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Accused-dad at some point in this story was eager to watch a play written by his patient at Wormwood Scrubbs, Joe Orton, which was being  performed at the Sloane Square theatre.   The author is puzzled at The Accused’s allegation that Orton has written an excellent representation of  Accused-dad, though The Accused alleges also that he was himself was not familiar with his father in that guise.  One of  Orton’s plays is entitled ‘Loot’ -  Accused-dad’s pronunciation of  ‘lout’.

Joe Orton turns out to have been a person known to The Accused as ‘John’ - which was his name - though The Accused was also known as John to Orton, though John was not his name.   The Accused was often called John, partly because of  John is a common name and partly because of an alleged resemblance to John Lennon.   Again, at some time in the story - and it could not have been by many  years removed from the time under present discussion -  The Accused met Orton in Leicester.   Orton introduced himself with the original chat up line “Are you gay?”.

“Sometimes.”, answered The Accused.

“When people say yes”, answered Orton, “I say yes.   When they say no, I say no...and when they say sometimes I say sometimes....”

Mr Orton took The Accused on a tour of  the streets pointing out the alleged gay people and  giving to the ignorant Accused an explanation of their current activities.   He was however reciting the obvious rather than the wisdom of  experience and The Accused felt that his assessments might well be naive and erroneous.

The Accused also objected to Orton’s use of  the word ‘gay’ which had recently appeared frequently in  newspapers which claimed that ‘gay’ was the latest fashion in the U.S.A..   This was neither a British word, said The Accused, not a British concept.   At any rate,  it was not a Leicester concept.   It implied that friendships were formed on the basis of  gender preferences.   They were so only if  people were trained or trained themselves to do so and to do so was undesirable and pathological.   John had perhaps picked up this terminology in the United States.   John that he had recently been in Canada.

 The Accused claims however not to have met his parents between  from November l964 until he returned to Leicester, probably in April l964!  The Accused lived very frugally after temporally leaving the college but he does not report himself as starving or in the dire straits he describes during his early months at the college.  Yet, during this period, he is not known to have had any income!   He returned to Leicester under the impression that his parents would be in London - because his father was working there.  He even considered that the two pound a week rent for his lodgings on Romford Road might be cheap enough to justify, in the long term, their retention - though he eventually stopped paying.   However, on the day after his return to Leicester, to his astonishment, his parents arrived.   It turns out that Accused-dad had a lengthy arrears in holidays which he was compelled either to take or  to sacrifice.   However,  The Accused know of  no reason for his father’s absence from work and was worried that he was defaulting.   He wondered whether his parents had somehow discovered he had returned to Leicester -but there was no known way they could have done.   The Accused also claims that he did not tell his parents he had left the college.

From the moment his parents arrived, Accused-mum started pressurising him to accept an admission to the Maudsley Hospital.   She was utterly obsessed, repeating her self continuously, as if  she had been hypnotised, using language that was not her own.   This would go on without interruption all day and well into the night,  The Accused being at times detained in the kitchen, his father guarding the door, with his mother repeating herself again and again.   If  he tried to escape from the house,  his mother would chase after him, declaring that if  he left the door would be bolted and he would not be allowed back in!   Accused-dad’s contribution was to repeat Accused-mum’s words during her occasional intermissions.   The Accused was utterly exhausted through lack of  sleep because of  this uninterrupted badgering.  On one occasion he was so tired that he departed to his bedroom at night to go to sleep only for his mother to chase after him yelling that he was trying to escape from ‘the truth’.

The Accused during this period decided he wanted to take a bath.  “What is the matter?”, scoffed his mother, “Do people say you smell”.  “I have not got time to give you a bath!”, she yelled (though The Accused was a grown up man and did not need his mother to bathe him).   Then she insisted that he take the bath in the kitchen sink so that she could reach him.  When he refused she would not back down, yelling and yelling that he must get into the kitchen sink.   The Accused knew his mother as a person who once she had an idea in her head would not give in until she had had her way...but suddenly she paused as if a thought, voice or command had struck her and made no further mention of  bathing in the kitchen sink.

On another occasion, after The Accused had gone to bed,  Accused-mum came into his bedroom and knelt down beside it as she used to do before he was five years old and before the Little Hans Style Crisis and announced: “I am glad you are not good looking.  It means you can never be a homosexual.”   It was later claimed by The Accused’s acquaintances that his mother was here mistaken, but it is not known in which of  her two allegations (not attractive or not homosexual).   The Accused may have been affected by such denigration by his mother because in the past it had been so persistent.   But on this occasion he supposed it to be more wishful thinking which was unaffected by the validity or otherwise of  the allegations made.   Accused-mum was reverting to the time he had been a small child, before the breakdown of  his relationship with his mother brought about by the Little-Hans-style crisis.   

Perhaps this was the effect of  the menopause.   Perhaps she was lamenting that she had never had any other children and was never to do so.    In later years Accused-mum was to say that when she had procured Briarwood she had hoped it would resound with the sound of  happy children ..but instead it was to be a haven of  loneliness and misery.    Accused-dad also would confide that perhaps it would have been better had Accused-mum had numerous children.  But  Accused-mum had made such a fuss over the alleged pains suffered during The Accused’s birth and had apparently shown such reluctance to have further children that nobody had encouraged her to have further children when she was thought to be asking for confirmation of  her own decision to undergo any more pregnancies. Similarly,  Accused-mum might have preferred The Accused to marry and have children - but her apparent jealousy, selfishness,  inability to brook  a rival,  the parental means test on students’ grants,  The Accused being tied to Briarwood while he was tyrannized by his mother - and the bar on his establishing his independence through the admission to the Maudsley Hospital that followed was to prevent The Accused ever from marrying and having a family of  his own - an exigency engineered by Accused-mum!

The Accused would get up in the morning, before his parents got up, to collect his post and then go back to bed.   He considers it unlikely that his parents had gotten up before him and then themselves gone back to bed.   Nevertheless all his letters - though not his parents’ - had been steamed open and resealed, as witnessed by the rim of  glue surrounding the flap.   It was not clear to him what interest M.I.5 had in chess fixtures - and other information relevant to his chess clubs - which was what these letters contained!  Why didn’t they ask him directly, he wondered.

The Accused recalls a period of  weeks during which his mother repeatedly exhorted him to go to the Maudsley Hospital but during which she did not respond to his replies and apparently was not even aware of  what he said.   The Accused was unable to discover any reason why he should go to the Maudsley Hospital nor whence his mother had obtained this idea.  Accused-dad also denied that he had visited the London Hospital but The Accused then believed the Dean’s story that Accused-dad was the originator of  the Maudsley Hospital notion and that he had called on the Dean to demand it.   This belief, which did not enhance The Accused’s trust of  his father, turns out likely to have been mistaken.   The Accused however  was most certainly not going to the Maudsley Hospital.  

The Accused felt puzzled that his mother should be so insistent that he go to the Maudsley Hospital.   Her anxiety was likely to arise from her fear that Accused-dad was going to bring lady friends to Briarwood.   Accused-mum regularly displaced this anxiety by casting from her mind her suspicions about Accused-dad and instead making rabid obsessional accusations of  homosexuality against The Accused.    Whatever may or may not have been the fact,  Accused-mum had no evidence whatsoever for her accusations,  they had been made against innocent friends and they must be regarded as psychotic delusions.   To Accused-mum’s mind - the complexities of  her  Neobowlbyite ideology have already been discussed - homosexuality was the reason for going onto a psychiatric ward and the prevention of  homosexuality (the meaning of  which in the Neobowlbyite sense has been discussed) was the purpose of  psychiatry.  Nevertheless,  surely it was not in Accused-mum’s interest for  The Accused to be gotten out of  the way, making it easier for Accused-dad to import girlfriends should she be absent!  Accused-mum’s obsessions were not rational in a fully objective sense but in the context of  a very narrow set of  motivations or short term interests which controlled her behaviour there was always an explanation.  Whatever could be the explanation of  Accused-mum’s obsession that The Accused go to the Maudsley Hospital.   Also - why should Accused-dad want The Accused out of the way?  Surely  Accused-mum would not give him the chance to import a girlfriend?

The author wishes to treat as a separate issue the investigation into what was or had been going on in the background to explain this admission,  but at this point nevertheless it might clarify understanding to reveal that Accused-mum was planning to go on a holiday to Holland with the Anglo-German Medical Association, to mother its President,  Professor Mitchell  (of physic, i.e Medicine) at Cambridge.   This she supposed to be the first occasion she had ever abandoned The Accused and Accused-dad to their own devices.   This led to another issue - and almost certainly the major issue motivating the obsession - that in her absence Accused-dad might give money to The Accused!  It turns out that Accused-dad did invite Ms Enorme to Briarwood while Accused-mum was in Holland and The Accused at the Maudsley!   Had The Accused been aware that his mother was planning a holiday he would no longer have supposed there was any major mystery and he would never have been tricked into the admission to the Maudsley Hospital.

However eventually Accused-mum became more aware of  The Accused’s questions.  She would not tell him why he should go to the Maudsley Hospital.  Nor would she tell him whose idea it was.  However, she very emphatically denied that there was any connection with the London Hospital,  denied that she or Accused-dad had visited the hospital and emphatically denied that she had ever met the Dean of  the London Hospital.   She did however mention that Dr Last, known to her as a ‘German’ (i.e. hostile), had a very inimical attitude towards The Accused and had complained that The Accused had addressed him with the words ‘Can I help you?’.   The reader will recall that when The Accused uttered these words Dr Last was not known to be masturbating but The Accused was rescuing him from a different embarrassing situation.   Accused-mum however refused to listen to The Accused’s attempts to explain the circumstances of  this comment and did so until a month before she died - and was then astonished at the explanation and admitted, as she had already come to admit regularly, that in engineering the admission to the Maudsley she had made a foolish error.   The Accused assumed that Dr Last had met Accused-mum at some meeting of  the Anglo-German Medical Society,  had been chatting neutrally and Accused-mum, as always, had supposed that The Accused was being subject to criticism.

Later, however, Accused-mum assured The Accused that the suggestion that The Accused go to the Maudsley Hospital came from no source connected with The Accused.   It had no connection with The Accused’s affairs and there existed no allegation whatsoever against The Accused.   However,  if  The Accused did not accept an admission to the Maudsley Hospital under the care of  Sir Aubrey Lewis,  Accused-dad would lose his job.   The tragedy of  this is that The Accused believed this.  He supposed he was to go to the Maudsley, sacrificing his career to save his father’s.   He was astonished at the lack of  help he obtained from his parents despite the hardships he was to suffer because this admission had taken place.  However, at least he expected his parents to tell the truth after his father’s retirement.   Instead,  he was subjected to abuse, told he had misbehaved at the London Hospital, generated ‘complaints’, brought disgrace to his family and not saved his father’s career but damaged it!  Accused-mum admitted that her claim had been a lie to persuade The Accused to accept the proposed admission.

The story that there should be some demand, without there being any criticism of  The Accused, that The Accused enter the Maudsley Hospital without there being any allegation whatsoever against The Accused may seem bizarre but nevertheless The Accused considered it feasible, though Accused-mum would not know the reason for it.   It may appear from an earlier account that the notion that The Accused go to the Maudsley Hospital had in some way originated at the London Hospital or been introduced by Accused-dad.   This had, however, never really been a serious possibility or suggestion at the London Hospital.   Accused-mum swore blind that the present suggestion had no connection with the London Hospital and there was no reason to suppose that it did.   It had reached the London Hospital via some other source which was also the source of  the present suggestion.

Whatever the explanation of  the admission or demand for an admission, it is certain to arise from one factor -  the rabid antagonism and paranoia of  the Military Officer  Class against other social classes,  those who proved themselves competitively or  through their talents rather than through their birth and against the grammar school pupil.   This antagonism directed by the Nazis against the Bolshies dominated every issue in British politics and indeed European politics.  The Accused supposed that the problems arose through The Accused being friendly with workers at G.C.H.Q. (known then merely as ‘Secret Service’) which was apolitical,  manned by scientists and mathematicians and not exclusively Public School.   Accused-dad had or was associated with a different  Secret Service -and the armed forces,  War Office and Ministry of  Health were strongly pro-Public School or Nazi.   Accused-dad had made himself vulnerable to blackmail and exposure through his dalliance with Ms Enorme.

The particular vehicle of  this prejudice The Accused took to be the Anglo-German Medical Association, which had made an Anschluss over the Austrians.    Government ministries annexed organisations of  various foreign nationals to use them for espionage or subversion or cultivated them as ‘sleepers’ for future usage.   The Accused assumed that the Anglo-German Medical Association was a cold war subversive organisation sponsored by the War Office.   The Accused may have come to this conclusion from his general knowledge of  underground politics without any direct evidence against the Anglo-German Medical Association.   However, we have already seen how Accused-mum, portrayed as the Egg Lady in three act play written by Mr Thomas, unwittingly smuggled betting slips to Cardiff!   She had been accused of  being a spy in the l930s and interviewed by no less than Alan Sillitoe whom we know to have later been chief of  MI5 (though Accused-mum may not have done).   In this connection The Accused felt that she may more have been regarded as security risk because of  her naivety (in relation to Accused-dad’s activities).  In future years Accused-mum was to make innumerable trips abroad, largely to Iron Curtain countries,  simply vanishing without informing The Accused in advance.   Partly, it is true, this was through sponsorship by the Workers’ Educational Association.   Eventually The Accused came across Anglo-German Medical Association membership lists.  Was she aware, he asked Accused-mum,  that there were on these lists, openly, the name of  numerous apparently non-medical, non-German, employees of  the War Office.   Did she know that the Association was openly admitted to be organised from the War Office - whereas the Austrians were more regarded as the property of  the less reactionary Home Office (to which Accused-dad had a long-term attachment).   Indeed, she had been well aware of  these facts, she replied.  However, she had assumed that the War Office had shown this generosity out of the generosity of  their own hearts.  What, really!!  Had she never even suspected there might be another motive?  Oh yes, she said, his allegations had always been well known.   Jews and Austrians had for the most part regarded this as a Nazi organisation and had therefore refused to join.   The Accused’s however had joined in the hope of  breaking what they believed to be an unjustified prejudice!

But why should the Nazis be so worried about The Accused?  Did they perhaps suspect that he was aware of  some Ministry of  Defence Secret which he might reveal to G.C.H.Q..   He was, indeed, aware of  numerous Ministry of  Defence secrets.   Some have been related in the previous paragraph!  But only the Ministry of  Defence supposed that the opposition was interested in these or  could not work them out for themselves.   To such as The Accused and his alleged associates what the  War Office supposed to be a secret was obvious without being told - and of  no interest beyond demonstrating that the Public  School was out of  touch with contemporary reality!   Nevertheless The Accused pondered and pondered whether he had noticed some secret which might be to the Public School of  stupendous importance -maybe in connection with Rudolf Hess.   We have seen already that the facts relating to Rudolf Hess differ very markedly from the official story - and there are other significant secrets in earlier chapters - but The Accused was not aware in l964 that these were major secrets, even that some of  the discrepancies with the official stories existed!

The Accused supposed however that the agitation was connected with another issue.   It was suggested that The Accused was going to travel to  Russia with the London University Chess Club.   But there was a rumour that would inevitably arise from this.   The Accused was a political whiz-kid recorded in KGB files as Britain’s next chief of  espionage!   This meant sitting at a desk doing nothing - but as yet The Accused was still prepared to amuse himself with the more storybook-like that there were banned for government employees.   It was not even permissible for government employees to travel to Russia!   This was very convenient for KGB5.   This is the name The Accused has coined for the British Public School and its opposite numbers in the USSR.   These were people still rooted in l930s politics,  politics in which there had to be an enemy in the sense that Hitler was an enemy and in which the technological and scientific advances they did not understand and the industrial or  economic subterfuge they did not understand either but which was now the main issue played no part!   They had to preserve the cold war.   The snag was that just about nobody in the West and nobody in the USSR actually wanted a Cold War or any other sort of  war.   If  this leaked out,  KGB5 were out of  a  job!  So KGB5 made sure that  communications between the two alleged enemy blocks did not exist!  If  The Accused sneaked off to the USSR there was a high chance of  the cat  jumping out of  the bag!

There was also a specific issue.   At that time Jews were being victimised in parts of  the USSR and this was the excuse for them emigrating to Israel to kill Arabs or to occupy Arab lands.   The Russian government tried to prevent this on the pretext that together with Britain it had assumed the role of  official peace negotiator between the Israelis and it its fellow Arabs.   The Accused went even further in this bizarre politics of peace between Jewish and Muslim Arabs.   He considered that the Western states should mind their own business and that the Israelis and other Middle Eastern Countries should form an economic union much on the lines of  the future E.C..  This admittedly might be inconvenient to The Accused as a Westerner living in a country that depended on the petrol - but nevertheless his microcosmic experience in chess organisation had taught him that such bizarre concessions to the independence of   others in the long run save a lot of trouble and turn out to be in everyone’s best interests!   What was presently relevant, however, was that the persecution of  Jews and the trouble created by the Jewish emigration was highly convenient to KGB5.   Anything that caused trouble for or  discredit of  the USSR was convenient to KGB5.   There was therefore an unholy or unlikely alliance between the British Public School or Nazis and the Zionists.   The Accused however did not regard such an alliance as unlikely or unusual!   The word ‘Zionist’ maybe has several meanings and may be applied to well intentioned and honourable people - but The Accused more had in mind the Zionist who is more the supreme antisemite, causing persecution of  Jews the world over through unnecessary hostility towards Arabs.   In The Accused’s view, the great majority of  Jews disapproved of such people, but did not dare so (for fear of  being persecuted by the ‘Zionists’).   It was also in any case a familiar occurrence to find Jews in the most extremist Nazi organisations - a psychology that has already been discussed.   The Accused had a pragmatical view towards politics and persecution.   Mr Kruschev and his boys in Moscow could not possibly exert control over the whole vast USSR.   Indeed, they might not know what was going on!   Persecution took place on economic grounds.   The Accused was persecuted at the London Hospital.   This could be explained by saying that he bore this label or that,  but  the underlying reason was that club members feared that their closed shop would be broken and that they would not be able to earn a living.   If  Jews were persecuted in some part of  the USSR this was not because they were Jews but because they did not belong to some other club which feared loss of  economic security (or had lost it).   So, it did not seem that it would be too difficult to discover the cause.   Having discovered the cause, The Accused felt, it would not be too difficult to find a solution.   So indeed The Accused may well have intended once in Russia to travel further afield in the USSR and may have had so unrealistic a self assessment of  his linguistic abilities that he supposed that he could pick up the various obscure languages spoken with no difficulty!

Let the truth come out!  The Accused did wish to join this London University chess team travelling to Russia.   Moreover, since every one else would get cold feet he would end up playing on top board.    He would  offer to this out of  self sacrifice not claiming to be the strongest player.   However, since he was amongst friends and a long way from Accused-mum he would also win all his games!   Maybe he would stay in Russia,  but whether so or not, indeed he did intend to hive off to more remote parts to deal with these political problems.   The question of  whether he was under any official commission to do so is irrelevant.   It was quite obvious he would do this.   He would also thereby have averted tragedies taking place in the region of  Israel and Palestine at the time of  writing!

The Accused guessed therefore that one motive behind the intended admission to the Maudsley Hospital was to create a ‘psychiatric history’ to prevent him from becoming a Civil Servant.   His alleged merit after all was that he was intellectually infallible -  and as Mick Broadhurst was to say in future years: “A person has to be mad to consult a psychiatrist”.   To enter the Maudsley Hospital was to all conception idiocy and The Accused would not be in a position to make excuses.    The other motive behind the admission was to prevent The Accused from travelling to Russia with the London University Chess Team.

There may  have been very little in l964 to justify this particular conspiracy theory beyond that it was the only explanation known to The Accused.   However,  over the years the assumptions and guesses made by The Accused rather than being refuted have been confirmed and a very strong case exists in favour of  this theory.   On the other hand,  it also appears that there exist much more banal explanations.   Where there are conspiracies or  concealments of  facts,  regularly explanations involving major political plots are confirmed even though a trivial explanation is later proved to be the actual cause.   Indeed,  a catalogue of  different conspiracy theories proves to be progressively more and more confirmed rather than being eliminated by the evidence (other than in the sense of  other theories also being confirmed).   The author cannot swear that he knows the explanation of  this phenomenon of  emergence of  multiple conspiratorial causes - but it is nevertheless what happens!  But presumably everything moulds itself to conform with the trends!     

 The Accused faced considerable practical difficulties in dealing with this problem.   He was under instructions or threat by his mother that he must make no inquiries as to source of  the suggestion that he enter the Maudsley Hospital or the reasons for it.   He had no money or income and could not travel around.   He did not know who had and who had not been ‘got at’ by his mother or  who would or would not tell his mother if  he wrote to them asking questions.  Moreover,  he could not guarantee that his parents would not intercept his mail.   They were not necessarily implicated in the steaming-open that has been mentioned but they did steal or intercept mail and Accused-mum considered herself entitled to do so.   A Mother was above the Law.   He therefore wrote to Sir Aubrey Lewis saying that he was prepared to accept the admission provided that it was a research project and that he had a guarantee that there would be no treatment.   The proposed research project was the study of  the difference between the actual history of  patients and the history as recorded in psychiatric casenotes.   It was not, as later claimed by General Medical Council reactionaries,  intended to prove that psychiatry was being used for psychiatric ends,  which was in any case obvious.

The Accused however claims that he did not accept the admission.   There is here a political problem.   The Accused had since early childhood heard of  Sir Aubrey Lewis as ‘Chief Army Psychiatrist’.   Although there is no confirmation that he ever held this title or was a regular  army officer eligible for the title,  he was nevertheless an obvious candidate as spokesman for KGB5.   He was a symbol of  social status rather than a person with any great understanding of  politics.   The Accused therefore wished to approach Lewis in this capacity, supposing he did have this capacity,  to inquire what exactly was the threat against his father and why - and to negotiate.   Although The Accused is described as a Bolshie,  he had a foot in both camps.   He differed from other Bolshies in that he understood, even sympathised with, the ‘Nazis’.   The  Accused could speak to anyone in language they understood and did not believe in cruelty to anyone.   His own sufferings and witnessing of  suffering led him to believe cruelty to other people could not be justified, not even cruelty to psychopaths,  the Public School and Nazis.   If  The Accused did indeed end up as Chief Spymaster he would be acceptable to all parties!   The Accused did not doubt that if  there existed against him some political conspiracy that if  he was given the chance to negotiate he would do so successfully!

The Accused would tell his chess club associates that the word ‘paranoid’ is synonymous with ‘not dead’.   He took precautions, even though many might consider them not necessary.   It was not his custom to meet the enemy on his own ground in a private place without alternative routes of  access and escape which he had examined in advance.   He knew that the Maudsley Hospital was not an ideal venue.   Nevertheless he did not expect Lewis to agree to a neutral venue and  was impeded in written suggestions because of  the danger of  maternal interference.  Also, if  a person entered a psychiatric institution, even as a casual tourist who had lost his way,  there was nothing to prevent him being arrested and psychiatrised.   Any story could be told after the event,  the effects of  treatment justifying the detention and it being claimed that the victim had consented.   The people who effect the detention and psychiatrisation could also brainwash and con the most impressionable relative, the mother, the supreme authority.  Victims even ended up believing they had consented.   The reader has already heard of  the fate of  Malcolm Hartwell.    Therefore some way  of establishing in advance that there was no consent was necessary.   It is feasible perhaps to extract from the enemy the statement “If  The Accused is illegally arrested....”  but it is easier to procure a conditions attached in advance to acceptance of  the arrest.   It does not follow that there had genuinely been agreement to the arrest.  The Accused, as it turns out, was to be subjected to a complicated version of  illegal arrest.

The Accused also would not have proceeded any further had he not obtained an absolute and unconditional assurance from his mother that if  he accepted the admission she would not then go round claiming that this had occurred because of  complaints about him at the London Hospital or anywhere else.   He also insisted that he would deal with the matter and that on no account would she interfere.  Accused-mum unequivocally agreed to these conditions - and then broke them!

The Accused was surprised to receive a letter from Dr Last at the London Hospital.   Dr Last insisted that any correspondence with   Aubrey Lewis was to be sent to him first to be forwarded.   The Accused was advised by Last to be accompanied when interviewing Lewis by ‘someone who knows you well.  I suggest your mother”.   Whatever was the explanation of  this intervention?   It is not clear whether or not The Accused informed the London Hospital or  Dr May that he intended to visit Lewis or to  ‘accept’ the admission but he certainly did not suppose that Dr Last was involved.   It may appear to the reader from the story told so far that he may have been involved,  but had The Accused supposed this he would have dropped the proposal immediately.   He was cooperating with Accused-mum only because he had been assured that the proposal  that he enter  the Maudsley had no connection with his own affairs and no connection with the London Hospital!   He presumed therefore that Last was muscling in because he regarded himself as The Accused’s  General Practitioner.   The Accused’s General Practitioner was a Dr Lenten, whom he had only met once,  when he had been afflicted with Bornholm Disease.   In later years an older Dr Lenten was to prove an ally of  reactionaries on the General Medical Council, or supposedly so, but in l965 The Accused felt that no Leicester doctor would approve of  the victimisation he had encountered at the hands of  these fascists in London and therefore preferred to retain a Leicester G.P..  Far from Accused mum being someone who ‘knows you well’ she was the  person least favourable to The Accused,  obsessed with delusional accusations whose contradiction she could not tolerate.   What connection did Dr Last have with Accused-mum?   What he supposed was going on was an old pal’s act between psychiatrists.   The Accused suffered no mental disturbance, but Accused-mum certainly did.   However, that could not be openly acknowledged.   She was wife of  a doctor.   Therefore she was to be shipped in surreptitiously as the companion of  The Accused.   The Accused did not approve of  this arrangement.   She needed no psychiatrist.   But he did not wish to scupper whatever private deal Accused-mum had arranged with her friends supposedly in her own interests.

The Accused did not suppose, however, that Accused-mum was ‘someone who knows you well’.   For that purpose it was better perhaps to recruit Mick Stokes,  but Mick Stokes was a working man.   The Accused was in no position to compensate him for loss of  earnings when travelling to London.   The Accused felt that no companion was necessary when he met Aubrey Lewis.  Nor,  if  the plot was for his mother to be interviewed,  was it necessary for her to be present at this first interview.   If necessary, another could be arranged.   There was a difficulty however that  The Accused could not afford transport to London and therefore had to accept a lift from his mother -  but there was no intention that Accused-mum would involve herself in the interview and The Accused was under the impression that Accused-mum understood this and had agreed.

The Accused therefore arrived at the Maudsley Hospital driven by Accused-mum in her car.   Accused-mum had previously  promised The Accused that he would have a free hand to handle the situation as he chose.  However now  Accused-mum declared that The Accused must not  express “delusions”.   Society and  the medical profession took a dim view of  “disloyalty”.  In Grafspeak, a “delusion” was any fact which Accused-mum wished to suppress.   Accused-mum was threatening  The Accused that she would use her influence to ensure The Accused was accused of  psychosis and psychiatrised should be tell the truth.

The Accused had been brought up in an atmosphere in which it was openly admitted that psychiatrisation was assault which destroyed the mind of  the dissident who opposed the will or denied the delusions of  the mother.   The Accused’s experiences and observations at the London Hospital Medical College had given him an uncomplimentary opinion of  the intelligence of  the medic - particularly in relation to psychiatry.   Medics here were trespassing in territory beyond their understanding.   Their diagnostic methods were worthless.   They merely reflected their political prejudices and were designed to make a reality out of  their delusions or  the delusions of  authority figures (such as mothers).   The Accused at that time supposed that the effects of  tranquillisers were temporary - at least if  they were administered in low doses over a limited period of  time.   In later years he came to look upon tranquillisers less favourably.  His great fear, however, was electroconvulsive therapy.   This, he felt caused permanent intellectual damage.   The medics used it to reduce the intelligence of  others to their own level.   Most people, he felt, did not use their intellectual capacity to the limit and they might recover from an severe assault on the central nervous system, such as a head inure and electroconvulsive therapy.   

Those who were unfortunate enough to stray into psychiatric wards were invariably given electroconvulsive therapy and tranquillisers.   They ended up with as zombies with no control over their bodies and minds with the symptoms that were originally imaginary and which the treatment was supposed to prevent.   The Maudsley Hospital was, supposedly, an exception.  It was a research institution and not a psychiatric hospital.   E.C.T. at the Maudsley was banned.   But it turns out there were E.C.T. atrocities under previous regimes and there was nothing to prevent a change in regime or  a victim being shipped off to the associated  Royal Bethlehem Hospital (whose name gives rise to the English word ‘Bedlam’).  Nobody was likely to disobey the orders of  Accused-mum and survive.

The situation was also complicated by The Accused being now in a considerably less favourable position than he had been before he had returned to Briarwood.  He now had no income and no savings.   He was victim of  the parental means test on students’ grants.   Accused-mum had frequently emphasised that it was inherent in this particular victimisation that if  the victim abandoned his studies in the hope of  avoiding starving to death he was banned from employment because he had no national insurance stamps (means tested students could buy them, but had no money with which to do so), was barred from  all forms of  state benefit or assistance and was required to ‘pay back’ the tuition fees paid to colleges by the government.    The Accused was now effectively homeless, unable to return to Briarwood if  his mother suffered an obsession that he should be psychiatrised.

What was The Accused to do?  He still supposed, however, that he was going to have an interview with Sir Aubrey Lewis on his own and would then leave.   He was not yet irrevocably trapped.   The Accused was unaware that his mother had been determined to engineer an admission to the Maudsley Hospital and was engaging in an elaborate scheme of  tricks and deceptions.  He would puzzle in future years how such a succession of  inexplicable accidents could have arisen that led to an admission actually taking place.  nursing sister informed The Accused that Sir  Aubrey Lewis had already retired and  had already for over six months prior to  retirement not had any new patients.    Were The Accused to be admitted to the hospital he would be so under the care of  Dr Michael Shepherd who was acting as a locum until a new Professor was appointed.   This interview had been arranged as an exceptional event despite Lewis already having retired.   The Accused understood this to mean that he was expected to be kind to Aubrey Lewis,  to cooperate in easing the blow of  retirement.   As far as any psychiatric assessment was concerned therefore, this was a non-event.   Accused-mum however was unlikely to understand this.   Although major examples have not yet been produced,  Accused mum regarded the other person as an authority figure and authoritative critic and persecutor irrespective of  circumstances.   She did not see the other person as him or herself  suffering from miseries and stresses which needed to be alleviated.

The Sister, after fussing in the interview chamber, getting Aubrey Lewis ready,  gave The Accused a questionnaire to fill in and invited The Accused into the room.   To The Accused’s consternation and horror Accused-mum pranced in as well.   This particular event -  Accused-mum gatecrashing the interview with Aubrey Lewis - can be regarded as the cause of  all the miseries The Accused was to endure in future years.   The Accused could not ask her to desist.  He could not ask the sister to ask her to leave.  Accused-mum was an absolute tyrant and if  The Accused protested there would be repercussions.   However, he did expect the Sister spontaneously to ask Accused-mum to leave!   However,  Accused-mum was given a chair from which to supervise the proceeding.   Since Accused-mum was in the room The Accused was unable to ask Lewis the questions for which he had set up the interview - what was the threat against Accused-dad and why?   Accused-mum had ordered The Accused that he must ask no questions.   The reader has perhaps not been sufficiently acquainted with the degree to which The Accused was tyrannized by his mother.   It is difficult to find language or  a description.   He describes her as ‘obsessed’.   Had he disobeyed her and asked questions his mother would never have forgiven him - would have yelled, yelled and  persecuted him for the rest of  his life -  and  she permitted no escape!

Sir Aubrey Lewis sat with an absolutely straight back, immobile, and spoke in a low monotone.  He sat in a large throne towards one end of  a very long  polished mahogany committee-table    The Accused formed the impression,  therefore,  that he suffered from  Parkinson’s Disease and that the Sister had expended some effort in making him look important or grand rather than handicapped.   The Accused was in later years  to encounter similar bluff in the paraphernalia surrounding elderly judges in the High Court.    A favourite psychiatric question is  “Do you know why you are here?” and if  the victim does not confess that he is there because he is mad,  a homosexual or a communist,  that proves he is mad, homosexual or a communist.   Whether or not Lewis asked The Accused whether he knew why he was there,  he did not ask him why he was there nor tell him ... and indeed it would be at least another thirty five years before he found out!   Instead Lewis apologised to The Accused that he was obliged to ask silly questions and then recited the cathechism, with The Accused obliged to plead not guilty to every question.

There was also the questionnaire which The Accused rapidly filled in.   There was “Do you ever feel depressed?”,  “Have you ever felt victimised?”....   The Accused gave the correct answer (‘No’) to these questions.   The Accused had however been taught by Alice Heim at Cambridge that a questionnaire in which all answers are correct is a fake.   There must always be a wrong answer.   There was a very obvious candidate:-

“Question 208: (To be answered by both genders): Has your skin ever been in contact with an environmental penis?”

The Accused assumed that nobody who gave the correct answer to his question would be believed, irrespective of  what might be the facts.    The Accused therefore naively recorded the wrong answer ‘yes’ thinking he had simultaneously both fulfilled Alice Heim’s requirement and had evaded the potential trap in Question 208.

Since it was impossible to deal with the intended business, The Accused was also hoping to recruit Lewis to explain to Accused-mum that her obsession with homosexuality was against British tradition.   It was not a case of  it not happening.   It was a case of  not noticing that it happened even when it most obviously did.   It was not expected for mothers to spy through keyholes,  burst through doors screaming or  to follow their adult offspring round the country spying on them, interrogating all their acquaintances and making or provoking accusations.

When Lewis had finished asking his questions, to which The Accused gave only correct answers - Question 208 was not included - he reluctantly accepted the questionnaire.  But he was shocked at Question 208.   The Accused had not read the works of  Aubrey Lewis.   He did not realise he suffered a phobia relating to homosexuality.  Now here he was sitting supervised by a Superbitch who was a friend of and had the same name as his wife Hilda.   Lewis was so alarmed that despite the apparent Parkinson’s Disease he started yelling.

“Are you saying you make advances to people”, cried Lewis in shocked tones.

What the hell are ‘advances’ wondered The Accused.   Transgression of  Question 208 was just something that tended to happen when you happened to be lying naked in bed with a friend...It was not something that was planned, anticipated or  the consequence of  any manner of  invitation...

“No..I wouldn’t say so”, said The Accused.

“Do you meant they make advances at you?”, he yelled in even more shocked tones.

That was no way to maintain a girl’s self -confidence, thought The Accused,  but then Lewis seemed to be a fool. 

“Well, not exactly advances....”

“Who are these people?”, yelled Lewis.

“Well...everybody!”, answered The Accused.   Lewis then however started badgering,  demanding a list of  names and addresses (which was not provided).

The Accused formed the impression therefore that Lewis had made his reputation through some work done in an office without reference to reality - such as classification of  diseases  (which, it turns out, he had) and had lived in an ivory tower divorced of  reality ever since.  It is true that some sufficiently young people when such events spontaneously evolved might avoid transgression of  rule 208 because of  religious convictions,  because they had forgotten to switch off  the light and were too ugly, because of  personal loyalties but, as a rule, they didn’t.   There was no point in  abiding by rule 208.   Lewis must have been astonishingly ignorant not to realise this!

Lewis by this time was panicking.   “Go to the ward!”, he snapped.

“Where is the ward?”

Possibly Lewis was so confused that he had suddenly supposed that The Accused was an in-patient from the ward.   Over his lengthy career perhaps he had repeatedly uttered the words “Go to the ward!” and was not uttering it in his sleep.   The outcome of  this was however that  Lewis interviewed Accused-mum on her own but The Accused was given no opportunity to speak to Lewis on his own.

The Accused was now in dire trouble.   Instead of  alleviating Accused-mum’s obsessions, Aubrey Lewis had inflamed them.   The Accused was now in trouble.  Instead of  alleviating The Accused’s obsessions, Aubrey Lewis had inflamed them.   The Accused could not simply ignore Lewis’s command to go to the ward, even though he had clearly been disorientated when he issued it.   As matters stood,  Accused-mum would not rest until he had been psychiatrised.  However, if  he went to The Ward, he supposed, he would be seen by a doctor or could ask to see a doctor and because there was no reason for the admission would simply be told to go away and not come back.

The Accused, however, found himself  speaking to the ward charge nurse.   The reader may have noticed that at no time was The Accused given any reason for this proposed admission, if  there was a proposed admission, to the Maudsley Hospital.   He supposed it was due to agitation, on political grounds, by the Anglo-German Medical Association.   The reader  may suppose that he had no evidence for this - and it was something he could not mention.   Accused-mum was to claim, a seventeen years later, that  there was a demand at the London Hospital that he go to the Maudsley - but The Accused knew nothing about this.   Accused-mum had deliberately not told him, knowing that if  he knew she believed this he would under no circumstances accept the admission.   As The Accused understood it, mention of  the Maudsley Hospital at the London Hospital Medical College had no connection with the currently contemplated admission.

The Accused said he had just interviewed Aubrey Lewis.   The Charge Nurse said that that was a lie.  Aubrey Lewis had retired from the hospital.   He was downstairs speaking to his mother.   No he was not said the  Charge Nurse.   The Accused said he was a medical student.  No he was not, said the Charge Nurse.   The Accused said that there was no reason for the admission.   He was to be admitted ‘for observation’.   No he was not, said the Charge Nurse: “This is not a holiday camp!  Nobody was admitted without a diagnosis!”.   The admission had political motivation, explained The Accused, it was a private manoevre of  the medics.  No it was not, said the Charge nurse.   Could the Charge Nurse send a message to Dr Shepherd, asked The Accused.  No he could not.  The Accused was not to see any doctor.

The reason for The Accused persisting in this manner was that he was terrified of  Accused-mum.   If he simply escaped, she would mobilise all the forces of  the state until he was captured and psychiatrised.   The psychiatric ward at the Maudsley was the safest place there was.   Although there may have been no known case of  anyone entering a psychiatric ward without being psychiatrised and emerging a zombie - but The Accused knew the ropes.  It was important never to argue or disagree.   On the ward itself, The Accused felt, he could avoid ECT - but if he escaped  he survived only until and if  he was captured by his mother’s pack of  hounds.   The Accused surveyed his surroundings.  He had previously studied the internal layout of  the Maudsley Hospital.   He felt that if  he reached the door of  the hospital, he could not be caught on Denmark Hill.  He would run too fast.   Whether or not a car could match his running speed - and he thought not - someone would have to get out of  the car to get at him!   If  The Accused eventually reached the countryside he felt that he had a good chance of  living off  the land and evading capture permanently.   One weak point, however, was the Maudsley Hospital itself, which was not ideally built for escape, and also there was a very long tour of  sidestreets in London before he reached the countryside.   It was not always possible to anticipate without detailed local knowledge where it was possible to get to the other side of  railway lines - and a fugitive became conspicuous if  he kept on going down side-streets and returning when he hit a railway siding.   The overall chance of  capture was perhaps only one per cent or less -but capture meant ECT and destruction of  the brain.  There was less risk in not attempting escape.

However, The Accused was unable to persuade the Charge Nurse to permit his admission to the ward.  The Accused was only to discover when he was himself a mental hospital doctor what was the major source of  the Charge Nurse’s difficulties.   There is no law against anyone wandering in from the street and being admitted to a psychiatric ward.   But the Charge Nurse, not the doctor, ‘admits’ the patient and he has to conform with the bureaucratic requirements.   There has to be a diagnosis.  In most hospitals it is automatically ‘schizophrenia’ - or is so in the case of  a young male.  The Maudsley was perhaps unique in that this was not an invariable rule.  It is in this way and not through the psychiatric examination that the ‘diagnosis’ is established.   There is only a limited number of  diagnoses on the list.  There is no ‘normal’.   There is no ‘for observation’.   The Accused was in a very unusual, perhaps unique, position in that there was no reason at all for the admission.   If a person is admitted on a medical ward for ‘observation’,  which in medical wards is permitted, it is because he suffers from some symptom or there has been some observed fact.   The Accused did not want to be admitted, the Charge Nurse did not want to admit him.  Nobody wanted him to be admitted - other than Accused-mum, or The Accused who new her and her obsessions (rightly) assumed so - and when Accused-mum was had an objective she was obsessed.   The Accused had to be admitted because he was utterly terrified of  his mother....  

Nevertheless the Charge Nurse was getting so aggressive that The Accused was afraid that he was going to be beaten up, psychiatrically assaulted and ECT’d.   So he said he was alleged to suffer from a ‘behaviour disorder’.   In textbooks of  psychology the terms ‘behaviour disorder’ and ‘personality disorder’ are sometimes listed as separate, though it may not be clear what either are.  However, the two are effectively synonymous.   These terms remained as a legacy from the pre-1948 Nazi psychiatry which has been explained.   They were an attempted evasion of  the l948 Mental Health Act which prohibited psychiatrisation on non psychiatric grounds and could be used for instance for Black, Jewish or wrong social class without these being openly specified.  Textbooks usually restricted discussion to ‘treatment of  homosexuality’.   However, definition in this sense was in l964 still considered illegal and there were only two senses in which, in practice, the terms behaviour or personality disorder was understood - it either meant ‘homosexual’ (it being in l964 still supposed to be illegal to detain anyone on a psychiatric ward openly on such grounds)  or was the psychiatrist’s term for ‘normal’.   There exists no psychiatric diagnosis of  ‘normal’ and it was possible for a person accidentally or otherwise found on a psychiatric ward to escape psychiatrisation only through this ‘diagnosis’.   The Accused did not expect the Charge Nurse to respond to this nonsense - but a look of  relief and understanding broke out on his face.  “Oh, I see”, he exclaimed.   “What on earth?”, pondered The Accused.   The only explanation available was that the Charge Nurse took on the ‘homosexual’ definition.   There was, in any case, in l964, no other means of  a young male avoiding psychiatrisation on a psychiatric ward.   Homosexuality and schizophrenia were the only choices available.

Dr Michael Shepherd arrived later.   He had no case notes, he said, and knew nothing about The Accused’s case.   The Accused should leave and come back some other time.   He asked him however whether he preferred an older doctor or  a younger doctor.   The Accused  has always claimed that he was not guilty of  transgression of rule 208 or of cooperating the transgression of  this law by some other person.  But this was because he believed himself so unattractive that nobody in his environment would be tempted towards such transgression.   Nevertheless, The Accused distinguished those people he would not necessarily have discouraged from transgressing rule 208 had he believed this was possible and those he would have preferred to desist.  Other witnesses take a different view, saying that the people The Accused considered 208-able were so severely that they would have been considered so by everyone else -but that the physical characteristics of  such people were generally believed to belong to women and that he was one of  them.   The Accused’s sectarian prejudices did imply however that any hope of  The Accused speaking freely to any doctor depended on the 208ability of  the doctor and not on his age.

The Accused’s parents decided to rent the upper floor, minus one boxroom, of  a house belonging to a Mr Benjian, who, with that name, was presumably  Armenian and expected to marry a lady to be imported from his country of  origin,  presumably Armenia.   This flat is believed to have cost them four pounds a week - but they then persuaded  Mr Benjian to part with the boxroom for use of  The Accused for a further two pounds ten shillings a week.  The Accused was astonished that his parents should do this so readily when they had been so reluctant to provide financial support during his studies.  Accused-mum assumed that Mr Benjian would not be delighted by The Accused and tried to avoid The Accused from being noticed.   Mr Benjian nevertheless was quite well inclined towards The Accused.

It was gradually being revealed to The Accused that his mother intended to go on holiday to Holland with the Anglo-German Medical Association.   Correspondence unearthed by the author suggests that The Accused accepted an admission to the Maudsley Hospital and that he did so in correspondence with the retired Aubrey  Lewis.   Lewis wrote: “I was wondering what happened to you!”, which perhaps suggests that The Accused should not have gone to the ward but should have waited outside the committee room while Lewis was speaking to Accused-mum.

The Accused, on  admission to the Maudsley, was introduced by Dr Shepherd to Dr John Steiner to whom he was allocated.   Dr Steiner was under the impression that The Accused had been accused of  homosexuality.  “We have a liberal attitude here”, added Dr Steiner, averring that homosexuality was not considered at the Maudsley to be in the psychiatric catalogue.

Dr Steiner did not appear to appreciate the situation at all!  Homosexuality was Accused-mum’s obsession and was linked to her opposition to The Accused receiving finance from his father or anyone else.    Any suggestion that The Accused receive finance resulted in intractable yelling and accusation of  homosexuality.    Accused-mum was convinced that because The Accused was victim of  the parental means test on students’ grants,  his parents were conferred with a responsibility.   Perhaps somebody had told her this, meaning that his parents were expected to provide cash.   When they did so they were likely to use such euphemisms for money such as ‘help’.    The Accused’s parents, as they admitted towards the end of  their lives, did not understand that they were expected to provide cash assistance.   ‘Help’ to Accused-mum was meddling, tyranny and interference - preventing The Accused from managing his own affairs or having any control over them.   ‘Responsibility’ to Accused-mum was the use of  the power conferred by the means test on students’ grants to prevent the dreaded ‘homosexuality’.   This included all that was necessary...a realistic career or source of income, all careers other than Medicine, an independent and secure home, friends, personal appearance, learning to drive a car.   The Accused need money to set up some means of  survival ..to do this he needed independence from his parents.   The necessities for survival in fact were the same as those which conferred sexual freedom and independence gave opportunity for such freedom as well as means of  survival.   But to Accused-mum the prevention of  homosexuality was all that mattered.

This ‘homosexuality’ with which Accused-mum was obsessed, however, as The Accused understood it, did not mean transgressions of  rule 208 or sexual activities with friends.   The author has tried to explain the Neobowlbyite ideology.   “Homosexuality” rather was anything which threatened the authority, tyranny or status of  The Mother, any rebellion against matriarchal despotism.   The Accused was then under the impression that whatever activities the Public School had in mind when it spoke of  homosexuals did not figure at all in Accused-mum’s obsessions and that she was not aware that the term homosexual was even used so as to apply to them.   She recited verbatim the various spiels that accompanied homosexuality-prejudice, but she did not know what they meant!   Her espionage, accusations and preventive measures might appear to an outside audience to refer to rule 208 but it was all learned behaviour without any concept of  what the outside audience might assume was being accused or averted.  Also, as The Accused understood it, this homosexuality obsession applied to relationships with women as well as men.   To Accused-mum, it was the duty of  woman to tyrannize men,  in which sense any woman was expected to be Accused-mum’s ally and subordinate or servant... and a woman on The Accused’s side was no less evil than a man on The Accused’s side.

It now turns out that Accused-mum had in fact gone around accusing The Accused of  homosexuality (or, which amounts to the same, had claimed that others had so accused him).   The Accused was not then aware of  this, however, and did not learn of  it until decades later.   If  The Accused had been aware that he was already Accused, that the damage had already been done and that that nothing could either alleviate Accused-mum’s obsessions nor make them worse.  Had The Accused realised he was already accused, he would have considered himself to have a free licence, whereas the actual consequence of  the admission to the Maudsley was to opposite effect - one reason perhaps for Accused-mum’s secrecy and deceptions.

The Accused also assumed that from The Accused-mum point of view homosexuality or any sort of  sexuality was not a possibility.   Accused-mum was possessed with the notion that The Accused was inferior to other people in every respect, incapable of being loved or befriended (except, perhaps, by The Mother) and that if  he even contemplated the possibility of  it being otherwise (or wished it were not thus) he would be guilty of  Delusions of  Grandeur, locked up in a mental hospital and his father would lose his job as a child psychiatrist.  One rationale for this opinion was that The Accused was a foreigner,  in Britain socially inferior...and the laws of  social class did not permit The Accused other than to be inferior in everything.   This applied also to Accused-mum herself, but she was nevertheless hierarchically superior to The Accused and wanted to remain so!    The purpose of  psychiatry was to maintain the laws of  social class (which to Accused-mum was synonymous with protection of  matriarchy and with prevention of  homosexuality).   The Accused did not believe that nature conferred gender preferences nor that the world behaved as it pretended to behave for the benefit of  mothers and psychiatrists.  Nevertheless he did suppose he was too ugly to be attractive to anyone else and, therefore, he supposed that any claim to be homosexual, bisexual or anything sexual would be labelled as a delusion of  grandeur and expose him to psychiatrisation.   Or he might be.  He was so shortsighted that he was unable to see himself in the mirror other than straight ahead and did not know what he looked like.   The Accused per se would not have been greatly deterred by any fear of  being unacceptably ugly - but he was tyrannized by Accused-mum and anything he said at the Maudsley was likely to reach Accused-mum.

Dr Steiner’s claim that there were liberal attitudes at the Maudsley also seemed to The Accused, in the present situation, out of  touch with reality.   The reader has learnt how Aubrey Lewis inflamed Accused-mum’s already extreme obsessions.   There was no authority at the Maudsley other than Accused-mum.   Medics and psychiatrists are ruled by mothers - and Accused-mum was, as Saddam Hussein would have put it,  The Mother of  Mothers.   If Dr Steiner or Dr Shepherd had said anything with which Accused-mum disagreed or had failed to cooperate with her motivations,  they would have been destroyed.   She would have run around and pestered everyone and would have mobilised the reactionaries of  the Aubrey Lewis ilk.   Once Accused-mum had started she did not stop....

Dr Steiner was a New Zealand graduate with a beard.   The Accused was not attracted to men with beards and he did not communicate readily with men to whom he was not attracted.   As a New Zealander and  Jew he noticed that prejudices were rampant in Britain but he is unlikely to have realised that the foreigner born in Britain has no hope within the Medical Profession had no hope of  reaching the position he had reached by leapfrogging from New Zealand!   Dr Steiner was surprised that The Accused did not recognise him.   Dr Steiner had worked in the room next door to The Accused’s at the Psychology Department at Cambridge - studying the behaviour of  humans playing with one-armed bandits.   Perhaps that is where he got the notion that The Accused was being persecuted for ‘homosexuality’.   The inhabitants of  that room had supposed it necessary to rescue The Accused from a lascivious medic.   It did occur to The Accused that nobody is accused of  homosexuality.   They are accused of not being homosexual or of  directing their loyalties towards people of  their own age and not to their elders (just as a woman who is a slag, slut, frigid etc. is one who does not see the company of  the person making the accusation).

Dr Steiner expressed a wish to engage in ‘family therapy’ - for him to be interviewed together with Accused-mum.   Although The Accused could not give his reasons for disapproving of  this - he expressed no opinion - he viewed this suggestion with consternation.   If  The Accused made in his mother’s presence such comments as that he had entered Cambridge University via the Open  Scholarship system, that he had studied psychology or  had a degree, his mother would  contradict or shout him down and accuse him of  suffering from ‘delusions’.  She had a similar response to his achievements in chess and, indeed, any achievements.   Accused-mum was not prepared to admit that The Accused was not financed or adequately financed while a student.  She objected tot The Accused receiving finance (Her story is that she did not want Accused-dad to give The Accused money since she supposed it was buying love and affection which, she claimed, she could not do because she had no income).   But she also did not want this known because “People will say we cannot afford to pay for you!”.  If  The Accused was interviewed with Accused-mum he would not be permitted to contradict lies told about himself or the situation in which he found himself.   Everything that might be relevant was a secret.   Dr Steiner also suggested that The Accused nominate somebody from the London Hospital to give an account of  his character - and The Accused nominated Margaret Stewart.

As it turned out,  Dr Steiner did not interview Accused-mum in The Accused’s presence or The Accused in Accused-mum’s presence.   Dr Shepherd advised against it.   As it turned out, also, Accused-mum told Dr Steiner stories about ‘complaints’ at the London Hospital.   The Accused did not know for another seventeen years that Accused-mum had had dealings with the London Hospital and did not know for another twenty years after that what actually had happened.   Thus Dr Steiner was given a story about the admission having taken place because of  demands by the London Hospital.  Not only was this untrue but Dr Steiner and Dr Shepherd never suspected that The Accused knew nothing about these allegations.   Dr Shepherd decided also that neither Margaret Stewart nor any other student at the London Hospital were to be interviewed.   The Accused felt hurt that no informant was permitted other than Accused-mum - who could be guaranteed to mislead everyone to The Accused’s detriment.

Accused-dad had bought The Accused some weeks previously a copy of  Davidson’s textbook of medicine - a relatively small book which The Accused took to the Maudsley with the purpose of  reading it and memorising its contents.   This book however disappeared from the locker which he had been allocated.   The Accused mentioned this to the charge nurse and was told there had been no textbook of  medicine in the locker, that he had no business having a textbook of  medicine and that none had been stolen.   The Accused said that as a medical student he needed a textbook of  medicine and the Charge Nurse vehemently denied that The Accused was a medical student.  Later that year The Accuseds were to move into their house in Hendon.   Over the years the medical books which Accused-dad bought for The Accused but which he also wished to use himself found their way to Hendon though The Accused himself was not overwhelmingly welcome.   In l996 The Accused found in Hendon what appeared to be this textbook - which means either that Accused-dad stole the textbook from the Maudsley or that the Charge Nurse stole it and gave it to Accused-dad or that  Accused-dad bought another, wrote The Accused’s name into it but did not informing The Accused.    However, that is not what The Accused experienced.   As far as Accused-mum, the tyrant, was concerned, if  anything belonging to The Accused was stolen, that was his own fault.  Although Accused-mum was being bought hundreds of  books for her studies,  The Accused was to be without a textbook of  medicine until l968 (when he first sat finals).   Instead of  reading Davidson’s textbook, therefore, The Accused wrote a collection of  poetry or verses.

The Accused’s fellow patients were for the most part much the same age as he was.  One of the older patients however chose to inform The Accused (who was with some other people) that he, the informant, was not homosexually inclined - except that if a young man looked sufficiently like a girl he might be.   This informant however accused The Accused of impropriety for spending some of  his time with a girl patient in the swimming bath.    Swimming was a lascivious activity and this girl was only fifteen years old.    Was she fifteen years old, asked The Accused?  He was too shortsighted to recognise the age of  anyone he met in a swimming bath.  Was she to be ostracised or did he claim to be so old that he could himself safely monopolise her company?  Perhaps she was not fifteen years old, perhaps swimming was not a lascivious activity, perhaps the informant noticed he was making no impression and was uttering a confession and not an accusation.  At any rate,  in full flow, the informant suddenly abandoned the topic.   The Accused during the first few days spent much of  his time playing Monopoly with a young man who would have to leave several times per game to consult Dr Shepherd.   The Accused always won.   So The Accused explained to this youth that the only way to win at monopoly was to cheat.   The Accused slipped himself another five hundred rouble note from the box whenever the youth went out of  the room.   The youth should not be playing so honestly.   The young man replied that he knew very well that The Accused was doing this but did not himself have a desperate enough motivation to win to induce himself to resort to such a procedure.   The Accused, however, found it necessary to win.   The Accused was enrolled in a football game.   Since he was goalkeeper he only scored one goal.   It was probably the only goal scored in the match.   Somebody fired a ball in the direction of  The Accused, he fired it back and all the other players jumped out of the way so as not to prevent the ball flying three quarters of  the length of  the field and rolling into the opposing goal.   The Accused did not know whether it counted.  He knew nothing about football.   A ‘penalty’ was awarded.   A youth kicked a ball in the direction of  The Accused’s goal and The Accused flicked it away with his hand.   This turned out to be a great disaster.  Goalkeepers were not supposed to stop penalties.   The Accused did not know this.   He had unusually fast reflexes and it was not a very big goal.   The team to which The Accused belonged also won the Quiz.

The psychologists afflicted a catalogue of intelligence tests on The Accused, which The Accused chose to take in the afternoons, since The Accused was more intelligence in the afternoons.   This included a test which was being developed which was intended to overcome the difficulty that intelligence test experts find it too easy to get 100% on existing tests.   This consisted entirely of  lists of fractions expressed as proper fractions, improper fractions or decimals and the victim was expected to put them in order of  ascending or descending magnitude or to say which is the largest or smallest.  The candidate is given a few minutes of  preliminary practice, which is said to improve the reliability of  testing.  The Accused might feel he is expected to perform on this test since he is supposed to be born mathematician. But, all the same, is 5/17 greater than 3/15?  Is 17/47 greater than 19/49?   Those who are used to such comparisons may perhaps have tricks.  a/b > c/d if ad > bc.  In that case, since 75> 51. 5/17 is the greater fraction.  But when this rule is applied to the second pair the victim may wonder whether to take a short cut and approximate by substituting 20/50 for 19/49.  He has been told that wrong answers are penalised but does not know the exact marking scheme -so does not know whether he can risk approximation.   As it happens the approximation gives the right answer since, after all, x+a/y+a > x/y where y>x.  The reader may prove this formally or he may realise that 3/4 is greater than 2/3 and 4/5 greater than 3/4 and so forth.   It follows also that x+a+b/y+a > x/y, where y>x and all the numbers are positive.  This therefore provides a general method of  comparing the size of  fractions and somebody in the habit of  comparing the size of  fractions,  armed with this method, perhaps can operate very quickly!   The Accused had worked out that much for himself - but there were lists of five or more fractions, some of  them decimals, The Accused was not used to this calculation and a different rule applies where the x>y. To annoy the victim such numbers as pi and square  roots also appeared.  The Accused neither knew whether it was permitted to write down calculations or scribbles (only a small sheet of  blank paper was provided for answers) nor whether it was quicker to do so.  One question might be merely to find the largest in the list and another to put the entire list in order - but did  both questions carry the same marks?  The largest in the list can be found be comparing the first two and  crossing out the smaller, comparing the one left with the third number, crossing out the smaller and so forth.   - though the victim does not know whether a more opportunistic approach is quicker - crossing out numbers which are obviously not the largest or instead of  working in the given order picking out numbers that are easy to work with.   When tackling the more difficult problem, putting the entire list in order, the victim may find the largest and then find the next largest by performing the same procedure on the list remaining when the largest is removed and then repeat the procedure with the largest two removed.....But surely it is more profitable to make use of  information previously obtained instead of  just repeating the procedure again and again.  Suppose the numbers 7,1,9,5,8 are to be placed in order of magnitude.  .  If these numbers were written on separate discs such as used when playing lotto we can when comparing pairs change the order rather than throw one away or cross it out.. So we begin with inverting the order of 7 and l, 7 is then compared to 9 and the order remains, then 9 and 5 are inverted and then 9 and 8.   We now have 17589.  On the next run this becomes 15789 and if  we bother with another run we discover that no changes were necessary and that the numbers were therefore in the right order.  This (‘reiterative’) method has the added advantage of  automatically correcting any errors that have been made   But here again we do not know whether it is profitable to ignore the questions asking for the list to be put in order when initially going through the paper and only to tackle those asking for a single answer - or whether it  is profitable to scan the questions or  to perform brief preliminary calculations in the hope of  spotting the easy questions.  There were so many questions  posed within the time available that the victim might perhaps,  when time was called have tackled only one answer questions and not yet moved onto those where all the numbers were to be put into order.  The victim may neither be able to anticipate how long it will take him to answer individual questions nor does he know how a particular policy affects the marks he gets. The method either requires a great effort of  concentration and memory or more paper than provided!  If  the victim performs some of  the calculation, which apparently he has to do in his head, correct but not all of  it, how is the marking to be assessed?   Does the victim just gets zero points for putting the fractions in the incorrect order?

The Accused in the time allocated answered no more than eight questions out of  perhaps twenty.   Although The Accused had deduced the available methods, he was unable to put them effectively into practice.   Some of  the answers were concocted by approximation rather than accurate calculation.   He had scribbled confusedly all over the question paper and tried to perform calculations in the margin.  He was not thinking efficiently.   The answers he gave were likely to have been wrong!  The Accused would have liked to discuss this test with the perpetrator,  though he might have found it difficult to put the relevant theory into words.

The Accused performed better in another intelligence test which focused on ‘visuo-spacial discrimination’.   This consisted mainly of  stating which shape fitted into another shape to produce a third shape - and suchlike problems.   In this test the psychologist was present and there were so many bonus points for solving a problem within ten minutes, so many points for solving within five minutes.  Nothing was said about five milliseconds, which was more The Accused’s average.  The psychologist was mystified.  “All we can say”, he remarked, “is that you have scored the unchallengeable world record by an unbeatable margin!”.   This test was particularly relevant to aptitude for multidimensional geometry or theoretical physics.   The Accused remained unaware that he was particularly talented in this direction.

The Accused, when seven years old, had scored a world record in an I.Q. test and the psychologists wished to investigate further to discover how he did it.   On that occasion, The Accused’s parents, in a panic put an end to this proposal.   Now again, the psychologists wanted declared that The Accused was obtaining inexplicably high scores and wished to discover the explanation.  Presumably  they had mainly the geometry test in mind, not the arithmetic test and not the routine tests in which might be expected to be too simple to be informative.   The Accused did not suppose that there was anything miraculous in his performance.   The Accused had learnt that it was much easier to solve chess problems by thinking over the position than by shifting wood.   Similarly he solved geometric jigsaw puzzles in his head and not be wood shifting.   The Accused taught the members of  his chess club not to practice the wood-shifting technique - but everyone else tried to solve problems when the opportunity arose by practical experiment or wood shifting, a method which was slow and ineffective.   Possibly it would have advanced science for The Accused to agree to investigation of  his methods, but he did not - maybe because he suspected his performance might not prove so exceptional after all!

Dr Steiner agreed that The Accused might take advantage of  his hospitalisation by getting his eyes examined and getting  a new pair of  glasses.   An optician or ophthamologist at the nearby Kings College Hospital (which, like the London Hospital, is famous for its Masonic Lodge) provided this service to the Maudsley.   Since The Accused suffered an opthalmic disorder or eccentricity the examination,  merely a testing for which spectacles to wear, may have been perfunctory.  The optician or opthalmologist also offered no choice of  spectacles.  Only one version of  frame,  he said, was available.   This was a frame provided by the N.H.S. which did not have a very extensive field of vision and also had frame too thick for ideal vision.   There has to be a suspicion that The Accused was labelled and treated as a second class citizen!

There were not on this occasion many patients (or whatever might be the term) who were recognisably suffering from any psychiatric complaint.  Nearly all of  them were young.   The Accused can recall only one who was obviously receiving any psychiatric treatment.   This one exhibited the red sweaty face of  the person treated with tranquillisers.   So he was presumably not a homosexual.   He was nevertheless unique amongst the ward inmates in occasionally to be seen  hanging round the toilets on Waterloo station - which suggested to The Accused that there might have been a mistake.   The young men, irrespective of  whatever might be the excuse for the admission, were all in much the same situation as The Accused - with financial difficulties, difficulties in finding  affordable accommodation and  with mothers.   They needed to be found jobs or social security payments (with which activities the hospital concerned itself).  There were several  attractive young ladies in their early twenties who were said to be on the ward because they were  ‘nymphomaniacs’.   This diagnosis sounded very much like victimisation!  What exactly was meant by ‘nymphomaniac’ The Accused inquired.  How did nymphomania differ from normality and what unwelcome consequences of  this nymphomania had led to psychiatric admission?  Nobody knew the answers to this or  any other relevant question.   The ladies did not know either.   Yes, they were nymphomaniacs, they confessed.   Did this mean that they chased after men or had numerous boyfriends.  Not at all!   The maximum number of  boyfriends during her career to which any nymphomaniac confessed was two!   Their friendship with these boyfriends was very staid and orthodox.   Their families however accused them of  having boyfriends.   It is true that while asking these questions The Accused would be palpating their mammary appendages.   The mammary appendages, after all, existed and these were attractive young ladies.   They would express concern however that they might be seen, since they were barred from being espied in the company of  males.

While The Accused was in hospital Accused-mum went off to Holland to mother Professor Mitchell and  the Anglo-German Medical Association.   Accused-dad would visit The Accused and even gave him money to go to the cinema or otherwise entertain himself  (The patients were free to depart from the ward).   It may thus not have been apparent that The Accused had prior to the admission (i.e. when his mother was not out of  the country) been kept short of  cash and had never indulged in such entertainment.  He would go to the cinema or wherever with David  Davis and a divorcee lady (two other ‘patients’ on the ward).   The Accused was lying on David’s bed, as was David, when Dr Shepherd passed by.   Dr Steiner reported that  Dr Shepherd had reported that he had intruded on The Accused when he was in a ‘compromising position’.   Perhaps this was wishful thinking on Dr Shepherd’s part.   The Accused was astonished at this terminology.   He was not in a compromising position, remarked The Accused.   They had both been lying on the same bed.   That averred Dr Steiner was what was meant by a ‘compromising position’.  For all The Accused knew, in New Zealand (whence Dr Steiner came) it might have been!   Perhaps they had strange superstitions in  New Zealand.   The Accused pointed out that it was convenient,  there were no chairs or table available,  that he had never come across any suggestion that it was untoward for two people to lie on the same bed.   It was commonly done and did not imply any intended transgression of  rule 208.   It certainly had never crossed The Accused’s mind that anyone might suppose so and the practice indeed was commonplace and nobody thought it was transgression of  rule 208.

On the other hand, The Accused did not believe in rule 208.  The belief that there existed such a rule or that the rule had any meaning was akin to the belief in witches.  A great many superstitions were treated as realities within society.   In society there were witches, vampires, schizophrenics and ----osexuals.   Superstition created realities or pseudo-realities, but they were pathologies that were to be ignored.   The Accused did not have friends whom he would have dissuaded from transgressions of  rule 208 other than in the sense that he would have been unlikely to cooperate because he considered himself inferior and unwanted.  The New Zealand concepts had no place in The Accused’s view of  reality.  Dr Steiner, nevertheless, would insist on hopefully inquiring from The Accused  whether he was attracted to David Davis.   This was counterproductive.   It was introducing the outside ideology or Accused-mum ideology which inhibited The Accused.    Nothing ever happened to suggest that David was afflicted by any ‘attraction’ though The Accused had fallen in love with David at first sight.   This was nothing unusual for The Accused.  He fell in love at first sight or wasn’t interested.   But on this occasion The Accused felt that at the age of  twenty two he had reached old age, was surprised that he was any more capable of  falling in love with anyone and did not expect to do so again! [Apart from those previously accumulated, he was to do so at least once again, in nine years’ time].


