that this did not happen.   Instead, shortly before his birthday,  the parental phone calls ceased.   He heard nothing whatsoever from his parents for over two weeks.   They had vanished.  When they resurfaced the twenty-first birthday was not mentioned once - though eventually Accused-dad mentioned that he was twenty two years old (in a speech intended to convey that he was too irresponsible and teenagerly for his years. Austrians speak of  the ‘twenty second year’ and this addition of  a year was usual when the Accused’s parents made speeches).   The Accused received neither the twenty one pounds nor the three pounds and indeed there were no donations during this year - in which the Accused was awarded his degree and commenced clinical medical studies and in which other parents might have supposed he was particularly in need of  subsidy.

The Accused several times had asked his parents what had happened to the letter from his grandmother in which she had written that he should present the letter to claim £1000 she had left for him Ireland should he need it for his studies.   If anyone else tried to claim it, she wrote, the money would automatically go to Saint Dunstans.   The Accused was never given an opportunity to speak to his father alone.  His mother always kept within earshot.   So when the Accused asked about the letter,  his mother would snap: "It’s none of your business”.   The letter had been written to him, he remonstrated, and his business and nobody else’s.   Your business is our business,  Accused-mum declaimed.   This seemed to confirm that the Accused’s parents had stolen the letter.    Later Accused-mum would rant: ”It’s none of  your affair.  We have dealt with it.  There is no way of  getting the money!”.  Later the Accused’s parents let drop that over the period of  his twenty-first birthday, when they had vanished, they had been in Ireland.  They had gone to visit Diamid Saunders, the lawyer, and he had said they could not have the money.   The money was ordained, by Oma’s wishes, to go to Saint Dunstan’s.   There was nothing we could do about it”.  The Accused reminded  Accused-mum that Oma had said that if anyone tried to get the money other than the Accused it would go to Saint Dunstans.    “It was none of  your affair”, ranted Accused-mum.  “So you were so greedy”, pointed out the Accused, “that you wasted money on travelling to Dublin, when you need only have written a letter”.   That was how it should have been done was to Accused-mum incomprehensible.   The Accused was reminded of  the heavy weather she had made of  her transfer of funds when she had moved to Scotland from Austria.   In l995 Accused-mum claimed that she did not know that Oma had sent a letter to the Accused!   Was this a repression of  inconvenient facts or did perhaps Bill Tyers steal the letter?

The Accused, in honour of  his having so resplendent a record in matches, and because he had scored 2.5 /3 on top board at York (but surely he had scored 3/3 on top board previously in Leicester?)  “against the same opposition as the rest of  us”  he was awarded a cup - for the year - for the best performance by a Cambridge University chess team player who did not play in the first team against Oxford.   Apparently it had been believed that he had not done so because of  ‘prejudice’, ‘not Public School’ or not in the cotery.   Since the Accused had never attended club meetings he knew nothing about this.   However, he would have had to pay for his name to be engraved on the cup - and therefore it never came to be engraved!

The  Accused’s supervisor in Pt ll (Psychology) was Alan Watson, editor of  the British Journal of  Psychology,  who had also been in his Pt l (Experimental Psychology), supervisor.   Mr. Watson supplied the Accused with books and magazines to read over the long vacation (before commencement of  the course).   These concerned largely discussion of  the reticular formation of  the midbrain.    This was a fashionable topic at the time,  the reticular formation being suspected to be in some manner involved in maintenance of  sleep, going to sleep, waking up and remaining awake. A great deal was written about this by psychologists but, as with other neurological topics, it was largely conjecture or fantasy.   Similar fantasies were to be found in a book regularly read by psychology students, the Organisation of  Behaviour by D.O.Hebb.   It is far from clear to the author that there is any rationality in these discussions attendant diagrams.   The Accused, on the other hand, is likely to have been much more familiar with neuranatomy than other psychology students (or medical students).

It is not certain, therefore,  that the Accused stood any chance of  understanding and absorbing such texts.   They could even have been bogus theory with no purpose other than to make him aware of his inability to understand and to undermine his self confidence.   Whatever the case,  the Accused, returning to Briarwood,  attempted to read these books.   The result was that his mother jealously prevented him from doing so, declaring that he was ‘showing off’.   He was ‘pretending’, she yelled.   He had not been admitted onto the course.

Later Accused-mum, pontificating in the kitchen, advertised her faith in electroconvulsive therapy as a treatment for ‘depression’.   There is a standard spiel which medics recite whenever they advertise this ridiculous therapy.  There are patients, they say, or there was once a patient, or they have had a patient who demands E,C.T., who ‘responds’ to E.C.T. and responds to nothing else’.   This spiel is repeated word for word by hosts of  psychiatrists who write in to newspapers whenever electroconvulsive therapy is criticised.   This spiel is recited today and it was already being recited, just the same, word for word, sixty years ago!   If the reader is aware of  this he is no longer likely to take the spiel seriously.   ECT is  a religion of  psychiatrists, an easy way of  making money with no skill and no theoretical understanding .  They would be lost without it!  The Accused however had never heard spiel before!  When he heard his mother recite it, he was utterly appalled,   She appeared to be have lost all grasp of logic.  So he felt it was necessary to correct her.   Such stupidity was dangerous!

Now that the reader knows that this spiel is a constantly repeated medics’ credo she will also know that nobody has ever met this lady who so dramatically responded to ECT.   The Accused, however, unfamiliar with the spiel, supposed that there might actually once have been such a person.   It had to be explained to Accused-mum that the existence of  such a person did not prove the efficacy of  electroconvulsive therapy.   Moreover,  before the audience can come to any conclusion relating to this mysterious person, they actually have to meet her so as to judge for themselves.   The standard version of  this objection by academics, who were universally sceptic of  electroconvulsive therapy, was however that ‘depression’ was a cyclical phenomenon.   People who were ‘depressed’,  if  they lived long enough, became undepressed again, then later, depressed again,  then undepressed.   Therefore if  some lady was depressed,  was given ECT and was undepressed,  this might have happened anyway, even if the absence of  E.C.T..  It was believed by psychologists that the only realistic attempt to test whether E.C.T. had any therapeutic effect had been perpetrated by the Canadian Penfield.   In his study some patients were given E.C.T. whereas others were afflicted with the entire E.C.T. procedure except that no current was passed through the electrodes.   In this version the victims are also given a muscle relaxant and anaesthetic.   It was found that the results were better where the imitation E.C.T. was administered than where actual E.C.T. was administered, though this was not ‘statistically significant’.   It had not been confirmed, however, that E.C.T. - the passage of  electric current - was an effective treatment.   So much psychology students were taught, at Cambridge or elsewhere.    The argument assumes however that medics administer E.C.T. on one occasion and that the alleviation of  the depression immediately follows.   In practice however the ‘patient’ is given a series or course of  E.C.T.s that lasts several weeks - and if  the ‘treatment’ is not effective (or if it is) the patient is given another course of  E.C.T.!   Then eventually, the saying goes,  the patient recovers (temporarily however, and therefore needs more E.C.T.).   It will not have escaped the reader that in those circumstances it is impossible to prove the efficacy of  E.C.T.!

There are further obvious objections.   What exactly is meant by depression?   This is said to be a ‘clinical syndrome’ - a discrete entity.   But we do not have to believe this unless we the proof of our own observations (not those of  some medic or psychiatrist or  observations distorted through the brainwashing of  medical training).   ‘Depression’, in fact, has a great many meanings and, as is particularly relevant,  ‘depression’  may be ‘relieved’ in different senses.   For relief or cure to take place it is important to include within the definition that the ‘patient’ is restored to full efficiency - not left with some or all of  the unwelcome features of  ‘depression’ or cured only in the sense of  being unaware of  the inefficiency.   In the situation described in the standard spiel,  there has to be a suspicion that the efficacy of  the treatment is judged on the basis of  the patient’s alleged statement that she is less depressed.   We have to determine whether the ‘patient’ perhaps claims to be less depressed because she wants to please the doctor, has been brainwashed by the doctor or  does not want any more E.C.T..  We have to know exactly how medics come their judgements.   It is not adequate to concur with their own beliefs that their training confers objectivity.

To a scientist is a critical issue that there is no satisfactory explanation of  the alleged therapeutic efficacy of  E.C.T..   Medics can possibly come up with what they suppose are theories or explanations,  but they are no more than excuses.   In the absence of  an explanation there has to be suspicion of  the procedure.  Particularly, does it cause intellectual damage or brain damage?   Although it is not established that E.C.T. alleviates ‘depression’, whatever might be meant by that,  it is solidly established that it undermines recent memory.   In that case - how recent?   All memory maybe?   This leads to the possibility that it is intellectual damage that gives the medic the impression that the patient has been relieved of  depression.   The patient’s thoughts and memories may have been removed and replaced by false memories and conventional but not very sophisticated thoughts infiltrated from the environment (a ‘Korsakoff Psychosis’).   Non-medics are deterred by the stupidity of  medics and wonder whether E.C.T. is designed to reduced to other people to the medic’s norm.

There is also an unconvincing history of  electroconvulsive therapy.   It is generally taught that it was originally used as a treatment for ‘schizophrenia’,  that it was noticed that patients with ‘schizophrenia’ did not suffer from ‘epilepsy’ and that therefore it was supposed that induction of  epileptic fits might cure the schizophrenia.   This has to be nonsense,  since schizophrenia is a modern concept and whatever equivalent concept students are told existed in the nineteenth century was an attempt to classify the behaviour of  long term asylum inmates who had been admitted because they were homeless and unemployed.   E.C.T. was in fact used as a generalised punitive treatment for nothing in particular.  However,  a diagnosis is a word written on a form and if  the patient is diagnosed as schizophrenic that is sufficient to satisfy the bureaucracy and no further diagnosis is necessary.   However, according to the standard teaching,  E.C.T. was invented as a treatment for schizophrenia but proved ineffective and was then used for ‘depression’ instead.    However, E.C.T. was only one of  many horrific and punitive treatments used in old mental hospitals.   It’s immediate precursor was ‘insulin coma’, (where the injection of insulin induces a fit) and in its original form E.C.T. was administered without anaesthetic or muscle relaxant and broke limbs.   This does not inspire confidence in the judgement of  psychiatrists or medics who promote E.C.T..

A scientist would prefer using a treatment he can understand.   If  E.C.T. or any other psychiatric method in which an undefined alleged disease is treated by some method with no evident curative effect or reason for cure, every rational inquiry and every available rational method should be considered instead.

The evidence against E.C.T. turns out to be even more devastating.   The practical evidence seems to be that medics are no more than deluded morons who are brainwashed with excuses for making money out of  a simple but ludicrous and deleterious treatment.   The Accused was in l963 however not quite so fully aware of  this - and also was not intending to make an issue of  the stupidity of  medics.   He was only seeming to point out some simple and very obvious errors in her argument.   The underlying logic was so erroneous as to be almost beyond belief and it did seem to the Accused that it was imperative that his mother be given some guidance in logical method.

Accused-dad when interrupting the conversation stated several times that what the Accused said was correct but that E.C.T. had been found specifically effective in ‘involutional melancholia’.   This is  the depression which accompanies the menopause.   Psychiatrists in fact make a lot of money administering E.C.T. to middle aged women and, whatever the relevance of  that might be to the present argument,  the Accused was to discover that in those cases it was more used a placebo for hysteria.   It does not automatically follow that because they are middle aged they are menopausal or suffer from some menopausal syndrome.   If there is some efficacy in the treatment in these cases it might be a psychological or placebo effect and if  the actual reason for the alleged effectiveness is deduced it may be possible to devise some alternative treatment which does not carry the real or imaginary dangers of  E.C.T. (such as faradic stimulation of  the groin, used at least once by Sigmund Freud).  Nevertheless, the Accused had noticed that his father, when correcting essays written by students preparing for the Diploma in Psychological Medicine, made this point about E.C.T. being specifically appropriate to ‘involutional melancholia’.   During the Accused’s Pt l (Psychology) course there had been discussion of  use of  E.C.T. in ‘depression’ in general, not in any specific situation.    The Accused presumed therefore that his father had evidence that E.C.T. was regularly effective in the specific instance of  ‘involutional melancholia’.   Some medics claim that E.C.T. is appropriate to ‘endogenous depression’, that is, when the doctor does not know the reason for it - that is to say all cases - though some textbooks equally dogmatically recommend its use where there is some cause for the depression - but medics are never aware of  there being a cause (which is why they invariably fail in the relatively easy task of  curing depression).

The reader will have suppose that Accused-mum’s recitation of  the standard medic spiel on E.C.T. is  evidence that she was brainwashed by a medic - which means also that the medic supposed she was suffering from ‘depression’.    It has already been suggested to the reader that Accused-mum may have been suffering from menopausal syndromes.  The reader now hears of  Accused-dad mentioning E.C.T. as treatment for depression associated with the menopause.   So the reader will suspect that somebody, maybe Accused-dad, had hit on the plan of  afflicting Accused-mum with E.C.T. for this reason.   The reader must forgive the Accused for not cottoning onto this at the time, though it is not clear that this would greatly have modified his behaviour.

The outcome of  this attempt by the Accused to educate his mother was that she yelled that the Accused was suffering from ‘delusions’.   The Accused had not criticised or condemned E.C.T. but merely tried to show that her argument for justifying it was spurious.  However Accused-mum clearly understood him to be criticising E.C.T. or, at the very least, trying to undermine faith in it.  By criticising E.C.T. she railed, the Accused was ‘biting the hand that feeds you’.  Accused-dad was a psychiatrist.  Psychiatrists used E.C.T..  If  the Accused criticised E.C.T. he was undermining Accused-dad’s livelihood.

[Accused-mum was not entirely correct.   E.C.T. was a treatment beloved of  mental hospitals, the great majority of  psychiatric doctors were mental hospital doctors and the gerontocrats were mental hospital doctors.   The gerontocrats were also Public School boys and neither sufficiently resourceful nor motivate to do without E.C.T..  E.C.T. was religious dogma and all had to praise E.C.T., whether mental hospital doctors or not.   They certainly were under a prohibition against criticising E.C.T. if  working in the N.H.S..  It did not follow however that Accused-dad used  E.C.T..   He was one of  the few who did not do so, though he had administered it as a mental hospital doctor before he had become a consultant.  There was nothing to prevent Accused-dad or the Accused privately, in the privacy of  the home, adopting an objective attitude towards E.C.T. even though it was taboo to do so in public.   Accused-mum in practice was so terrified of  persecution or of  private opinions being Found Out that she was not prepared to speak objectively or to discard ignorance and superstition even in private].

Accused-dad at one point attempted to take the Accused’s side - very unusual for him.   There may be no other authenticated instance.   The Accused’s views were perfectly respectable,  he began, and there were others who had similar opinions.   In particular there was Dr Schacht...Accused-dad was going to launch into the text of  the appropriate lecture in his teaching course.   However, Accused-mum shouted him down.    He was ‘confusing the child’, she yelled.  He was being ‘disloyal’.  He was a Schweinehund.   Dr Lang, the Scottish psychiatrist, had shown that contradictory messages from parents precipitated schizophrenia in the child.

Lang’s researches are discussed elsewhere in this story.  The Accused was not then familiar with Lang’s writings but did know that it was commonly assumed that fathers and mothers did have differing opinions and indeed (as never happened amongst the Accused’s) a child might appeal to one parent when it had had no success with the other.   It was not usual (as happened amongst the Accused’s) that the father was continuously supervised by the mother and the mother used Lang’s doctrine to justify her imposition of  her own opinion and rule.   In the Cambridge Pt l Psychology course it had been assumed that Lang was referring not to two parents having differing opinions but to one parent, the ‘schizophrenogenic mother’ making statements which were inherently self-contradictory.  It is possible to say ‘do such and such a thing’ in such a manner that the speaker is understood to mean ‘do not do..’ or  where the person addressed knows very well that the speaker objects to the recommended deed.   It was thus known to the Accused that Lang’s observations had been criticised on the grounds that most of  his patients were Jewish - and such self-contradictory statements are customary in Jewish conversation, particularly in the utterances of  mothers.    It was possible therefore that statements were uttered by Lang’s mothers no more frequently than by Jewish mothers in general.   It was the Accused’s impression that it was young men whose mother’s resembled  Accused-mum who were in risk of  being tricked into the hands of  psychiatrists, psychiatrised and turned into ‘schizophrenics’.   On either this occasion or some similar Accused-dad remarked that the Accused gave an excellent account of  Lang’s theories - but whatever Accused-dad attempted to say, Accused-mum shouted him down.

Accused-mum railed that Cambridge University ‘misled’ its students.   She would complain to ‘The Ministry’.   It is true that psychology students were given an assessment of  the evidence for the effectiveness of  E.C.T. much on the lines stated but the Accused considered the arguments as obvious and not the product of  any teaching at Cambridge.   It seemed to the Accused that his mother considered matriarchy to be a religion and the basis of  all morality.   Intelligence was a threat to matriarchy - to faith in the supreme wisdom of mothers or of the ruling classes (which were ruled by women), medics were the enemies of  intelligence and that E.C.T. destroyed intelligence.   It is for this reason that the opinion of a housewife outweighed that of the psychology department at Cambridge university.   However, in the l990s Accused-mum confessed that she had had no understanding or knowledge what universities were, nor had any notion of  Cambridge University being on top of  an intellectual hierarchy and that it was out of ignorance rather than matriarchal dogma that she considered herself  qualified to police what was taught at Cambridge university. 

Nevertheless,  it is part of  the maintenance of a social class system to destroy science and intelligence and to preserve ignorance and superstition.   Intelligence and science are a threat to societal authority.   E.C.T. is an instrument for destroying intelligence and for preserving a social class system.   Amongst medics praise of  E.C.T. is a religious dogma and all heretics stand to be E.C.T.’d,   To the medic science and intellect are a threat and therefore identified as mental disorder and psychiatrised out of  existence.   The medics’ gerontocracy turn out to have exactly the same views on Cambridge University and E.C.T. and science as Accused-mum.   She was the instrument of  the ideology of  medics and the Public School.

It may have been that she was suffering from a misunderstanding or a psychosis, but nevertheless she had that societal function and indeed through the parental means test she was given the power to enforce this ideology and considered herself  to have the duty to enforce it.   She did also enforce it very successfully.   If  it had not been for Accused-mum, had the Accused’s career not been impeded by her power and obsessions,  it is highly unlikely that today there would still be E.C.T. or indeed psychiatry in its present form.    The Accused happened to be the only medic in his generation with any significant understanding of or training in scientific psychology.

Accused-mum moreover declared that psychology ‘upset’ the Accused.   This notion could be regarded as absorbed from Dr Evans but it was part of  a pre-existing system of  delusions or prejudices.   It is a traditional part of  ruling class or medic ideology that science or intelligence upsets the child or the human being.   All books on psychology were therefore put under lock and key,  the Accused received no funding for his Pt ll course, no further books.   Accused-mum refused then and subsequently to believe that the Accused was on the course or reading for a degree.

The Accused  attempted to escape from Accused-mum’s indoctrination in the kitchen but Accused-dad tried to prevent him from leaving.   He accused the Accused of  being ‘evil’ and  physically assaulted him - and, since Accused-dad was a strong man,  had  to exert all his strength to restrain him.

Since examinations are taken in the third term and the teaching was therefore for the most part crammed into two terms - and the Accused found himself unable to study during vacations - the Accused felt that insufficient time was available for this course which, at other universities, would have been spread over several years.

   Every student was required to pursue a ‘project’.   The Accused was asked to revive a previous attempt to  investigate the function of  the superior colliculi in the laboratory rat.   These are in the optic pathway.   There are further pathways to the cerebral cortex.   Animals respond to changes in the environment rather than to constant features.   The reader will have noticed that animals may be motionless when avoiding attracting the attention of  predators.   It was commonly supposed that insects which predominantly rely on non-visual senses can respond to (or ‘see’) only motion and nothing that is stationary.    There was thus a theory that the superior colliculi,  ‘older’ nuclei in the evolution of  the visual pathways might respond to movement and that where the connection to the cerebral cortex was severed the rat might still be able to detect movement.   It is a familiar observation that insects or other animals with limited vision or which predominantly rely on other senses respond to movements in the visual field.   The psychology department was in possession of  rats which had had the pathways from colliculi to cortex severed - and some of  these rats survived.

The Accused felt that the tame laboratory white rats might in any case have defective vision.   It had been his experience that albino mice found in the wild,  whether as mutants or  escapees,  had poor vision.   This is true also of  human albinos and other albino mammals.   Laboratory rats did  have pink eyes and looked as if  they might be albinos.   However,  psychologists were of  the opinion that grey rats were ill-tempered,  liable to bite psychologists and reluctant to perform experiments.   The Accused, who felt that he might find it easier than his colleagues to deal with such delinquents, would have liked to test this theory.   However,  albino laboratory rats do respond to colours or patterns on a stationary marker whose presence has some probability of  being associated with food pellets in some place.   In retrospect, it might have been reasonable to test whether these particular rats did so.   As matters stood, it was not known for certain until a post-mortem was conducted (and it is not recalled that any was) whether the visual cortex had been disconnected.  If it had been shown that these rats did not respond to stationary objects (maybe it had on some previous occasion?) then it would have been of  interest had they then responded to moving objects.

The experiment was for there to be two rotating discs - with different patterns on them - which  could be interchanged - so that it could (supposedly) be determined whether the rats could respond to the differing moving patterns -  food pellets being deposited  under one pattern (which was sometimes on the right and sometimes on the left) and not under the other.   (In retrospect, it might seem it worth testing  the situation with one disc rotating and the other stationary - if, in fact, that was not done..).   It is compulsory for  researchers at Cambridge to build their own apparatus (an edict attributed to Lord Rutherford).   Mr. Watson allocated one of  his research students, Dr Reaper,  to be the Accused’s supervisor in this project - and Dr Reaper knew where in the psychology department a box and a couple of  electric motors were to be found.

Behaviourist experiments depend on food being made available to hungry rats - that is, the rats have to be hungry at the time of  the experiment and fed some other time.   The Accused found it necessary to feed his rats no earlier than eleven o’ clock at night.   A possible snag is  that the college might be closed.   But it was always possible to get into St Catharine’s College at night by ringing the bell.  A more serious snag was that the psychology department was closed that time of  night.   Moreover, there was no means of  access.   The Accused found however that there was a toilet window in the physiology department through which it was possible to climb - which he did every night, without being noticed once,- and  it was possible to reach the psychology department via the (next door) physiology department.

The Accused was allocated a room in which to perform the experiment - next door to a room being used for their work by Dr Reaper and several other young research students.  Dr Grimm, who turns out to be an M.D. - a medic - was world renowned for his  youthful contribution to mathematics - and had for the subsequent thirty years been occasionally seen on the corridor of  the Psychology Department.   Dr Grimm stormed into the room as the a rat was performing in the maze (the technical term for an apparatus which presents a Public School boy with two or more alternative routes).   The Accused should not be there, ranted Dr Grimm.  He (Dr Grimm) was Director of  Research and all projects had to be vetted by and supervised by him.   Dr Grimm appeared to be decidedly belligerent - throwing his weight around - for which reason the psychologist might suspect there was limited substance in his claims.  It might be that indeed Dr Grimm was Director of  Research and that maybe there was a misunderstanding in that he was Director of  Postgraduate Research, whereas the Accused was a student,  though the only one for whose project it was necessary to allocate space in the laboratory.   On the other hand,  it was more likely that, if anyone, the Professor was the Director of  Research.  Research workers were more likely to be attached to senior figures in their own field and, as such, might find themselves in sub-departments far away from Dr Grimm.  It could also have been that for thirty years Dr Grimm had been ignored and neglected, on account of  his boring black suit and uninspiring surname, and had been given the meaningless title of  Director of  Research to give nominal justification for his presence in the building or to enable the Department to retain so widely famed a personage.   So he might have felt insulted, humiliated and threatened by the fact that research was proceeding in the absence of  his direction.   His fear of  extinction might have caused him to panic and to endeavour to eradicate the threat.  Or possibly Dr Grimm was facing imminent retirement and suffering from the pre-retirement psychosis which induces the patient to victimise juniors.   The Accused however was under the impression that another explanation was operative.    Students were familiar with a behavioural aberration of  the Public School particularly typical of  medics called wantsmebutcan’tgetme.    The patient is considered to have ambitions relative to the younger person or, according to some research workers, female person irrespective of  age,  such as may be fulfilled in massage parlours.   Or they are motivated by some related or similar instinct.   This is not an unusual feature in the older male, but most are fully aware of  it and it does not affect their behaviour.   They probably also would like to be very rich, but do not throw a brick through the window of  every ban they pass by.   The patient, however, has a form of  denial or disavowal or is tormented by the Grand Matron of  the Prep School and although he is much more aware than is less disciplined contemporaries of  that his ambition is forbidden or unfulfillable (or supposedly so) is less able to dismiss it and, instead, converts his admiration into aggression.   Victims are apt to regard all bullying behaviour by the Public School, medic or  Gas-chamber escapee to be wantmebutcan’tgetme because those episodes which are not known for certain to have this origin are indistinguishable from those which are.   The Accused was under the impression that he had seen Dr Grimm before - that he had been pursued by him over Jesus Common.    This impression could have been a slanderous error, since, after all, it is difficult to reidentify people seen only once and briefly in the twilight - and the Accused himself was not as certain as Valerie Storey.  But nevertheless such a story reinforced the interpretation.   The unreasonably sceptic reader may suggest that the interpretation reinforced the story.

The Accused felt irritated by wantmebutcantgetme aggression.   Such people, he felt, should express their wishes directly instead of  hiding behind aggressive shields.   As far as Dr Grimm being Director of  Research was concerned,  the Accused could not be certain what were the facts.   He did not want to risk getting his supervisors into trouble and therefore divulged little information (and was not given the chance to divulge a great deal).    Also, if  Dr Grimm was Director of  Research it might be better for the Accuse not to know about it or to proceed as if  he didn’t.   In so far as the Accused was expected or permitted to speak at all, he would have churned out irrelevancies (such as the personal idiosyncrasies of  particular rats).  He did not therefore ask Director of  Research questions though Dr Grimm was free to provide the answers.   However, then Dr Reaper and his colleagues stormed into the room.   They yelled at Dr Grimm, read the riot act and threatened him.  Dr Grimm retreated with his tail between his legs and was not seen again.   The Accused therefore suspected that Dr Reaper and his colleagues had come to similar conclusions to the Accused, supposed he was to naive to hit on the diagnosis and supposed he was unable to handle the events unaided.   The Accused was educated to supposed that people were expected to fight their own battles and that it was humiliating for others to do so on their behalf.   They had been unkind to Dr Grimm,  he opined.   The intervention was premature.      

A number derived by some predetermined formula from a set of numbers is called a statistic.  Thus 3 is the average of  the set 2,3,4 and Mata Hari’s Parameter,  the sum of cubes, is 99.  If  a dog is given the choice of  a green ball or of  a red ball and he chooses the red ball on 52 out of  a hundred occasions, this may be because he chooses the red ball more often.   But there is a probability that he may chose the red ball on 52 occasions out of  a hundred by chance (the null hypothesis - that it is equally probable that he makes either choice).   The chances of  the dog choosing the red ball on 52 occasions may not be very high - but we can add to this the probability of  choosing the ball 53 times through random choice, and the probability of  54 times and all the probabilities up to a hundred balls.   Since there is an alternative hypothesis that the dog prefers the green ball, we can add also the chances of  choosing, at random, 48 red balls or less.   This figure is called the significance of  the data.   If  the dog has in fact chosen the red ball 998 out of a thousand occasions, that is more significant (or the figure is less).

Alternatively a rat might be asked to chose  number between zero and a hundred (inclusive) by, for instance, indicating with a whisker a position on a ten inch ruler.  In that case,  the probability of  the rat choosing by chance the number 52 is zero - since there is an infinite number of  numbers between 0 and 10.   The reader, however, may dispute this, saying that there is a greater chance of  the rat choosing (or being recorded as choosing) 52 than 52.1 or of  choosing 52.1 rather than 52.13428.   It may be that there is a 70.7 chance of  zero or an integer being chosen, and therefore a 0.7% chance of  52 being chosen.  Then there may be a 1.01 % chance of  a figure rounded to the first decimal place being chosen....  Even if not so,  there is a finite chance of  choosing 52 or over (0.48?) or, for that matter of  choosing a number  equal or greater than 51.5 but less than 52.5 (0.01?).   The reader may however still opine that the probabilities have to be determined by asking a million rats to choose a number and to record the probability of  any number as the number of  times that number has been chosen divided by a million.  In that case,  if  99% of rats chose the numbers 0,l,2 or 3  then it is of  significance that most of  the highly educated rats at Cambridge University chose a number greater than 51.  Readers are not, however, urged to embark upon such calculations without further hesitation.   There are short cuts, some of  which the reader may discover for himself and others which are taught in courses on Statistics.

Cambridge University Psychology students, whether in their studies or in the examinations, were not required to perform statistical calculations which were difficult to understand or difficult to perform.   However,  it is possible for education to create the impression that the very easy is very difficult and beyond the student’s comprehension.   Cambridge Psychology students were forever being impressed with the importance of  statistics.   It was claimed to be compulsory - nothing else was openly proclaimed to be compulsory,  though students assumed that everything was - to attend the hundreds of  hours devoted to Dr Chambers giving a short explanation of some simple technique followed by hours of  the students practicing the method on sets of  numbers.    The student could have learnt all that was required by spending a couple of  hours - if  that - reading Dr Chamber’s short book on elementary techniques and working through some exercises.   But the Accused claims that he could not afford to buy the book - or perhaps he had been so preconditioned to suppose that statistics were mysterious that he did not read it or read it with a clouded mind.   The student could also have relied on Dr Chambers’ talks - but the Accused was not adept at learning from lectures and when the student has fallen asleep during the first lecture everything that follows becomes a meaningless cloud.   The Accused would just sit in front of  the figures during the exercise periods not knowing what he was supposed to do with them or, if he did, why or for what purposes the statistical tests were to be used.   All that was required indeed could have been written on one side of  sheet of  foolscap, or modern A4, notepaper.  But the Accused continued in fear and incomprehension and relied instead on elementary probability theory and the binomial theorem (but was not unequivocally convinced that his calculations were correct or that they would be regarded as acceptable).

Accused-mum, as part of  her social workers’ course,  had been required to conduct a survey.   So she called at various neighbours with her questionnaire - and quite possibly in explaining the questions she might have biased the responses in favour of  her expectations.   However, she did conduct the survey.   Had she invented the results it is unlikely that anyone would have known the difference (though names and addresses were required to permit checking up - which was unlikely).   A number of  Accused-mum’s surveys were, however, excluded from the collective result because they were atypical.   The weekly incomes of  five employees of  the Mega Corporation are £14, £14, £13, £549,349, £13,5.   It avoids embarrassment, when calculating the average, to exclude the Chairman’s salary as atypical.    Similarly one hundred psychiatric patients were interviewed in turn by five psychiatrists and 100% (except for those excluded because they had had insufficient ECT) reported feeling better after receiving electroconvulsive therapy whereas the same hundred when interviewed by the Accused stated that they had felt worse.   The Accused had been using the wrong techniques and had obtained the incorrect result and his findings therefore had to be eliminated as atypical.   The Accused felt, however, that the sociologists were faking results.    The students who had supposedly carried out surveys informed the others of  their results so that there was a convergence towards an expected norm.   Such convergence towards an expectation can take place for many reasons.   The Accused, during subsequent years, was to devise methods of  calculating or deducing the ‘correct’ figures or conclusions from published figures or conclusions

In ancient times, there were few scientists.   Those that there were either protected at universities and under no pressure to maintain productivity - or else they were so rich that they did not depend on productivity.   Scientists were either so rich that they did not depend on a career and wage or else were people who would not have been able to earn a living anyway.   They were eccentrics who were not afraid to perceive or  state the truth or who told the truth despite being averse to being burnt at the stake.   In the latter twentieth century, however, there were millions of  scientists  all competing for funds and honours.   Science students were trained to make discoveries but to pass examinations - to obtain the predetermined results.   Increasingly scientists were paid to justify particular conclusions or to conduct investigations based on dubious premises and increasingly scientists became so specialised that they were unable to see the wood for lack of  trees.

Nevertheless, in l963 it greatly shouted and whispered that scientists of  the past had faked their results.   One reason for this (amongst others) was that results which are unlikely on assumption of  the null hypothesis may also be unlikely on the assumption of  the experimental hypothesis.   Thus, if  35.5% of  lawyers are compulsive liars,  then if  each of  twenty independent samples of  two hundred lawyers has in it exactly seventy compulsive liars then the results are more probable on the hypothesis that they have been compiled by a lawyer than that they are taken from a population 35.5% of  whom are compulsive liars.  Professor Zangwill openly declared that Sir Cyril Burt, a l930s person, had faked his results.   Others said so privately.   It was even alleged that Gregor Mendel, who had discovered the laws of  genetic transmission, though his findings were correct, produced figures that were too close to the statistical ideal [though in practice proportions in relatively small samples remarkably often are miraculously close to those in an infinitely large ‘parent’ population].   The Accused imagined that Cambridge students were selected so as to belong to minute minority who neither deliberately nor unintentionally distorted or misreported perceptions - outcasts from the norm.

The Accused was to find during his project, however, that it is not so easy to avoid misrepresentation of  results.   If  it is not proved that the rats, with disconnected visual cortices, can respond to moving patterns,  it is not proved that they cannot respond.   It is generally believed that it is impossible to prove a negative.   There is always what the medic calls a probability greater than zero.   So the objective becomes to find some way of  showing that the rats respond and then to find errors or alternative explanations.   In theory the experimental method and method of  analysing results is determined before the experiment commences.   But the experimenter may feel that some runs have  been badly conducted and wish to exclude them or  else he may change or improve the technique.   Or he may even forget which rat is which, or  which rat is has which pattern associated with the food or  he may be unable to decipher the recorded results.  In such a case,  he should begin the experiment all over again.   He may feel reluctant to admit that he has after n weeks, months or years not got any results or has had to put them aside because of  what might be a simple error.   If  he does find what seems to be a consistent trend, he may then, if  a deadline is approaching, accidentally or deliberately manufacture a few more readings to confirm the trend.   The Accused began to suspect that for every series of published results there were another twenty which had not been published.   Tests of  statistical significance might therefore not be so significant.   Furthermore, the Accused suspected,  so many scientific papers were being published that figures within say an alleged 0.01% level of  significance could regularly crop up by accident.   In some cases this in an irredeemable source of  potential error.   Thus we may find that lawyers are more likely to be afflicted with heart attacks than doctors.   But we have also conducted an investigation to discover whether more lawyers than doctors wear black suits, are Freemasons., are compulsive liars, attended Public Schools, eat cornflakes for breakfast,  have convictions for alcoholism....There have been so many surveys that the occasional apparently highly convincing result will be obtained by accident.   But we cannot check up on this because there is only a limited number of  lawyers and doctors and we cannot enlarge the sample sufficiently to remove the aforesaid error.   In the case of  studies of  rats in mazes, however,  there are defences.   Enough trials can be conducted so that the required level of significance is reached even including the results of  aborted experiments.  So if  the experimenter messes up the first five thousand runs,  he can conduct another million runs and, when he decides that that method too is inadequate he can conduct another billion.   He can find a method  such that the more trials are conducted,  the closer the total converges to some overall result - and the experiment can be repeated by other workers independently (though they may be using exactly the same technique and may thus be making the same error).

The Accused was unable to persuade the rats to choose preferentially the pattern which signalled the presence of  the food.    Usually, when in maze experiment the rat either chooses the ‘right’ alternative,  that which leads to the food, or  the ‘wrong’ alternative, which doesn’t.   So the observer can right down the outcome of  a series of  trials on order RWWRRRWWWWWR or, more usually, RWWRWRRRRRRR.   The Accused was not able to persuade his rats to choose the right alternative.   However he did notice that individual rats produced runs of  Ws and runs of  Rs.   As far as he was aware, nobody had previously thought of  analysing the pattern of  Ws and Rs rather than merely counting them.   So eventually he came to the conclusion that his findings supported the hypothesis that the rat tended to chose the same pattern it had chosen previously.    The results for individual rats, and for all the rats together, were tabulated in squares subdivided into four squares so as to count the number of  cases of  RR, WW. WR and  RW (or which pattern followed which rather than R or W).   The previous response was repeated on approximately two thirds of  occasions.  The Accused felt that his method was better than that of  counting the number of  Rs and Ws and could be used also where that method would have been effective. 

The Accused’s project, in retrospect, had some merits.   It was a genuine psychological investigation and, had it produced positive results, these would have been of  interest.   It is surely one of  the purposes of  these student projects to demonstrate the difficulties encountered during research.   The Accused’s method of  analysing results was an innovation which could have been adopted in other investigations.  On the other hand,  the project was apparently intellectually undemanding - repetitive labour - and was easily understood.   Many of  the projects were very impressive because they were  incomprehensible to the other students!   The Accused had not himself performed the operations on the rats.   Although two of  these rats, survivors from an earlier trial carried out many years previously, died during the experiment, it would not be known until the rats died how accurately the operation had been  performed.   It seemed that there was a clear preference for repeating the previous response, but the progress that had been made during the time available was limited.   It might have been helpful as a preliminary to perform a more general comparison of  the physiology and in particular of  responses to light or  objects in the presumptive visual field of  the experimental rats as compared with ‘normal’ laboratory rats.   If there indeed was a tendency to repeat responses, additional experiments might have been conducted - such as hiding the patterns behind screens or inserting both patterns into the same perfume (to remove possible olfactory stimuli).   As far as is known the Accused did conduct trials without food pellets and the preference for repeating responses remained.    The results, per se, were not convincing and needed repeating - but since the rats were growing old and there were nowhere any similarly operated rats this was unlikely to happen.    Catharine al Saudi criticises this experiment on the grounds that the rats were ‘vivisected’.   Whether or not the operation  (performed under anaesthesia) comes within the definition,  it could nevertheless only be performed by one of  the few veterinary surgeons licenced to perform such operations: another reason for the experiment being unlikely to be repeated.   The Accused was the only person in his generation likely to become veterinary neurosurgeon - and he didn’t.   The Accused did not himself perform the ‘vivisection’ and did not think that any moral misgivings affecting that affected the morality of  investigating the rats after the operation had been performed.   Psychologists and physiologists in those days saw animal experiments as the only way of  establishing facts which  applied also to humans.  If  experimental operations on animals are immoral, there would have to be increasing reliance on observations on animals (and people) who have undergone damage through accidents (and subsequent post mortem examination).  In recent times, there has been an intense campaign against a private company based in Cambridge which tests the effects of  drugs on animals (including determination of  what doses kill what percentage thereof.  The decerebrate cats then extensively used in demonstrations to physiology students or used by the students when conducting  investigations were then no regarded as living organisms whose use required any special licence from the Home Office.   It would be very difficult to pursue modern medicine,  including the attempts to eradicate infectious diseases which have been very troublesome in Africa, without animal experimentation.   But maybe it is immoral.

Professor  Zangwill, who lived in a small terraced house near the river, insisted that all the senior workers in the psychology department have animal pets - so as to dissuade the impression that animals were inanimate robots.   He himself  arrived daily accompanied by two enormous Borzois which then reclined in his office.   It is unlikely that a Professor had the power to enforce such an edict, but the senior psychologists cooperated with it nevertheless and a selection of  impressive dogs lived in departmental offices.   Professor  Zangwill had in the past surveyed the evidence affecting cerebral dominance as regards handedness and speech.   It is usual for the left hemisphere to be dominant for handedness (and the subject is then right handed) and also for the left hemisphere to be dominant for speech.   In such cases, the right hemisphere has additional functions as an ‘association area’.    Pure dominance of  the right hemisphere for handedness is rare - the dominance in left handed people being shared to some extent by the right hemisphere.   It is generally supposed that the same hemisphere generally is  dominant for both speech and handedness,  that is to say, right handed people have their motor speech area on the left and left handed  people have it on the right.   The author does not know whether Zangwill regarded his studies as refuting this, but it seemed to the Accused that they suggested that the association was only apparent because in the great majority of  cases speech dominance was on the left and in the great majority handedness dominance was on the left - so in the great majority of  people dominance for both was on the left, giving an impression of  a correlation when in fact,  there was none and left handed people regularly had their Broca’s area on the left and people with a Broca’s area on the right regularly were right handed.

Professor  Zangwill was a kindly gentleman.   When it came to the students presenting their projects he made only ‘positive’ comments.   The Accused’s unimpressive project did not take many minutes to present.   Since the Accused found that easier, he did not prepare a presentation.   The Professor was remarkably polite.  He could just have dismissed the project as a failed simple experiment conducted by a bungler but instead reaffirmed that the function of  the superior colliculus was, as yet, not clearly determined,  that previous investigations had been no less inconclusive and that The Accused’s method of  tabulating and analysing the results was a creative innovation.

Mr. Watson continued, as during the previous year, to nominate a topic for an essay every week and would then recite a great catalogue of  books and scientific papers to which the Accused should refer.   He would cite the papers from memory, citing the year and month of  the journal and even the page number!    The Accused, unfortunately, was affected by the need, explained previously, to perform magnificently, but, at the same time, was aware that this was unlikely to happen.   He therefore tried to hard and overestimated the standard required.   In particular, he supposed that a much higher standard was required in the Pt ll than in the Pt l (or so in those topics which were included in the Pt l).   Little more was required, for examination purposes, than to read and remember the contents of  textbooks.   Even where the textbook was not sufficient, he could have learnt what was therein and then if necessary built around it from information picked up elsewhere.   Instead the Accused supposed that the textbooks were relevant only to the Pt l and that some other textbooks, which he did not have,  if, indeed, any textbooks, were required for the Pt ll.   The Accused did not look at textbooks and relied entirely on the original papers and specialist texts.   The Psychology library was not open at night, there might be a queue for some of  the scientific journals and, as is usual in scientific departmental libraries, there were no modern books available - though the Accused while sitting in the library consumed a great deal of forgotten ancient literature!  Much of  it was not as impressive as portrayed in modern reviews!   Mr. Watson, as others had done previously, insisted that the Accused was expected to get ‘at least a 2.1’ - of which there was no chance!   The Accused considered there to be no hope since there was a practical exam and because he had inadequate knowledge of  statistics...and the material was far too much to cram into two months.  The Accused was not being coached to pass exams.  His sessions with Mr. Watson were devoted to theoretical discussion and not to the content of  exam questions.   Mr. Watson was a behaviour theorist.   The Accused himself was inclined towards behaviour theory (the study of  behaviour as objectively observed rather than as subjectively interpreted.  Its first pioneer was also called Alan Watson).   So they mainly discussed behaviour theory!

There was a course of  lectures by each of  the representatives of  varying specialities -  Dr Broadbent on Industrial Psychology, Alice Heim on intelligence and personality tests, Alan Watson on behaviour theory.   The departmental professor at Cambridge was regularly the most outstanding teacher and  gave a course of  lectures summarising the entire course in comprehensible terms.   Professor  Zangwill was so too and also lectured on covered material not covered by other lecturers - such as psychoanalysis and some aspects of  physiological psychology.   On the subject of  personality theory, Dr Zangwill would mischievously comment that his more right wing rival in London,  Professor Eysenk, had in his youth been a shy ‘introverted’ character and had become more ‘extroverted’ (and also bulkier) with advancing years.  One of  the intelligence and personality testers - not Dr Heim on this occasion chose to try out on the students the Cattell Inventory, used by Mensa, which is intended for subjects who register above average test scores.  Unfortunately,  for Cambridge Pt ll students it was rather easy.  It also contains one question in which in the Accused’s view the ‘official’ answer is incorrect.   According to Dr Heim spurious questions are sometimes inserted into tests (particularly personality tests) to discover whether subjects were cheating - and the Accused insisted that the given answer was incorrect - with the lecturer insisting on finding excuses to justify the given answer without considering the possibility that the Accused’s alternative was correct.   The Accused therefore scored 59/60 instead of  the par score of  60/60.  Several students, or at least one, claimed to have scored 60 (They marked their own papers).   Several claimed 59.  Since the Accused considered the test flawed and the score of  59 infra-dig by the time the lecturer had reached 55 the Accused had not yet put his hand up - and therefore he assumed that the Accused must be a thickie!

Mr. Watson asked the Accused, one week, to write an essay on psychiatry (The views of  Freud, Adler, Jung, Bowlby, Klein, Anna Freud and so forth were a separate issue).   He recited a catalogue of  large standard textbooks of  psychiatry.   So, in this week, the Accused read these enormous tomes from end to end - though such catalogues of  ill-defined syndromes  defined in terms of  symptoms seemed  simplistic and to make little contribution to science.  A local psychiatrist with a double barrelled name held a lecture course on psychiatry.    This consisted of  listing the various named syndromes and lists of  characteristics (“the features of  depression are...”).   No evidence was presented that discrete entities deserving of  separate names existed or that there was any reason to suppose or pretend they existed.   Once these imaginary syndromes (to wit, depression and schizophrenia) had been invented,  then everything that presented was a mixed syndrome and alleged expertese could be compounded by inventing hybrid names to cover every possibility - to that the proliferation of  expertese would eventually create as many hybrid names as there were possible combinations of  named alleged syndromes.   The Accused felt greatly humiliated by this unscientific rubbish.   His father was a psychiatrist and he felt that presentation of  psychiatry as classification with no scientific basis disgraced his father and himself.

The Accused approached the Pt ll examination with a sense of  hopelessness because there was a practical examination.   The practical examination, moreover, was to be interrupted by an interview or oral.  The Accused feared that that would leave him with insufficient time and also that he could not be in a mood simultaneously for a practical examination and an interview.   As it turned out the practical examination, which was perhaps intended less seriously than the Accused supposed, involved pushing a model car along a table and correlating the length travelled with the subjective assessment of  force.   The major purpose of  the practical examination, it was believed, was to produce some figures which were to be subjected to statistical analysis.   Some instructions were given on how to conduct this experiment.   The Accused would have preferred the invigilator to shut up, omit his incomprehensible instructions and let him think for himself.   Probably any interpretation of  this experiment would have sufficed.   There were then a number of  simple statistical tests which could be used or invented to demonstrate whether or not there was a correlation between the alleged forces and the distances.   Although the Accused recalls little about the experiment and a great deal about his confusion and inadequacy, it is likely that all that was required was an experiment taking no more than two minutes and a simple statistical analysis.   The Accused would have taken dozens of  readings, been confused at what he had recorded, unable to explain in writing what he had done and would have added an incomprehensible scribble purporting to be an analysis using the binomial theorem.

The Accused was used to ‘practicals’ being the be all and end all of  exams and assumed he always failed them.   He therefore had no hopes regarding any other aspect of  the examination.   There were numerous three hour written papers - though these papers all contained questions referring to various aspects of  the subject rather than each paper concentrating of some specific aspect.   The Accused could not have expected in any case to perform adequately.   However it was his bad luck that the examiner was Dr Weisskrantz.    The Accused was in the habit of  treating each question as a logical exercise to be thought out, rather than as an opportunity for reciting a catalogue of  scientific papers.   Dr Weisskranz, however, was an American and adopted the American approach of  memorising the authors of  a catalogue of  scientific papers and citing their alleged findings as summarised by textbook.   This rarely produces a very enlightened or  conclusive analysis and the Accused regarded it as idiocy.   With any other examiner the Accused’s approach might have been appreciated.   Dr Weisskrantz’s pupil, Lewis Lane, appeared particularly to enjoy the examination.    After the last paper Lewis collared the Accused to enthuse about his (Lewis’s) essay on Imprinting,  a repetition of  an essay he had recently had to write for his tutor Dr Wiesskranz.   Lewis expected to do very well.   The Accused privately was shocked at what he was told.   The term ‘imprinting’ had not appeared in the psychology course, but as the Accused understood it - it is so used by zoologists - it was used by Dr Tinbergen to refer to the annexation by the animal of  the images it picks up from the environment early in life and attaches to instinctive behaviour.   Thus a cat may  imprint the image of  a  human it met as a kitten as its mummy or a  Public School Boy may imprint the image of  a matron with a cane as the supreme authority figure.   Lewis was however using the term in some entirely different sense, which, it turns out, was the sense used by Dr Weisskranz and  Lewis’s comments seemed to the Accused superficial and naive.   The Accused felt that Lewis was overestimating his chances.  Nevertheless, out of  the sixty or more students on the course that year,  Lewis turned out to the only one awarded first class honours!   Lewis was a bright lad who took the subject seriously,  but to the Accused this added unpleasantly to previous evidence of  first class honours being awarded to the pupils of  the examiners or  students who had previous knowledge of  the papers.  The Accused, although he could not expect more, was awarded lower second class honours.    Such a grade is adequate for the person who has a job or career and takes a university degree for amusement or kudos, but as far as the Accused was concerned such a grade was failure - completely useless.   It hardly seems just that so much work, performed in the adverse circumstances of  the parental means test and the persecution by his mother, should end in a qualification that is of  no value - especially since such easy degrees were awarded by other universities and considered of  higher status.   A lower second class degree or  a fail degree can be the preliminary to some professional qualification, but such professional qualifications are only open to members of  social classes - and the Accused belonged to none.      
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