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LEGACY

The British Military Officer Class inherited a means of survival that belonged to their class - but this was done via a routine whereby finance was provided by parents.  The Working Class also inherited means of survival within their class, but did so without this parental finance, though they could nevertheless be regarded as having inherited a quantity of capital or money.   The ‘classless’ however found themselves within the ‘competitive’ system where, nevertheless, prospects depended on parental finance in the manner of the Military Officer Class, though parents might be unwilling or unable to provide this... which resulted in victims being psychiatrised and turned into ‘schizophrenics’.   In the author’s experience survival for classless thus unfinanced was possible only through inheritance of  money from a relative, though this inheritance, in the author’s experience, prevents further decline but does not reverse damage already done.  The Accused might have been expected, through much of life, to have been able to enter numerous lucrative careers, had he had the necessary initial finance.  In this chapter, The Accused finds himself rescued at least partially or sufficiently for survival of future decades from what he regards as hopelessness by a legacy of  £700, which is not much but considerably better than nothing, and passes finals while also standing in a historically momentous election for the London Hospital’s student presidency.

The Accused, the reader has learnt, found himself without prospects of survival because he was victim of the parental means test on students grants - and because his mother had by arranging the admission to the Maudsley Hospital scuppered The Accused’s planned independence.  Now, if  The Accused defied his mother and found himself without funding and, even temporally, impecunious, his mother could exercise the psychiatric threat.  The Accused was however rescued from this fate, at least sufficiently both the pass finals and to remain alive during subsequent decades, through is receiving, despite parental opposition, £700 from money left to him by his grandmother, Oma, when she died in l968.  The Accused likes to tell us that this £700 was slightly less than the sum he should have received, not counting a controversial stamp collection, and claims, since this was sufficient for alleged bare survival, the rest of the money would have conferred major successes.  This money enabled him, he says, barely to survive during decades of unemployment and penury.  If he had had the rest of the money, he asserts, and had it been similarly invested, he would have ended up a multimillionaire.  Even supposing that The Accused really was entitled to the full amount, however, it does not necessarily follow, that with that he would have been twice as well off, or better off at all.  There would have been a different series of events.  All depends on luck and, with the extra money, he might have had worse luck - but, on the average, we would expect more money to breed a brighter future or  that if there were a hundred cases exactly similar to The Accused’s, most would, with twice as much money, fare more successfully - though there might be one or two who were immediately run over by a bus.

The reader may recall that this legacy has a history.  Accused-dad, around l947, decided that he would pay Oma, who then was commuting between Dublin and Vienna, an allowance .. called in the Austrian language a Pension, pronounced Pen - See - Own.  Historians have since discovered that this was done by deed of covenant, which confers a tax rebate.  The amount, perhaps, was little more than pocket money but it aroused in Accused-mum an intractable hysteria and seems even to have been the trigger that released al the subsequent woes.  Accused-mum threatened divorce and ruin.  Accused-dad pressed ahead, nevertheless.  He himself had been able to move from Vienna to Scotland, gain employment, marry and obtain British qualifications, overcoming prejudices and with some distinction through his having received a legacy from ‘a relative’ - and without that legacy, whatever its nature, he might have faced lean prospects.  Accused-dad, banned from working in Austria because of their own version of the Nazi prejudices, would, without this legacy, have been in much the same situation as The Accused.  It might well have been family custom or regulation for Accused-dad, an implied condition of the legacy, when he found himself self-sufficient, to contribute such a ‘pension’ to his mother.  If Austrian customs were as the reader has been led to believe, it almost certainly was.  However, in exchange, Accused-mum demanded a very heavy penalty.  Accused-mum’s mother, Mutti, was also awarded such a Pen-See-Own and Accused-dad had to surrender unconditionally to Accused-mum on every other issue.

The loser out of this was The Accused.  Any money that might have passed in his direction, with the exceptions that have been drawn to the readers’ attention, were appropriated by Accused-mum instead.   Nevertheless, it was ab initio conceded by Accused-dad that Accused-mum would get the money she had supposedly lost through Oma being paid a Pens -See-Own through he receiving eventually Oma’s estate - when Oma decided to die.  The rationale behind that was that under Austrian Law, or allegedly so, it was compulsory for at least half the estate to be left to eldest son.  Accused-dad was an only child.  So arguments over whether ‘son’ or ‘eldest’ was or remained an actual or legitimate consideration did not apply.  This might seem more an emotional than a rational issue.  The seven hundred pounds received by The Accused, surely, amounted to little more than a week of  Accused-dad’s salary and on whatever Accused-dad received.  But surrounding this legacy there was a major hysteria.

Oma had, when The Accused’s lived at Abergavenny, when this crisis over the Pen -See- Own exploded,   already declared her intention to leave her estate to The Accused.  She informed him that the bulk of  the value lay in a stamp collection - and from then on, at intervals, sent him ancient Austrian stamps.   Accused-dad cooperated, but it is unlikely that Briarwood was an ideal depository for a stamp collection.   Accused-mum in l995 declared that she did not know that Oma had been declaring all along that she was intending to leave her estate to The Accused nor that she had left it to him!  As the facts were seen by The Accused she knew it very well indeed!  When The Accused went to University it turned out that Accused-mum’s prohibition of funding to The Accused was more severe even than anticipated.  When the statutory letter arrived from the Director of Education naming the expected ‘parental contribution’ - everything except tuition fees and a £50 per annum ‘scholarship’ which was not intended to contribute towards the students’ necessities - Accused-mum was consumed by hysteria, screaming and shouting on a par with her reaction to the suggested Pen-See-Own.  No parental contribution was delivered!  In l963 Oma wrote to The Accused informing him that he would, ‘for your studies’, procure from a lawyer in Dublin a thousand pounds which she had herself received as a legacy from Maureen Saunders, her blind Dublin-based friend.  This the reader might surmise would have made a considerable difference.  Oma instructed The Accused to keep the letter, which was to be shown to the lawyer hidden, and added that if anyone else, i.e. Accused-dad on behalf of  Accused-mum, tried to appropriate the money it would immediately pass onto St. Dunstan’s society for the care of the blind.  The letter was well hidden but vanished nevertheless.  Whenever The Accused asked his father, whom he presumed had stolen it, to return it, Accused-mum, who rigorously supervised, would scream at The Accused that it was none of his affair.  It turns out now that over the period The Accused’s twenty-first birthday his parents vanished and were secretly in Ireland trying to grab this money - and it therefore was passed on by the lawyer to St. Dunstan’s.

 The Accused in autumn l964, when commencing clinical medical studies in London, attempted to cut himself off from his parents and to live without funding in return, he supposed, for freedom from maternal meddling.  Accused-mum had declared that paternal finance justified her dictatorship and The Accused had assumed that the converse was also true.  The Accused found himself victimised on the Bomford and Ellis Medical Firm and the Dean, Harry May, had to told him to ignore events on Bomford and Ellis - they would, he said, be removed from the record - and to ‘retake’ his first firm on Medical Unit l, together with students on their last firm before finals - which proved much more satisfactory.   However, this landed the Dean with the embarrassment that there was an eight month interval before The Accused could embark on the next episode on the curriculum - the Clinico-Pathological Course.  The Dean expected The Accused to interrupt studies for no more than this interval, though The Accused intended to remain away until he had secured a source of income and finance (and the Dean assured The Accused that his place was safe however long he remained away).  Accused-mum, however, found out.  She had supposed that it was possible for The Accused to study in London, living on thin air, but now feared he would return and that his upkeep might cost money.  His parents hatched the delusion that if it was claimed that The Accused was ill it was possible to obtain ‘sick pay’ off the county Department of Education in place of grant (not that he had actually been receiving any pay for board and lodgings and his own necessities).  For this reason, it appears, Accused-mum hatched the conspiracy to transfer The Accused to the Maudsley Hospital.

However, there appear to have been numerous other motivations muscling in and, it turns out, preventing The Accused from receiving this legacy was amongst the objectives.  Oma was trying assiduously to get into contact with The Accused while Accused-dad was informing her that he refused to reply to her letters (She knew very well that he had not received them).  It seems likely also that although The Accused was named in Oma’s will both as executor and heir that Accused-dad invented some story about The Accused being incapacitated to enable him to grab the money without The Accused’s knowledge!

This legacy from Oma, to Accused-dad, amounted at the most to a few weeks’ salary.. whereas to The Accused it represented his whole future.  The Accused did not believe that his parents had a viable case for contesting the will.  The Accused had checked up on this aspect of  Austrian law.   The Pflichtteil did not apply to children living abroad or who were not Austrian citizens.  Per se this perhaps was not an infallible or morally justifiable argument.  Accused-dad had been required, when he received a commission in the British army, to sign a declaration renouncing citizenships other than British but this declaration was ‘secret’ since it was anticipated that Accused-dad might be used on secret service missions posing as non-British (which he was - though he was given Swiss identity!).  Accused-dad was born a British Citizen - in Dublin - and had not been recognised in Austria as Austrian.   He was declared to be British, but for their bureaucratic purposes, Czech, and therefore not permitted to practice Medicine in Austria.  That however was under the new ‘Nazi’ Law.   However, previously, anyone living in Austria or of Austrian descent or any native of the non-German Central European countries was accepted as Austrian or, at any rate, ‘Viennese’, the term used to describe this ambiguous citizenship.   Accused-mum’s father was Hungarian and her mother Bohemian.  It had not originally been customary or necessary to register as Austrians and it is likely that they never did.   But they were not Jewish, they were not medics, and their credentials were not questioned.  Otherwise two thirds of Austria might have been expelled.   The current Austrian government (whose Prime Minister had visited Briarwood) had renounced the expulsions of the l930s and declared that it recognised anyone excluded during the period of Nazification as remaining Austrian.   However, in The Accused’s view the Austrian Pflichtteil Law existed to protect the son from the mother.  Austrian families were so much dominated by their matriarchs that without being rescued by a more male-friendly national law male children wouldn’t have stood a chance!   As the scion of an Austrian family in Britain The Accused inherited this system of  behaviour that favoured mothers but in Britain there were no laws protecting male children.  The Accused, therefore, needed The Pflichtteil.  He was prepared to explain this to an Austrian court.   Although Austrian Courts were not expected to take the prohibition relating to non-citizens or sons living  abroad very seriously, nevertheless the blind-eye or waiver was at their discretion of the Courts.   The Court could, of course, save face by ordering that half the money be put into a trust fund for another three years, but if Accused-dad contested the will, if The Accused appeared to defend the inheritance, the Courts were unlikely to deprive him of it.  The fact that Accused-dad contested the will at all was likely to be taken against him!   There might be some other person claiming a share, in which case the Pflichtteil might provide a protection.   There was, however, no such person - and had there been that could be dealt-with as it arose - and whatever Accused-dad took, whatever he might assert, would go to Accused-mum and Mme Enorme!

The Accused was to discover in l988, amongst documents addressed to him which his parents should have passed on when they were received, that Accused-dad in l969 travelled to Austria to seize the alleged Pflichtteil.  The Accused knew nothing about this, but the County Court at Modling insisted that there be a hearing at which The Accused was represented.  Accused-mum’s brother, Onkl Hans, appeared to represent The Accused and, having been informed by Accused-dad that this was correct, said that The Accused did not contest Accused-dad’s claims.  For this, Accused-dad rewarded him with the stamp collection!  In l988 The Accused was also surprised at the involvement at the Vienna end of one Julius Bittner and supposed this must be a lawyer muscling in on the fraud.  In fact, this is probably the Bittner who was Accused-dad’s friend at the Schottengymnasium and also the Bittner who set up house with the homosexual Onkl Willi and looked after him when he contracted cancer and then devoted himself to the care of Oma.  The Accused, however, knew nothing about this and, since he was named both sole heir an executor in the will, expected some preliminary correspondence - and  was astonished to receive a letter from a lawyer in which he was informed that he received less than half the supposed amount (not including the stamp collection and various other non-monetary items either taken or given away by Accused-dad), half having been paid to Accused-dad but the legal and other expenses had been deducted in entirely from The Accused’s moiety.  It seemed to The Accused that some fraud had been perpetrated by his parents.  His father provided no information at all, though it sounded from Accused-mum’s brief comments as if  Accused-dad had confiscated letters written to The Accused, had communicated with this lawyer, had concocted some pretence that The Accused was incapacitated and unable to represent himself ... and Accused-mum quoted the lawyer as conceding that ‘under the circumstances’ no counterclaim from The Accused could be expected.  A counterclaim, had The Accused been informed of this conspiracy, could certainly have been expected, though it is not clear what the ‘circumstances’ were.  Accused-mum supposed that Accused-dad had said that he would hand over his alleged share to The Accused which is, perhaps why The Accused was charged the fees, and, to Accused-mum’s way of thinking, it did not seem relevant that Accused-dad was not going to hand over the money.   Accused-mum is likely to have had a higher opinion of  herself than of  The Accused and to have supposed that anything given to her was given to The Accused.

So Accused dad had expended a considerable sum of money travelling to Austria, would have to pay tax on this alleged inheritance - which The Accused, with zero income, would not have done - and now with the alleged seven hundred pounds was obliged to by Accused-mum a car.   The Accused did not spy on his parents but Accused-dad left his bank statement lying around.   The Accused glanced on it and discovered that there were two of these payments, not one.  So he had also bought Mme Enorme a car!   Naturally, to avoid being denounced and  Found Out, he would have to.   Accused-mum’s power depended on a virtual alliance with Mme Enorme.   If  Accused-dad did not pay up, she could inform the GMC!   But this meant she also had to allow Mme Enorme a similar hold.   Mme Enorme might inform Accused-mum!   Accused-mum had a blindness to the inconvenient truth and did not believe the second payment had occurred when The Accused in later years first mentioned it to her.

The outcome of  this plot to prevent The Accused getting the money, therefore, was that Accused came out of the transactions with a loss of over £800!  That could reasonably have been expected to be the outcome.

So Accused dad then pleaded with The Accused that he was in difficulties financially.   He could not meet his commitments.   The Accused would have to dispense with his weekly payments (of around ten pounds) for helping Accused-mum with her Open University work (and any other payments).   Accused-dad would refund the money in a few months time when hopefully his finances had recovered!   The Accused, Accused-dad pointed out, could use, instead, the £700 he had received from Oma.

The Accused reports that for one week Accused-dad did not pay him any money.  But the next week Accused-mum overheard a conversation and intervened.   Since the cheque was given to her and then passed onto The Accused after the coaching session she could hardly have avoided finding out!  She ordered Accused-dad to pay the money.   In the following weeks, therefore, despite his penury, Accused-dad did as Accused-mum ordered.   A succession of  cheques was coming in from Accused-dad’s various part-time jobs and he did not have  to dip into any reserves (if there were any) or borrow from Accused-mum, The Accused or anyone else.

Accused-mum already had a car.   The Accused’s, fact, already had two - small - cars.   It is not clear which was Accused-mum’s and which was Accused-dad’s,  though, in practice,  both were Accused-mum’s.   One of these cars was the original RNO 339 Ford Anglia (a design  since renamed the Popular, the name Anglia being transferred to a model of more modern build).  Accused-mum promised that this would now become available to enable The Accused learn to drive.  The Accused, by now, should have known better than give any credence to a parental promise (and probably didn’t) but was then astonished to discover that the Ford Anglia had been given in part-exchange, £70 being deducted from the new car’s price.

         “Had the dealer set eyes on RNO 339 before offering the discount?”, asked The Accused.

Accused-dad’s eyes brightened.   He was a devotee of  forensic science and the detective story.   But Accused-mum was to reply and  Accused-dad was to remain silent during the conversation.

Accused-mum looked briefly puzzled and then said that as a matter of  fact he had not.   He had been very generous... given her a specially favourable deal... allowed a generous discount on the basis of  trust, her word only and without sight of  the part-exchanged car.

        “Was RNO 339 any use to the dealer?  Would he be able to sell it - and for how much?”

Indeed.  This, the dealer had told her, was why his offer was to be regarded as so exceptionally generous.  Commonly, even usually,  the car would be unsaleable.   RNO 339 was an old car with a considerable mileage.   Very occasionally the dealer did manage to sell a part-exchanged car...but he did not expect to do so.

So it was the dealer’s invariable practice to be so exceptionally generous and to offer a liberal price for a part-exchange vehicle upon which he had not set eyes.   This was the point which The Accused was trying to establish.   The reader will maybe cotton on more readily than Accused-mum!

Had Accused-mum not noticed in newspapers that part-exchange deals were offered for all manner of  unsaleable items such as washing machines,  vacuum cleaners and television sets.   The part-exchanged item did not even have a scrap value to the dealer.   The Accused claims that his conclusion was that part-exchange was a confidence trick used to persuade that they were getting a favourable deal, getting something for nothing.   ‘Part exchange’, of course, was also used as a means of  evading retail price maintenance.   In those days manufacturers ordered that an item must sold at such and such a price or not below such a price and it could be illegal and/or  a breach of contract to sell below the price - or the manufacturers might then show favour to another dealer.   The point The Accused was making, if the reader has not already noticed it, is that if the dealer offered £70 off the price of the car without even looking at the ‘part exchange’ item this was because the actual retail price of the car was seventy pounds, or perhaps even more, less than the published list price.  Nothing was being paid for the RNO 339.  This was just a symbolic transaction to make it legal.  She could, if she had so desired, have sold him an empty match box for £70 in ‘part exchange’.  Far from the dealer being ‘generous’, he had sold one car at its actual retail price and had obtained another, which he was going to sell, for nothing!

Accused-mum averred that The Accused was deluded.   The Accused insisted nevertheless that a discount of  £100 off the list price was automatic and that she could have sold the dealer the RNO 339 for £140 in ‘part exchange’ (to validate the automatic discount) and then bought it back for £70.  Had he been negotiating with the dealer, The Accused insisted, he would have had no difficulty in arranging this.  Accused-dad looked delighted.  But Accused-mum yelled that Accused-mum said The Accused was deluded.   If he was heard making such comments, she averred, he would be sent to a mental hospital.

The Accused reminded Accused-mum that she had promised that when she got  a new car she would retain RNO 339 so he could learn driving on it.   How was he now to learn driving?

Did she promise that? - asked Accused-mum.  Well, maybe she had.   But she had had to sell the car in part-exchange to gain the discount.

    “What you do is your own affair.”, lamented The Accused, “But this taking of  Oma’s money was just theft....”

       “It was our money, not yours!”, Accused-mum yelled, “We gave to her over many years and it cost us a great deal more than we got back.   The Pflichteil is a legal right.   We took it for your sake.   If we had not done so there might have been other claims on the estate and you might not have gotten anything...”

         “I paid for it, not you!”, retorted The Accused.

Accused-mum wouldn’t listen anyway and so it didn’t matter what he said.

        “I had to  do without, not you!  It was my affair and not yours...and if  there were other claims, that is a risk which it was up to me to take and it was my affair to deal with it.  Now it turns out...though it is your affair...that your having  two cars or a sum of  seventy pounds is worth more to you than my entire life...”

The Accused meant that it was essential for his future to learn to drive a car and to have a driving licence.   His lamentations, however,  made no impression on Accused-mum.  She had been answering his speeches in the manner of an automaton and had not been listening.

When the Accused had discovered amongst the previously withheld papers in l988 he had discovered that there had been a case in the Modling County Court at which his father had claimed the Pflichtteil and he had written an application to this court, in German, for the case to be reheard.  It was then that he was informed that he had in the previous case been represented by ‘Hans Pendl’.  The Accused did not wish to find himself accusing the well-intentioned Onkl Hans of fraud and did not therefore proceed further.  However he did mention his discovery to his father - who then admitted that he had given the stamp collection to Onkl Hans as reward for acting on behalf of  The Accused.  The Accused had previously repeatedly asked what had happened to this stamp collection and had been told either that there was no stamp collection or that his parents knew nothing about it.  Surely Accused-dad, a former self-styled secret service agent, was sufficiently familiar with the works of  Conan Doyle and Agatha Christie to know that a stamp collection, or a single stamp, usually a used stamp on an envelope, may be the substance of a legacy.   Whether he had read the works of  Conan Doyle and Agatha Christie or not, he had certainly heard this particular story - which has probably been repeated by numerous authors, including Accused-dad.  Irrespective of  being shouted down by Accused-mum, The Accused had often enough mentioned that Oma intended to leave her legacy in this form.

        “It was my stamp collection”, explained Accused-dad...It had always been his property and was his to give to Onkl Hans. 

This information, whether true or false, was new to The Accused.  Perhaps some of the older items had been his when he was a youth in Vienna.

        “It was worth nothing!”, explained Accused-mum.

How would she know!  The Accused did write to the Pendls warning them that this stamp collection might be worth more than they supposed.  But none of the Pendls were to reply.  What letters they formerly sent The Accused did not receive, but since then, probably since around l970, they have neither answered his letters nor sent any spontaneously.

Accused-dad’s secret rushing to Austria and the disposal of  ‘his’ stamp collection  suggests that he might have considered himself, in a wider sense, to have been robbed by the Nazis of his inheritance - to have been unjustly exiled from his family - and that for these emotional reasons he may have acted as if the inheritance was unequivocally his.

How much was £700 worth in l969?  If a figure has to be suggested, then perhaps, the corresponding amount in the year 2000 would have been at least £14,000.  This seems a great deal of money.. but £14,000 would not have gone very far in the year 2000.  It is not realistic to compare 1969 amounts with 2000 or subsequent amounts.  There are major differences between l965 and 2000 economics .  If the parental means test on students grants had existed in 2000 and if somebody was denied the right to employment and income and, instead, forced to study at university without any funding whatsoever, the chances are that nothing on earth could have saved such a person in the year 2000.  In 1968 those who received a full students’ grant were paid around seven pounds a week.  A middle aged working man in accommodation for which a nominal ‘protected’ rent was charged possibly could survive on such an amount, or possibly could do so in theory.  Students however found themselves unable to survive on this £7  a week and many were psychiatrised.  It was not unusual for students not merely to have full grants but to have considerable donations from their parents.  Those with grants from past or future employers would have incomes and expenditures of over forty pounds a week.  There were those who were able to secure paid employment when studying or whose parents did not prevent them.  Some authorities paid some students, particularly if they were not forced to commence studies immediately after leaving school,  grants that very considerably exceeded the alleged maximum grant.  The Accused was at an age where students were not usually parentally meanstested but The Accused was denied this privilege because he had commenced studies immediately after leaving school.  A realistic allowance for a student would have been at least twenty five pounds a week.   Seven hundred pounds was not a sufficient amount to enable The Accused to obtain a driving licence and to set up all the other necessities of  medical or any other career.  Being unemployed at the age of twenty six, after life long discrimination because he belonged to no social class and all visible avenues scuppered by Accused-mum and the admission to the Maudsley Hospital he hurdles The Accused had to overcome exceeded those faced by others.  The higher anyone was in the academic ‘competitive’ hierarchy or the higher his alleged I.Q., the less his prospects.. and The Accused was No 1 - at the very bottom of the heap.  The reader will discover in what manner it was possible for The Accused to survive.  Prospects were even very much worse than anticipated because governments took away everything in the way of  jobs, homes and everything else that might have been available to those born in Britain into no social class and born without a job and gave it all to immigrants whom they invited into the country to keep down such as The Accused.  However, seven hundred pounds in The Accused’s case was not seven hundred pounds as it would be to somebody with a job.  It represented, supposedly, his entire future and, therefore, the putative income rather than capital sum is relevant.  Seven hundred pounds then and up till 1980, when Reaganothatcherism supervened, was equivalent to an income of  almost 168 pennies or seventy modern pence a week.  In the Accused’s view, the minimum necessary for a person of  no social class to survive was five thousand pounds.. though the amount forever increased as the Working Class drove up prices with their apparently unlimited wages and in 2004 is to measured in millions of pounds.  Whatever The Accused contrived he could never catch up with the privileged early school leaver.  The Accused did not suppose that £700 was a considerable sum and supposed that with the full legacy his prospects would have been more realistic.  He maintains that he managed his affairs so well that he was, in fact, able to survive... but by living very frugally and not by investing in what those with prospects - or everyone else - would regard as necessities.  He also maintains that the alleged fact that £700, in his hands, was sufficient for survival proves that with twice as much he would rapidly have become a multimillionaire.  He claims to have managed his affairs spectacularly as matters stood but that all was, time and time again, smashed by Accused-mum and the psychiatric terror - the need to avoid being ECT’d or turned into a vegetable by Public School Nazis aided and abetted by Accused-mum.

The author’s investigations suggest that The Accused despite his allegedly minimal or zero income,  broke even through opportunistic share purchases - investments of  no more than fifty pounds a time.  These included stock in companies in voluntary liquidation, usually investments of less than twenty five pounds, which shares, in those days, could be cheaply bought but which then, over a period of  years or decades, might pay out several times the amount invested.  In those days, purchase of  these shares was akin to betting on a horse after it had already won.  The Accused seems also to have relied on mathematics rather than sound financial judgement, banking on the regular periodic fluctuations displayed by some shares, particularly worthless shares.  The Accused’s investments prior to l969 appear not to have been too catastrophic.  In fact, he may have proceeded a few more years without any major calamity, though during the l970s prices dropped considerably, making his holdings temporally not worth the commissions that would have had to be paid had they been sold, while because he had these shares, he was heavily penalised in any assessment or social security payments.  They were however for the most part essentially sound and continued to pay dividends .. though increasingly The Accused’s investments incurred major losses which he claims were counterbalanced by gains on other investments - but that is what the unsuccessful punter always claims.

Critics claim that Sir Isaac Newton lost a great deal of money when the price of  South Sea Company shares crashed and they claim that The Accused, when he boasts about the efficiency of his management of his legacy, forgets that shortly after his receiving this money he squandered a considerable amount, several hundred pounds we understand,  in shares in a worthless company, Mason and Barry, which did, indeed, soon thereafter go bust.  According to The Accused Sir Isaac did not overestimate the prospects of the South Sea Company and that if he bought any shares in it all it was only as many as it was compulsory for him to buy, as Chancellor of the Exchequer, to boost public confidence.  But, if  Sir Isaac, did lose money on the South Sea Company, The Accused adds, Sir Isaac would not have been greatly worried since when the price started descending, Sir Isaac had been dead for two years.  Within his lifetime it was impossible to lose money on the South Sea Company.  It was as solid as a balloon,  expanding more and more as it floated higher and higher in ever rarified atmosphere.  Isaac’s long dead friend Thomas Hooke had discovered that the increase in volume of the balloon was proportional to the time elapsed, unless secured by an invention of the great natural philosopher, used also by orthopaedic surgeons, named eponymously the Hooke.  If Lady Newton did, at this time, still retain some South Sea shares, and if she did was unable to deduct the losses from Profit  Tax, then it is the author’s suspicion that the late Sir Isaac had hedged his bets and that The Accused, who was at the opposite pole to Sir Isaac in the magnitude of his share capital would similarly have bought the doomed shares cheaply out of profits of sale of previous Mason and Barry shares.  If not, indeed, the loss on the bankrupted shares might have evaporated any hopes of  surviving for life on the legacy - if indeed The Accused had such a notion or was acting entirely in consistency with it.

The author finds that Mason and Barry was a tiny company of which few people had heard, whose shares were rarely bought or sold.  There was some rumour of some such shares having been bought in l968or l969, that this generated rumours that something was afoot which encouraged more purchases and an increase in the share price. selling transactions, maybe selling shares whose price had one up because he had previously bought shares in this tiny company of which nobody else had heard in whose shares there were so few transactions that they were noticed when they occurred.  Nobody knew or knows how many shares were bought by the unknown benefactor prior to the bubble and the bursting of the bubble.  Could then The Accused have been doing a Jim Slater (a Daily Mirror share pundit who is believed to have bought shares, recommended them and sold them)?   A purchase of shares by The Accused did on the scale of a purchase by Sir Isaac Newton not render the Stock Exchange awash with money waiting to be squandered and a loss of a hundred pounds to The Accused was as great a calamity to The Accused as a loss of  a few million modern pounds was insignificant to Sir Isaac Newton but, nevertheless, even a purchase of one share in Mason and Barry might be a previously unknown event .. and it might be the only Mason and Barry Share for sale on the stock market.  The entire community of stockbrokers might have been searching for hours to find this one share to sell to The Accused... and, as it happens, despite the triviality of  The Accused’s transactions, there were apt to be a lead which the more prosperous would find profitable to follow.  The author suspects that The Accused did in fact make an overall profit on whatever Mason and Barry transaction -- a very small profit, or, as losing punters always do, imagined he had made an overall profit.  Since The Accused had no way of  earning filthy lucre, even in infinitesimal amounts, other than buying and selling shares, he was bound to tell himself such a story - and to pat himself on the back.  Nevertheless, historians are inclined to the view that The Accused did lose some money on Mason and Barry shares and that he lost it irrespective of what alleged previous profits he had already made.  The Accused might argue that after the previous alleged sale it was a reasonable idea to keep a few shares or buy back even more than previously held but at a lower price.. so as to get the free Annual Report or just in case a large lump of platinum was found in the company’s mine.  But there were to be no further Annual Reports and, if there was a lump of platinum, nobody had read The Accused’s textbook of  chemistry and geology and nobody had bothered to look.  The Accused, historians are agreed, did not have a clue what he was doing and was very lucky to get away with it!  The Accused had in fact bought these shares because Lincoln Cathedral had been built by Masons (So had the Royal Masonic Hospital - and Masons continued to be very solid reliable people) - and because James Barry had popularized the surgical prosthesis invented by Sir Isaac’s friend Robert Hooke.

Mason and Barry owned a silver mine in South America - or supposedly so.  The Accused knew that South Americans were bandits who rode on horses, carried Winchester rifles and wore big hats and that the profits of silver trinkets sold by Peruvian Inca barrow-boys were unlikely to reach his pocket.  This was well known to everyone.  Everyone knew also that before Charles Darwin put them right and boosted the South American economy, the bandits were not very good at extracting the silver from their ore.  The Mason and Barry share price was somewhat volatile, which was typical of worthless shares, and in this case could be attributed to nobody knowing whether there were reserves of silver ore or not or whether they existed in sufficient concentration to be a commercial proposition.  Maybe they did or maybe they didn’t - and, if they didn’t, then perhaps some prospective purchaser did not realize that  Charles Darwin might pay another visit and show how to extract the Nickel, or some new reserves might there or somewhere else be found or a Butlin’s Holiday Camp could be opened on the site.

The value of a mine depended on changeable local labour laws - such as that the miners expected to be paid - and the price of metals (paid to the mining company rather than by Elizabeth Taylor to the jeweller) tended to lag behind inflation and catch up.  When the price of silver goes up it then becomes expedient to go through the slag heap and leach out the small quantities of ore that remain.  A mine can become valuable overnight - and the shares in a mine even more valuable overnight.  Since shares in mines are traditionally worth rather more than mines, it is economically expedient for companies to print lots of them, sell them and  buy  chain of betting shops.  But it is unlikely that The Accused knew anything about such real or imaginary geology, politics and economics.  Well, he probably did and supposed that the company was a going concern or a valid risk.  The Accused during his youthful travels to auction sales with mother had noticed that searchers for non-paper investment paid a great deal for silver trinkets and that there generosity was grew forever more bountiful (whereas most other commodities were then bought by dealers very cheaply).      

Exchange and Mart does not advertise for sale many cheap flourishing miles with millions of tons of  accessible reserves verified by the Professor of  Geology at Imperial College situated in countries full of  honest unemployed bandits who with an English pound note can buy a ranch and pay other bandits to work on it for the next fifty years.  But the Mason and Barry Company not merely said it could and would buy a new mine if it could find one but then said it had actually bought one... and also started investing in the erection of  holiday homes in ‘The Algarve’, which turned out to be in Portugal.   The Accused had noticed that when he made his final purchase of  Mason and Barry shares the stockbroker was very keen to sell pausing not even to haggle over the customary half penny per share he would try to get on top of what The Accused was prepared to pay.  So, at that point, The Accused knew that the shares were dodgy.   The Accused, at this stage, did not know about the holiday homes in the Algarve, the Managing Director was to tell him was in Portugal.

Just as there are collectors of stamps, butterflies and young ladies, there are collectors of share certificates.  Some historians have suggested that The Accused bought these worthless shares because the ornamental ancient Mason and Barry share certificate is the equivalent of the Mauritian Blue stamp which appears in the works of  Conan Doyle and Agatha Christie.  The Accused may have supposed that this piece of paper, at an auction of antique share certificates, was worth more than the entire Mason and Barry company in its prime.  Or was The Accused, in fact, as some historians have suggested, intending to buy the entire company, though no longer in its prime.  If a company is dodgy but nevertheless over a lengthy period or time not Found Out, the punter, at least in theory, can end up owning it - in theory, and in those days when the share certificates were held free of charge by the local branch of the punter’s bank, which also dealt directly with the stockbroker.  If Mason and Barry shares could be guaranteed, over a year, regularly to stand at five pence on Monday and ten pence on Friday, then, in theory, The Accused would own the company, without paying anything for it, well before Christmas.  If this was his objective, it was not fulfilled and he has not subsequently find any directorships by chasing shares in worthless companies.  Then he could do with it what he wanted.  But nevertheless he would have preferred the company to have some assets when he got hold of it.

So The Accused felt uneasy about these holiday homes in The Algarve, which was alleged to be in Portugal.  He also felt uneasy at the company squandering its funds in printing and sending him a sizable booklet informing him of this fact - since the document did not seem to contain any facts and the Company Secretary could just have written him a short letter.  The Accused would not have sold his shares or not have bought them in the first place if  he had known about the holiday homes.  Being the member of a company was akin to being a member of a club or family.  It demanded loyalty, rather than ratlike continuous scrutiny of the fabric so as to be able to jump off the ship if there was any danger of it sinking.  The Accused had some personal interest in chemistry - and silver had uses known to chemists.   The Accused probably knew that Mason and Barry claimed to own a mine when he bought his share.  The Accused had some interest and education in chemistry and had therefore some interest in mines.  Mines extract raw materials used within the economy and have a basic and essential function - or used to be before everything was made out of petrol.  He supposed that this mine was either a cave with some ore in its sides or a field in which people with spades were digging up the gravel and leaching out the metallic content.   This cave or gravel would be somewhere near the coast and if they ran out of  gravel, they could find more gravel or another cave somewhere else in the jungle somewhere nearby in the jungle a little bit further inland.  He did not suppose there were gangs of  unpaid bandits sweating ten miles under the ground waiting for the roof to cave in.  Mines belonged to the real world.  The Accused may not have known that the mine supposedly contained silver and even when he was told supposed it contained also other elements, such as sulfur, but even silver has uses known to chemists apart from its function as money or ornament.  But The Accused knew nothing about holiday homes.  Before the Mason and Barry circular came round he had never even heard of holiday homes and I was unaware that anyone would want one in Portugal unless they were Portuguese and already had holiday homes in Portugal.  None of  his acquaintances had ever expressed a desire to own, hire or occupy a holiday home in Portugal.  .. and what happened to these homes over the other fifty weeks of the year.  Presumably, during these fifty one weeks they fell to pieces.  It seemed to The Accused that it was a long walk to this Algarve, which was said to be in Portugal, and an even longer walk for a mining manager in South America.  To The Accused holiday homes did not belong to the Real World but to the world of salesmen.  The Accused, at the forthcoming AGM, did therefore ask the Chairman/Managing Director some questions about these Holiday Homes.  He was trying to discover whether apart from the plan that there would be holiday homes or some alleged income from letting or selling holiday homes, this project was establishing any solid underlying assets owned by the company, such a stretch of land.  Land, like mining, is basic and, just as silver does not have to be used to manufacture ancient coinage (and would be so used if it were not all used up in making ornaments, or, formerly, coins or plates and cutlery used instead of coins), land need not be used for holiday homes.  Whence had the money come for this project, or whence was it going to come.  How much? - and was this money indeed being converted to solid assets rather than into some bond or contract which was purported at some future date to generate an income?  It sounded very much as if money had to be borrowed to participate in the scheme and that Mason and Barry were not be in charge, or not entirely so, but rather hangers-on or even playing no active part beyond providing money.  It could even have been that some gentleman was saying: “I have this get-rich-quick-scheme.  Give me your money!”.  The answers to The Accused’s questions seemed somewhat evasive, though the Managing Director assured him that the company had no contractual commitments from which it could not escape and that the plan could be terminated without losses.   The Accused surmised that this project was somewhat dodgy, that the Managing Director was in fact confirming The Accused’s various suspicions but that the prospects were not improved by shouting too loudly.

The Accused suspected that there were other uses for the clapped out mine than the extraction of silver - such as holiday homes for alligator-hunters or the sale of several million tons of valuable birdshit or bat droppings - which could be converted to explosives and sold to the Colombian People’s Army.  The Accused’s knowledge of  silver ores was not unlimited and asked questions also in an effort to ascertain the composition of the ores and the processes used for extraction.  These questions on holiday homes and mines were not asked in a hostile or aggressive manner or for the purpose of criticism.. and were more in the form of a conversation.  The Managing Director used geologists’ names for ores and  The Accused used chemists’ ... and was reluctant to admit he did not fully understand what he was told.  The Accused is reported to have had similar thoughts to Charles Darwin when encountering South American mining procedures.   The Accused is unable to recall what was done and what The Accused suggested, but historians have come up with  theory that this ore was dissolved in acid and the silver extracted by electrolysis, which seemed to The Accused, who did not know that they had power stations in South America, very expensive and laborious.  The Accused suggested that some of this ore or slag should simply be heated to a high temperature to discover whether, as he thought would happen, this silver would be released as metal and flow to the bottom of the receptacle.  The experiment could be performed in  small furnace, such as used in the neolithic era to extract copper.   

The Accused has claimed that the company went into liquidation on the same day as he was sold the shares by the eager stockbroker.  Indeed, he claims that the company had already gone into liquidation when he bought the shares.  The Accused’s recollections have become vague and unreliable.  This does happen, though the author is not sure that it did not happen to The Accused in the context of some other share.  Punters do sometimes buy shares when the defunction of the company has already been announced or buy it some inappropriate price (such as offering a price for the share cum dividend and then discovering that the share has been sold at the same price ex-dividend).  The victim then feels much as a person feels who has been robbed by a prostitute.. he feels ashamed that he should have been caught out that way and does not complain.  It may be that the company went into liquidation a few minutes before the purchase or that it did so several months later.

The story about the holiday homes in The Algarve, which turned out to be in Portugal, and about the New Mine, the reader has learnt, sounded suspicious.   However, from the point of view of the punter,  at any date in the future there would exist the possibility of  the company, at some even later date, making a profit.   So long as this is the case, a share has a value and the company is Not Found Out.  It is sufficient for the directors to spend all eternity declaring that they will make this future profit - so long as the company is not Found Out.  There were no claims that the company had the cash with which to buy new mines and holiday homes - nor, for that matter, claims that it didn’t.  Nor were there claims that there would be devastating expenses associated with closure or devastating financial obligations to ex-employees.  This mysterious immunity led The Accused to suspect that Mason and Barry may once upon  a time had a mine in  South America but that, within the period of  known history, he had on the site at the most a Hole in the Ground.  A hole in the sand on a South American beach may not be worth much -but it is worth something.   It sounded as if the company had some positive value - or that it had assets, real assets in the sense that a field is an asset but not so figures on the balance sheet that depend on the company actually being in operation or conducting an economically viable operation or which are a valuation of  the skills of employees.  For someone who had for a long time owned a large number of shares in Mason and Barry and had paid a sizable price for them or had become dependent on a sizeable dividend, it might be unfortunate for the company to make only a small profit or break even.  But The Accused had not paid a great deal for his shares, would not have overpaid were the company to make only a tiny profit or not to make any profit for some considerable time,  and he was used to living in penury.  From his point of view, if a person had a very small regular income and was free to make the best of  his opportunities, then he could survive and, similarly, from his point of view, if a company made any profit whatsoever or broke even it could survive and grow from small earnings to great.  If Mason and Barry had earned fifty billion pounds profit a year it would have found it easier to take over the Anglo-American mining company of   South Africa than it would have with an income of ten pounds a year, but it with the ten pounds a year it could have got there eventually.  If the company is consistently losing ten pounds a year, then the various ‘non-real’ assets on the balance sheet may be devalued to zero but the ‘real’ assets remain.   They will not remain forever if the company is losing ten pounds a year ... but if the company is breaking even or perhaps even if it is, for the time being, regularly losing ten pounds a year,  the assets can be used to generate the ten pounds year income which is gradually enhanced until eventually the company buys the Anglo-American Mining Corporation.   Readers who are economists will recall that in an ideal free market companies break even rather than make a profit (in the sense of  money that is not wages or wages in disguise which may be distributed and spent on young ladies in hotels on Phuket Island).  In The Accused’s view it was possible for a company to make sufficient use of a clapped-out mine or even a field in Portugal to avoid losses.  Indeed, in l969, it was possible to make money by buying a clapped-out mine (instead of merely landing up with one that supposedly had previously been unoutclapped).  In l969 a clapped-out mine cost a clapped-out price, a more clapped out price, in fact, than a hole in the ground purchased to be grotto to amuse happy holiday campers or for a field with some unflat surface features used for planting potatoes.  The assets upon which this breaking even would be based might be less or be valued in the accounts as less than the company in its previous history, in which sense there has been a write-down or loss, but it breaks even at the new base.  The mushrooms grown in the former mine make less profit than the former platinum, and therefore the mushroom farm is worth less than the platinum mine but nevertheless it is a viable business that can grow into one greater.  The mushroom farm may in fact make more money than the mine ever did, but the point being made is that it not necessary for it to do so.  The Accused did not advertise his services but would have been willing to lend his services to discover a use for whatever rubbish the company had accumulated.  The Accused would have been willing to lend his services to ascertain and effect how the existing assets might be reutilised, but he did not offer to do so openly and was not asked.

However, in these situations companies usually choose to borrow money.   What then happens is that the company is O.K. until it is Found Out.  Once a company is Found Out it is no longer relevant that at every date in the present or future there is the possibility of a  miracle at some even later date.  Being Found Out consists of the banks asking for their money back.  There may be something to precipitate being Found Out, such as an ominous consensus amongst journalists or some fiddle being exposed.  Since companies do not want to be Found Out they keep quiet about anything that might cause adverse publicity and when they become acutely terrified of being Found Out they are apt to take refuge in ill-considered deals and alliances.   When a company is Found Out, a great deal, in fact, is apt to be Found Out.  But being Found Out consists of the banks asking for the money back, irrespective of whether there are reasons or of whether there is anything that has been found out or is found out in consequence of the Finding Out.  In the year 2004, with particular reference to then contemporary practice, The Accused published Goldenlay’s Law of  Equity, that the probability of a company being Found Out within any limited future period was inversely proportional to its share price,  inversely proportional to the actual value of the shares and inversely proportional to the companies debts.  Sooner or later, every company is Found Out, but within a limited period, few companies are Found Out.   The companies have to bluff their way through.  So long as they are not Found Out they are not Found Out.  A limited liability company is like a big Public School Boy and if it is owned by someone who is a foreigner who never attended a Public School it is first in the line for being Found Out.

So Mr. Geddes, a large Scottish mining engineer who resembled Telly Savalas or Ernst Stavros Blofeld, with a black patch over one eye, bought five shares in the company for three shillings apiece, and Mr Geddes sent round circulars.  Or maybe Mr. Geddes was donated the five shares by admirers, one apiece from anonymous dissatisfied shareholders .. the Managing Directors’ mother in law and his four sons who were anxious to take over.  Ernst Stavros Blofeld, in the novels of  Ian Flemming is the Director of a powerful corporate globilisation authority who was in films apt to be played by this Telly Savalas .. whereas James Bond was entrusted with the hopeless task of  preventing globilisation usurping national governments and taking over the world.  There was a meeting, which The Accused attended, at which Mr. Geddes propose that he be appointed Managing Director and Saviour of the Company.  It was not necessarily a bad idea for the company to have a Managing Director who looked like a pirate or Ernst Stavros Blofeld ... but the company already had a Managing Director, the handsome Colonel Hungerford, who resembled James Bond, who owned lots of shares and to whom shareholders felt some loyalty.  Mr. Geddes engaged in what is known by those averse to being Found Out as Blowing the Whistle.. an activity not generously rewarded in Public Schools.  But Mr. Geddes claimed he was not Blowing the Whistle but proposing a Salvation Master Plan.  Indeed, Colonel Hungerford did not brand him as blowing the whistle.  The company was committed, claimed Colonel Hungerford.  It was not practicable to change policy in midstream and was likely to be costly. But he was perfectly prepared to implement Mr. Geddes’ plan if, in fact, it could be proved to be better or if his own plan at some future date failed.  So, on the face of it, the banks would see the company as now having two strings in its bow and would be less likely to Find Out.

The current management was incompetent, Mr. Geddes informed the meeting.  He may not have used that word but his allegations might be so interpreted.  The report on the New Mine, which  Colonel Hungerford had taken to be a eulogy, meant no more than that the hole in the ground was a mine.  The previous owners had shoved a old silver candle sticks and sixpenny pieces between the rocks before showing Colonel Hungerford round the mine prior to the purchase.  A close look at the silver candlesticks showed that they were pewter and the sixpenny bit was mainly aluminium.  The company was being swindled in Portugal.  The Happy Valley Seaside Holiday Village was an inland bog being used by the Portuguese Nuclear Energy Corporation to dump nuclear waste and it had never belonged to Senor Dick Dastardly from whom the company had bought a fifty per cent share.  Mr. Dastardly was currently hiding in a prison cell in Nigeria from an army of bailiffs dispatches from Brazil, Australia and the United States.  Moreover there was no such person as El Dastardly and the document which, according to the English translation, was the Deeds of the Bog, was, in fact, a summons to the non-payer a parking fine.  Foreign companies wishing to build holiday homes on Portuguese nuclear waste depositories were required to pay a  five million dollar surcharge to obtain planning permission.  The building in progress nearing completion consisted of one Danger! Keep Out! sign.   But Mr. Geddes, nevertheless, had a Master Plan.  He would make the best of whatever remained and would squander no money on dubious propositions.

For whom should The Accused vote - for Colonel Hungerford or for the Pirate?  The reader in the year 2004 will answer that it makes no difference.   The Directors win whatever happens.   They are in league with the Fund Managers.  But the punter should always vote against the Directors.  The Directors are on the fiddle.   Year 2004 shareholders are hardened by bitter experience and have had any natural feeling of kindness and goodwill to Company Directors drummed out of the them.  But that was not true in the l960s or even the l970s.  It was true that Colonel Hungerford was going to win anyway - and openly said so - but not because he was in conspiracy with Fund Managers.  But in 1969 there existed no obligation for punters to vote against Directors.  This was the era of popular entrepreneurish clever and entertaining bosses who not only managed companies but owned them.  Colonel Hungerford was not overweight, did not smoke a cigar, did not look like a bookmaker and probably wasn’t even Jewish and perhaps had never even lived Stepney - and he was youngish looking.  But he was a Boss.  He gained nothing by swindling the company.   As he himself said, if the company went under, he was the biggest loser.  To other shareholders it would be an inconvenience, but his it was ‘My All’.  

Was Geddes an opportunist muscling in or was Hungerford bluffing?  It is true that all Mr. Geddes said might be correct.  The Accused has read all he had said before in the Saint stories by Leslie Charteris.  So the Accused already knew that these swindles might be afoot.  But then, perhaps Mr. Geddes had also read the Saint stories and had just changed the names of the people and places.  Although statements by The Company might b lacking in objective proof... there was no proof either for Mr. Geddes’ allegations.

Shareholders, or at any rate, The Accused, already knew that all this might be true and nothing was added without Mr. Geddes stating it openly without concrete proof.  Or at any rate, if there was absolute proof, The Accused was not aware of it.  It made no difference, anyway, whether it was true or false.  There would be some situation which had to be handled in some way.  If  Geddes had any revelations or suggestions to make which revealed a better way of doing it, Hungerford would presumably adopt them.   It seemed that Hungerford was perfectly prepared to adopt the Geddes plan if it objectively seemed better - if, indeed, there was a Geddes plan, but that Geddes would not revert to the Hungerford plan, if there was one, whatever the circumstances.  It was cruel to sack or vote against the Managing Director 0 or he may have been Managing Chairman, but since Geddes was not Managing Director it was not cruel not to vote for him to be so appointed.  It seemed best for Hungerford to continue and play it by ear.  And James Bond was prettier than Ernst Stavros Blofeld ... and Colonel Hungerford was smiling sweetly at The Accused, the only youth in this gathering of old men.

Mr. Geddes’ five shares voted for Mr. Geddes, or probably so.  But not many more shares did so, if any.   It did occur to The Accused that if Colonel Hungerford was in fact incompetent, if he was incapable of  managing the companies affairs, irrespective of whether it was in good shape or whether he was concealing a catalogue of mishaps, if the best way of  Hungerford preserving the value of his shares was to hand over to Hungerford,  then it would be very unlikely for Hungerford to realise that and very unlikely for a majority of shareholders, even if Hungerford was not the majority, to realise it.  The person who represents or pretends to represent the existing authority always wins the vote.. whether at Company AGMs or EGMs or anything else (except, in some circumstances, government elections - and not even they in some countries).  The Accused had, in his Leicester chess affairs, plenty experience of  scalliwags setting themselves up as or pretending to be The Authority.   This AGM was followed by a series of  cheerful press reports about Mason and Barry.  Then, one day, it was suddenly announced that the company had been Found Out, the shares had ceased trading and that shareholders had lost their investment.

Unfortunately historians have omitted to tell exacty what happened during this period of  euphoria that preceded the sudden death of  The Accused’s shares.   The reader will suspect that he sold them and then bought them back.   If a company is going to be Found Out, it is likely that this will be preceded by a period of spindoctering during which the doctors sell their shares.  The Accused had then little or no practical experience of  this familiar phenomenon but he realised that this was what was to be expected in theory.  A share soon to be Found Out shoots up in price but it is not certain that a share that shoots up in price will be Found Out.  Even assuming that the share is going to be Found Out, every share is Found Out eventually, and there might be several false alarms in the world of spindoctors and several euphorias not followed immediately by a Finding Out.   It is even possible that the share price is going up because someone knows that the company has found in its mine a massive deposit of platinum or that Robert Maxwell is intending to buy the company for three times the price he has to pay for it.  Some people bought companies simply because they wee companies, they wanted to own a company and wanted to use it as vehicle for buying casinos.  Mason and Barry was not a big company.  In the eyes of the real Ernst Stavros  the company debt is a trivial amount (and, in any case, he owns the Bank of  Bloomfield, which lent the money) and if he feels like buying himself another company for Christmas, the cost, to him, is pocketmoney.  All these things can happen.   They never do.  But they might.  Or somebody might think they might and the share price might get even higher and, indeed, this thinking they might and the increasing share price might go on for years before the eventual Finding Out.  The correct response to the pre-Finding Out boom, therefore, is not that easy to find... and the punter may not have time to deal with the required transaction when the required transaction becomes desirable.

The Accused persuaded himself  that it was time he passed finals.  He had tried patience as far as it would stretch.   He therefore exploited his new prosperity by wasting scarce resources that might one day be needed on keeping fit and relaxation - and when he felt so inclined, bought prawn curries at the Nisaan.   He even took a day return trip to Brighton a couple of days before the exams commenced  - and there, because it turned out that Leicesteshire were playing Sussex, the Highcross Chess Club had a committee meeting on the pier.

The Accused felt that it was important to keep his thoughts off  the exams and off revision  when taking Cambridge finals in summer l969.   He therefore welcomed the distraction of  being proposed for the presidency of  the college students’ union (described as  President of  the Athenaeum).    This had been repeatedly suggested to him - by colleagues who meant it seriously but had no intention of  admitting this openly.   It did not appear that those who proposed The Accused (on the required stationary) meant the proposal seriously and The Accused made out that he was not running as a serious candidate.   Previously the Rugger Club had every year proposed  a  candidate, who was then elected unopposed.    The Accused claimed that he stood only to allow an election to take place.   There was nobody else available willing to stand against the Rugger Club, though were there such a candidate (which The Accused knew very well there would not be) then, of course, The Accused would be prepared to withdraw.

The arguments against The Accused were as follows:-

(i) It was tradition that the Rugger Club decided who was President.   Politics (i.e. democracy) should not be introduced into College elections.   Politics was for Bolshies.

(ii) Mr. Laird, the College Secretary, had been heard to say he would resign should The Accused be elected Student President.

(iii) The Accused was not eligible because he was a Cambridge, not a London, student.

(iv)   The Accused could not be President because he was expected shortly to qualify and  would not remain at the college unless he was offered a house appointment.  The Accused was implying that if  he was elected President he should automatically be given a house appointment.

Historians claim that it was The Accused, who had devised the techniques in the course of managing his chess clubs, who, at Cambridge in l963 - there, previously, the Boat Club had appointed College Presidents - introduced contested elections and modern electioneering procedures into student elections - that it was The Accused who invented student politics.  He appears to have regarded Jack Straw, the National Union of Students Secretary, described as a Students’ ‘Leader’,  who became a 2000s cabinet minister with contempt.. as not representing his own generation but as being a quisling seeking favour from the older generation.  In that sense, politics neither belonged to The Accused’s generation or The Accused.  The Accused’s generation did not have ‘Leaders’,  Jack Straw or anyone else.  The Accused was not a Leader - or maybe The Accused was a Leader and the politicians who seek recognition and self-advancement are not.  The Accused did not win many elections and never gave the impression that he had any ambition to win elections, but he put an end to the old Public School Oligarchies and dominations by Rugger Clubs and Boat Clubs nevertheless!  The Accused claimed that democracy was desirable, not an eccentricity of Bolshies, and that it had to be demonstrated to exist.  

Rugger Club Proclamation (i) above notwithstanding, this election itself proved the value of democracy.  Had the Rugger Club not been challenged they might well have appointed some person fit only to be a Public School Prefect and to inhabit a saloon bar.   To counter The Accused they searched for the Acceptable Face of  the Rugger Club.  [ The origin of this phrase is that Austrian Jewish Entrepreneurs were dubbed by some Englishman as the ‘unacceptable face of capitalism’].  The candidate proposed by the Rugger Club was not a drunk, yobbo, reactionary or  some self-opinionated person who regarded others than himself and his friends as vermin.  It came as  a surprise that he was a member of  the Rugger Club at all.

No witnesses were ever presented to confirm Hugh Laird’s jocular claim that he would resign if  The Accused were elected - Rugger club policy item  Club item (ii) above), though this allegation was forever repeated.  It may or may not have been taken seriously.  Mr. Laird had not previously been considered particularly high fallutin’, despite his being believed to be related to the Laird’s of Cammel-Laird shipyard (who were supposed to be Rich Establishment rather than Scottish Bolshies) and that it was not clear what dealings the Student President would have with Mr. Laird.  If The Accused were President, presumably, his task would have been to defend democracy amongst the students and to dismantle Rugger Club domination rather than diplomacy with senior staff members who had no interest in meddling with students’ affirms  Nor had Mr. Laird been on uneasy terms with The Accused.  However now it seemed convenient to choose his name to represent the Establishment Figure and even Public School Rugger Club stalwarts - or they especially - since this consideration would have occured to nobody else - nursed a secret glee at the pospect of the allegedly Bolshie Accused confronting the supposedly starch-shirted Hugh Laird.  The Accused felt that the anxiety on behalf of  Hugh Laird overestimated the importance of  the Student President and misunderstood his role.   There was no known history of any Student President ever having been required to parley with senior members of staff and there was no known issue about which any Student President was expected to parley in the future, but were he required to do so, he would do so as a representative of  the students.  He would have to transmit their views - and these views would be the same, whoever was President.  Despite the domination of the Rugger Club and the expected outcome of the election, Rugger club attitudes belonged to a minority of gangsters.  It is possible, however, that such gangsters had attitudes that belonged to militarism or the Public School - that they thought in terms of school prefects representing the delegated authority of the Headmaster and that they may have supposed the President to be, when dealing with students, a figurehead or dictator who maintained the interests and privileges of the cabal - a figurehead in the sense of insisting on the dictats of a three or four alcoholics sitting drinking in a bar  - and in the presence of  Authority, the obsequious toady.  In l964 the Public School’s most vocal anxiety at Labour winning the General Election - to them a calamity that precipitated the right wing backlashes such as the persecution of students by the Press and the manufacture of  the Permissive Society fabrications that have passed into history as fact - was that Harold Wilson was too plebeian to be acceptable to the President of the United States (who happened to be the rich but Bolshie Lyndon Johnson).  United States diplomats found the obsequious attitude of their British Public School counterparts to be an irritation and counterproductive and Hugh Laird, surely, would have found a representative who refused to represent equally unhelpful.  

In so far as The Rugger Club presented any arguments at all - their Candidate did not and was not even particularly interested in winning - their major or only claim was that The Accused was not eligible to stand for election and, that, if elected, he would not be able to take office.  That he was a Cambridge Student,  manifesto item three above, was thus their major issue.  According to prospectuses there were between seventy and one hundred and twenty Cambridge students (that is, not including students who had already passed finals) at the London Hospital Medical College.  Possibly at one time there had been.  Perhaps some time thereafter it was so again.  But with that number of  Cambridge students, surely, they would have been a pressure group able to insist on equal rights, the Accused would not have stood for election surreptitiously and he would have been elected.  It is true that the elections coincided with Cambridge finals, but were there these numerous Cambridge students, they would surely have arranged for the election to be at some more convenient time and, even not, enough would have remained in London to prevent the type of alleged dubious practices that occurred and to ensure victory for The Accused.  There might even have been Cambridge students in the Rugger Club.  However, in The Accused’s intake, there were three Cambridge and two Oxford students, none were Rugger players and no further Cambridge or Oxford students are known to the author  or to The Accused to have been already there or to have joined later.  Had The Accused been elected, despite his being a Cambridge student, the Rugger Club would have had to put up with it.  But this propaganda may have affected the voting - in the same manner as voters believed in the referendum on membership of  European Common Market the propaganda that they could not vote against because Britain had already joined.  The reader has learnt the rigour with which the Rugger Club and other reactionaries enforced the ostracism of and denial of college facilities to Cambridge students in l964-5.  The Accused felt that such discrimination had to be accepted.  If anyone was permitted to challenge it, it was not the discriminate.  There was no point in telling the Rugger Club that their claim regarding Cambridge students was incorrect.  They believed what they wanted to believe.  The majority did not want to believe or were prepared to ignore the consideration.  But although Rugger Club stalwarts were few, at least six per cent of students belonged to the Rugger Club and their heavy mob put these members under considerable pressure.  The suggestion that the cabal might not be right was more likely to aggravate their activities than to improve electoral prospects.

Manifesto item (iv) was also intended to deter voters by the claim that The Accused was not eligible.  Whether he was or not was hardly relevant, since the electors were voting whether they wanted continued domination by the Rugger Club - which was a referendum on an issue to which whether one person or another ended up as President was irrelevant.  In some colleges Student Presidents are awarded a ‘sabattical’ - a year in which they receive a financial reward but are not required to study.  There were some Rugger Club hints that The Accused supposed that if he was elected President the college would be obliged to provide him with some manner of income or employment to maintain his connection with the college.  In particular, it was repeatedly claimed that The Accused was assuming that, if he was elected, the college would be forced to award him a housejob.  If so, maybe they would also be forced make sure he passed finals!  The College might be forced to award The Accused a house-job if he was President but it might not be or it might not be able to so on those grounds even if it wanted to.  But before punters voted for The Accused it should be established whether, if  he was elected, he would be provided with this supposedly essential house appointment.  There is no record of  it having been discussed whether London Hospital house-officers had time to be Student Presidents.  Since The Accused’s supporters amongst senior staff greatly outnumbered the Nazi or Nazis who would blackball any appointment, the college might have been delighted to have an excuse to provide him with an appointment.

In retrospect it seems likely that, had The Accused maintained his connection with the London Hospital to the extent of  being student president,  he would also eventually have found himself working at the London Hospital.  But this never occurred to The Accused.  It is not true that The Accused was determined not to return to the London Hospital ever.  He, more likely, thought that if he proved himself in the less favoured hospitals he would not only be able to return but would be welcome and that some conducive opening might be available.  The Accused was to lose touch.  The slave labour jobs he was to perform cut him off from Medicine in general, not just the London Hospital.  Nevertheless, The Accused had not applied for any House Jobs at the London Hospital.   This has been previously explained.  The Accused had organised his chess club from a distance and he expected to be quite capable of organising the London Hospital Students’ Union at a distance.  

The ploy, in fact, was not to win the argument by being elected President but to ensure that the committee members and other officers elected were The Accused’s supporters.  The Accused had proposed candidates for all these committee posts and offices.   These were not a Party in the sense of  being committed to The Accused’s Manifesto - though this, in fact, was well received by everyone.  The Accused would have been quite prepared to nominate someone who vigorously opposed his arguments, had there been such a person.  His aim rather was not for a cabal to be elected - and most of these candidates did not have an overgenerous opinion of themselves and had to be persuaded.  That they would win was perhaps even a forgone conclusion.   The Rugger Club were intended to devote their energies exclusively to preventing The Accused from being elected and to forget about the committee members and other officers.  The Accused expected to have no difficulty in communicating with his own ‘supporters’, in the sense that these could be regarded as supporters, when they were elected even if he was not.

Nevertheless it would be helpful for The Accused to win the election.  The Public School describe themselves as The Country, The School, the Rugger Club or whatever.  Their dictat is obeyed and they suppose they are a majority and everyone else supposes they are the immovable authority supported by the large majority or by everyone else.  However, there were sizeable groups of students inclined to vote for The Accused.  Dental students claimed that The Accused had l00% support amongst their numbers.  If it was really l00% - and historians believe it was - then, surely, very little else was required to win the election.  A guaranteed block vote of  25% is usually regarded enough to win any election.  The Accused has claimed also that he had 100% support amongst pre-clinical students.  This was asserted by several pundits at the time though the proposition has in later years been challenged.  It is provable however that amongst pre-clinicals, even medics, rather than dentists, The Accused carried a large majority.  So it would be expected.   The Rugger Club represented an old order and old attitudes.  At this point The Accused has already won the election but, in addition, it was claimed that The Accused had 100% support amongst Cambridge students, though they were hardly any and they were in Cambridge taking exams.  The strength of the Rugger Club therefore lay, as might be expected, amongst the older students, amongst the clinical medical students.  But they, as it happened, were not undividedly pro-Rugger club.  Historians suggest that The Accused had support of at least forty per cent of these.  Even amongst the most senior of all, those born during world war ll or with the more militaristic personalities of older young people of the era, Rugger Club support was not undivided.  It is also difficult to find any reason for any woman student voting for the Rugger Club, though they could perhaps have voted for the Rugger club candidate on his non-Ruggerish merits irrespective of his having been proposed by the Rugger Club   Any casual visitor to the London Hospital would have been hard pressed to find one person who did not declare allegiance to The Accused.   Wherever, this supposed Rugger Club overwhelming majority was, it was not readily visible at the London Hospital!

The impartial analyst, with a retrospective view, is likely to opine that, whatever might have been believed, the days when Rugger Clubs could win democratic elections were, in l969, in the past.  The impression that the London Hospital was a club for reactionaries is not confirmed by analysis.  This may have been true of some other London Medical Schools, but at the London Hospital, where there was reaction, it was gangsterism by a few.  So, if The Accused did not win this election, that requires some explanation.  But it did not seem so at the time.  The Rugger Club did not dream that it might not win.  The Rugger Club was like the Communist Party.  The majority of students played in Rugger teams.  Those who did not coud expect no goodies.  If a student played Rugger, all doors were open.  The Rugger club stood together to protect its goodies.  The Accused knew that on objective psephological analysis, if there was a fair election, he could expect to win.  He did not know whether this was genuine support or whether everyone was assuming that he didn’t have a chance and that they might as well vote for him to be nice.  But be that or not, from The Accused’s point of view, it was important that the Rugger Club did not realise they were not winning.  If they realised that, they would make sure that they did win!

It appears certain that amongst those who were students in l969 who would be students (rather than qualified doctors) when this presidency was due to commence, the Accused carried a majority.   This excludes those students who had recently passed finals.  Without pressure from the Rugger Club these alleged electors who would not be at the college would be unlikely to vote.  Furthermore, a sizeable proportion of London Hospital Students at any time were on leave or studying at hospitals some distance from Whitechapel.  Again, under their own steam, these were unlikely to take much notice of the election and amongst those likely to vote for The Accused there would be a lower proportion of  students with cars or who could afford to travel to the college to vote - or who could negotiate the necessary time off.  The Rugger Club however was financially well placed and could ferry its supporters by car from remote places.  Additionally, the strongest support of the Rugger Club came not from students but from graduates, an unknown number of whom were working as house-officers or in some other capacity in the London Hospital itself or, more frequently, in remote hospitals within the London Hospital ‘Group’ or outside it.  There was no clear definition of who was eligible to vote and who was not and any list produced would include the names of those who were not genuinely students.  Again, it is likely that the Rugger Club would have support from such ex-students ... if not, from where would they get their support?.. and irrespective of the size of the support, the Rugger Club could ship in their supporters whereas those who did not support the Rugger Club were unlikely to know about the election, unlikely to be able to travel to the London Hospital and unlikely to vote!  Quite apart from the use of more muscular devices, there was an obvious strategy for the Rugger Club to adopt to maximise their support - to discourage resident students from voting and to ship in supporters from outside!   The Accused within the hospital or college itself had far more influence over electors than the Rugger Club and knew personally the current students, but he had no access to or influence over the hospitals and Rugger Clubs outside the London Hospital and did not know the ex-students.   It was therefore in The Accused’s interests for the Rugger Club stalwarts to believe that they would win anyway, that they carried a majority within the hospital, and did not bother to adopt an advantageous strategy.

But then the student who was The Accused’s proposer on the formal proposal form stuck up on a wall the results of an opinion poll of students who happened to be in the Athanaeum (students’ common room), ninety per cent of whom declared they would vote for The Accused.  This young man was not aware of his mistake.  He assumed that this was an unrepresentative sample and that the conclusion was incorrect.  He might have supposed that actually one per cent supported The Accused and that if this opinion poll was published perhaps another two students might believe it and jump on the bandwaggon.  He also assumed that the Rugger Club stalwarts would not take it seriously.   So long as they sat in a pub, intoxicated themselves and imagined that they ruled the world - all was well.  But if it occurred to them that then they would have to stagger out of the pub and make sure that they ruled the world, that might be a different story!

It is doubtful that The Accused’s proposers or official agents had any faith that he might win.  It is doubtful even whether they were particularly anxious to win.  The Accused had been urged from all directions to stand for this presidency, by people who supposed the Rugger Club invincible nevertheless.  Even though they did this and even though they might promise a large block vote from the dental school or whatever, they did not dare offend the Rugger Club by openly signing a form of proposal.  Nobody dared do this unless it as clear that the proposal was not serious or, at any rate, it was successfully purported that the proposal was not serious.   The Accused, to protect his supporters, also had to appear not to be taking it too seriously - and even had it not been true that he was establishing democracy rather than contesting an election, he would have had to say it was!  It might be unfair to claim that there was more in it for any official agents or proposers in that they made an impression for themselves than that The Accused won or seemed a serious candidate, but The Accused was perhaps more experienced in politics than he had allowed it to be realised, a real campaign might be alarming to his supporters and The Accused was perhaps in the situation which was to face Michael Foot when he led the Labour Party in an election in that his party machine was an ambiguous asset and it was necessary for him to take control of his campaign personally.

The Accused’s suddenly and without warning taking control of his own campaign by plastering walls with notices not so much presenting a manifesto as a series of proposals for changes in medical education which students were invited to consider.  This did not go down well with his proposers and there was a danger of their withdrawing their nomination.  Whether this can be done or what happens then we do not know.  The Accused was during the campaign and on the day of  the election taking exams at Cambridge, but travelled to London on a couple of occasions betwixt these exams.   Although this attempt to be President of the Athanaeum has been discussed as a serious ambition, a major reason for The Accused allowing himself to be nominated is that he wanted a distraction from the exams.  He felt that if he did not think about the exams - entertained himself with something else - he would be more likely to pass.   A person’s life or future may depend upon exams, interviews, Rugger cup finals, answering the questions on Who Wants to be a Millionaire or not being chucked out of the Big Brother House.  It might be supposed that such events therefore demand undivided attention.  The Accused, however, has found that the opposite strategy is more successful and has successfully recommended it to his friends.  However, there have been occasions enough when The Accused has not followed this advice of his own .. a succession of failures.  He had not adopted quite so sensible an attitude towards previous attempts at finals - for which the reader may have discovered reasons.  The Accused while distracting himself with this election campaign, formulated and promulgated a manifesto.  This did not consist so much of policies which he would or could enact if elected but suggestions thrown open to discussion which - reforms which, if they passed rational scrutiny, might contribute to future reforms on a national scale.

It might seem strange that when The Accused arrived at the London Hospital he was persecuted as an alleged Bolshie and outsider and that he should now surface as the populist candidate in the same organisation’s  presidential election.  If Accused-mum’s theories are to be believed The Accused was in l964-5 highly unpopular.  Now, whatever might be views on usurpation of the traditional rights of the Rugger Club, it was not supposed that The Accused was highly unpopular or that he had ever been so.  In fact, he had never been highly unpopular but had been victimised by a small gang of reactionaries who were older than he was and represented attitudes of the past.  The Accused however, did not mention his past persecutions - but his experiences influenced his proposals.   There had been a preview of this manifesto in The Accused’s ‘From Viet till Armageddon’ article in the London Hospital Gazette.

 The  Accused had when he had commenced clinical studies in l964 been plunged into the local mass neurosis created by the fear of  unemployment and need to protect specialties  or closed shops.  Not merely was this hysteria self-persecutory but it was not in the public interest.  The social system of medics came not to exist to provide a public service or to lessen the distress caused by diseases or to improve the quality of human life or to pursue truth and science or whatever altruistic purpose can be proposed for the medical profession but to preserve the jobs and incomes of a coterie that depended on employment within the National Health Service.  This coterie defined merit in terms of their own characteristics though those characteristics, at any rate, in l964-5, did not appear those which were objectively ideal or those which would be respected, if they knew they existed, by the public.  But it was not just l964-5.  Medicine was crammed with closed shops or specialties - not just psychiatry, though this is the obvious example - which were based on no scientific rationale but were more delusions or confidence tricks whereby the specialist duped himself and the public and created artificially a need for his services without which the world would be better off.  But what applied to medics applied also to the world at large.  The socio-economic system existed not to serve humanity but to serve itself and to exploit and persecute humanity.  The System existed for its own sake, not for the sake of  humanity and instead of  serving them persecuted them.   The factory depended on there being continuous demand for its products,  demand had to be maintained artificially and individuals to be in constant need and under constant threat of  the means of  survival open to them being withdrawn.   As the system existed, and so to a highly pathological degree within the medical profession, where there was continuous fear of unemployment, it was not the objective that humanity be best served or that the job be done by the person best suited to do it, but that the job be done by the least suitable person, by the person who had gotten there by knifing everyone else.

This terminology of  ‘best person’ - for a job or anything else - is avoided by The Accused.  The reader will meet it again in the context of Dave Mercy’s veneration of  Berthold Brecht’s claim that property should be in the possession of those fittest to use it.   Everybody supposes that they are themselves the most fit and that ‘best person’ ideology justifies their wielding the knife or stealing everyone else’s property.  ‘I am the best person’ instead of ‘The Public School is the best person’  just recreates the evil which is supposedly being evicted.  However the l964-5 criteria of self-aggrandisement do seem somewhat misplaced, have not been objectively justified by events and the l968 London Hospital students did not conform to the l964-5 ideal.  If l968 medical students were told that there should not be closed shops or that anyone was entitled to become a doctor, this was not, as it was in l964-5, a threat to their security.  It may be that a particular person is the ‘best’ or that he is not the best or that there is no such thing as best.  But his ambition should be to provide a service and not to gain promotion or make money... and the social system should not be constructed so as to force people to delude themselves and to stab others in the back.  The Accused was inclined to believe that income is not proportional to merit and should not be considered to be - and that rather, greater talent should be (and in fact is) seen as conferring lesser rather than greater need for remuneration.  In fact, The Accused believed that the connection between employment and income should be removed altogether. 

The Accused’s opposition to the closed shop arose not so much from the desire to create a new elite but from his being an evolutionist rather than a neodarwinist.  Neodarwinists see themselves as the fittest of the species who must be preserved.  Evolutionists do not believe that a particular variant is for all time and for all purposes the fittest, nor that the fittest can recognise themselves as the fittest, nor that they have n obligation to euthanase everyone else.  There is a need for continuous adaptation and for a multiplicity of variants to find their appropriate niches.  The fittest of tomorrow do not necessarily evolve from the fittest of today.  Rather evolution has to progress in a manner that the Public School would see as  backwards and sideways.   The allegedly superior highly specialised forms have lost the capacity for evolution.   The Public School saw Evolutionism as a threat and saw those who proceeded by Evolutionist rather than Neodarwinist or Master Race Social Class Criteria as a threat, as a doctrine of  Revolution or as Revolutionaries which or who intends to smash the world overnight and replace it with something else.   Evolutionists in fact see change as gradual.  Or at any rate, they did in l969 when there was little or no evidence for rapid evolution (and, in human affairs there still isn’t) - and The Accused suggestions were intended to contribute to a long-term evolution of ideas that might also contribute towards distantly long-term gradual changes in practice.

Amongst The Accused’s recommendations was the amalgamation of the medical and nursing professions.  In the early 2000s this proposal has received promotion from other quarters - but not for the same reasons.  Currently the nurses want ‘status’.   For mysterious reasons, the medical profession is always associated with the concept of status, whatever that might be.  Textbooks of sociology give definitions of status, frequently discussing the medical profession, about which the authors turn out to know nothing, and this status as defined by the sociologists, appears to be something exceedingly unpleasant, though the sociologists may worship it or suppose it is the basis of civilisation.  As far as the nurses are concerned this status consists of prancing around in a white coat, doing no work and getting lots of money.  They want this status and somebody else to clean the bedpans.   To gain the status it is necessary to have a closed shop with a body resembling the General Medical Council (represented as it is supposed to be rather than as it is) which issues some licence or qualification to keep the non-Public-School-girls out.  Another reason for the proposed amalgamation is the doctors are what is known in the Public School as bloody useless and the nurses already do the doctoring.  A third reason is that in the present day world everyone is what the Public School call bloody useless.  Everybody, whether doctor or nurse,  has to undergo a training course or take a degree to become specialists in some simple task such as tying the left shoelace - and it is just as easy to train a nurse to tie the left shoelace as it is to train a doctor to tie the right shoelace.  Foreigners, admittedly, don’t have to take the training course.   They are just put on the job and then, if they have status, they don’t have to do it and if they don’t they take the blame.

The modern approach is based on the belief that a nurse is an inferior species of doctor and that instead of nurses being dumbed up into doctors, doctors should be dumbed down to nurses - and, when this is done, why give them a separate name or why just give the doctors knighthoods when they are obnoxious enough to get onto the General Nursing Council.  The Accused, by contrast, did not believe in specialisation, did not want to dumb down both doctors and nurses into equivalent status specialists but considered that all in  team should interest themselves in all aspects of the team’s activities and should all be brothers and sisters together, not scullerymaids and butlers.  The Accused’s version of the suggestion that doctoring and nursing be amalgamated more arose from the sexist power contest he had witnessed at the London Hospital, particularly in l964-5.  Although nowadays there are more women medical students than men and, although male nurses, as formerly, are mainly found on psychiatric wards, in the l964-5 London Hospital, indeed, the l968-9 London Hospital, all doctors were men and all nurses were females.  The Accused’s proposal was also directed at escape from archaic traditions of male and female role or relationship between man and woman - or abolition of matriarchy.  As matters stood, the men were the nominal bosses or bullies but the women were the real bosses, ruling by lies and agitation and by exploitation of the Public School Gynaecophobia.  It was in the nurse’s interest that the most pussyfooting Public School gynaecophobe became the biggest consultant.  The women made the decisions, the men were ‘responsible’ - took the blame.  Superbitches made life very difficult for students and hospitals are continuously bedevilled by the conflicting commands from the two bosses, the doctor and the nurse (as well as dozens of other bosses).  Also, as became to the Accused even more evident in later years, doctors’ lack of participation with and lack of acquaintance with bedpans and nursing routines generated sizeable deficiency in the doctors’ knowledge and understanding - and to failures in cameradie and cooperation.  Doctors, particularly junior doctors in hospitals, work very closely with nurses, may depend on the nurses to teach them their doctorly procedures and make collective decisions.  Doctors may not appreciate their status being dumbed down to that of nurses or nurses may not appreciate their title being dumbed up to that of doctor, but experience shows that doctors and nurses work together far better as equals than as two hierarchies at war or each trying to appropriate the power and to hand over to the other the responsibility. 

The Accused included amongst his proposals also the suggestion that groups of  doctors should set up their own small local clinics/hospitals which they funded from their own incomes, which were provided with their own beds and pathological facilities and which were open and manned (and or womanned) twenty four hours a day, seven days a week.   Although these were to be independent organisations, it would be necessary for the partners to be on goods terms with and learn from pathologists and senior staff in the major hospitals.   Such clinics,  designed to serve the public, might not generate much income and the doctors might have to generate the income which financed the clinics by other means.   The Accused saw himself had some inclination to set up, administrate and organise such a centre, seeing himself equipped to do that - as well as to teach his colleagues sociological and psychological aspects relevant to the work.  

Such colleagues would perhaps possess the medical or surgical skills rather than The Accused, but he could learn from them - and they needed encouragement.  In l969 the traditional Military Officer Class segregation of  doctors from the communities they served - or bossed - was still in vogue.   The Accused rather saw doctors as belonging to the communities they served, even if they were not Military Officer Class communities.  Nazis could set up health centres for Nazis - or the General Medical Council.  The Ku Klux Klan could set up a Health Centre for Ku Klux Klan (as opposed to Red Indians).  When eventually Health Centres or Polyclinics administered by the doctors themselves were pioneered by the government they were apt to come acropper because the doctors could not cope with the financial aspects - and doctors would clamour that these should be administered by the state or by some organisation other than themselves.  The Accused did not propose that any particular format or organisation should be forced on the participants and did not exclude the possibility of a Health Centre being administered or financed by someone other than the doctors.  Bolshies, as opposed to doctors, are numerate and might prefer to do their own sums.  The Accused was very suspicious of the practice of doctors charging for their services.  It was his experience that those who needed help could not afford to pay for it.  He also felt it was undesirable to be dependent on the state or its politics.  These Health Centres were not intended to make doctors rich and they might indeed have to earn a living by some other means.     

What The Accused was proposing therefore was not an attack on  prestigious Public School hospitals but the setting up of  something entirely new which provided a service that did not previously exist and which was consistent with new people and new attitudes.   The Accused did feel that over generations this would lead to more generalised change in medical services, with a shift from authoritarianism to science,  with doctors no longer having  pretensions to an elevated social status (or income), no longer dependent on payment for services and no longer motivated to promote unnecessary diseases and treatments and no longer unable to defend themselves against litigation in a culture of  profitable blame.

The objective was not to create a new stereotype but a plurality - a plurality which was to remain even if a new dominant species arose.   Evolutionism requires this.   The Accused therefore proposed that in place of  the current teaching hospital monopolies and its house appointments doctors should undergo apprenticeships, or, at any rate, that system should exist in addition to that then in vogue, which was designed to maintain a social class closed shop.   Even in teaching hospitals, consultants could not choose their own assistants but had to accept whoever was chosen by the blackballing system - to which they vociferously objected, though they did not know to what it was they were objecting.

Health centres when they were eventually set up were greatly criticised, particularly by the doctors who worked in them - who, in particular,  whined that they were incapable of  managing their own budgets.    They also became drug pushing centres in which the drug pusher motored up for his paid two hour session and then motored off.   When the pushers were not in session, the doors were closed and the potential patient had instead to be fobbed off by the telephonist of  the Emergency Service.   Even if  the doors were open, the P.P. would be fobbed off  by  the receptionist, who also makes the clinical decisions.   Drug addiction and alcoholism are now so prevalent that no form of  health care would be other than a  disaster - but it was the alcoholism and drug-addiction which, in part, The Accused was trying to prevent!   Health care has been the victim of  the pyramidal monopolistic N.H.S. structure, of which private medicine is in all but name a branch, which has prevented progress and evolution and cultivated the errors The Accused was trying to avert.   Although a government has a duty to provide health care, as it stands, the government has directed itself only to provision of doctors to satisfy the needs and motivations of  NHS administrators and fosters a racket full of  parasites.   The Health Centres eventually set up were not on the pattern proposed by The Accused and there were no doctors available who could have set up centres on this pattern (for which, perhaps, The Accused himself was required).

The Accused’s proposal that medical students should serve apprenticeships to General Practitioners or other doctors instead of entering clinical medical studies under the present format also was not intended to demolish what existed but to create a greater plurality or variety.  The London Hospital and other teaching hospitals provided an excellent practical education during which students, or some of them, were given the opportunity of learning from exceptional practitioners not so much in the teaching room or through indoctrination as through accompanying the masters and while they were actually at work, rather than in some artificial teaching situation.  However, The Accused had encountered, during his early clinical months severe prejudice and sabotage of  his education by the guardians of a social class closed shop and, especially, a bloodymindedness on the part of  some Ward Sisters which made it difficult or impossible for perhaps all students, though women and Bolshies particularly, to perform their duties.  After initial prejudice the London Hospital responded to The Accused’s special needs, as they would now be called, by providing him with greater responsibilities than other students - but this affected only one student and the damage had already been done.  He had also faced gerontocratic hostility when taking finals.   The arrangement whereby after failing, or allegedly passing, finals, he sat in during outpatients sessions was more an education in practical realities - but this type of education was available only posthumously for the failures or alleged passers.  Medical students other than The Accused considered teaching hospital housejobs to be essential to their careers - and, although The Accused did not realise this, they were right, though not for the reasons they supposed.  It was not known that there was a preference for foreign nationals in ‘outside’ hospitals.  Nevertheless, the majority of  house appointments were determined by teaching hospital committees and, as matters stood, medical students tended to be of  backgrounds and characters that suited them for these jobs rather than others - and there were pressures and prejudices attached to these housejobs which embittered lives for medical students.  This system gave too much power to a small gang of  reactionaries who represented the reactionary gerontocracy and sat on all committees and could veto any appointment.  The Accused’s proposal was not intended to abolish teaching hospitals but to widen opportunities... to reduce the barriers placed on grounds of social origins or alleged personality.   The ‘apprenticeships’ would exist in the context of the health centres which would be set up by groups of doctors (and others) with similar attitudes, including centres with more sociologically orientated approaches, and in the context of the amalgamation between the nursing and medical professions and the proposal in ‘From Viet till Armageddon’ that altogether people do not rely on particular jobs or occupations or become demarcated into a specialty.  The Accused had perhaps been impressed by the degree he had learnt from John Vivian during the brief period he was employed by him as an unskilled general dogsbody.

As matters stood, students might, through no fault of their own, depend on parents coughing up.  Apprentices in other fields may not have been paid a great deal and ‘apprenticeship’  or ‘trainee’ might even be considered as a means of avoiding payment of a wage - but they were nevertheless paid.  

‘From Viet till Armageddon’ suggested that the linking of work to payment was counterproductive - that all should be paid a set wage and that nothing should be paid for work.   Making money should not be a motivation for performing or occupying a particular job.  Nevertheless, if wages and dependency on money existed, then all should be working and all should be earning a wage.   There should not be a separate ‘student’ category of people not paid anything.   As matters stood, an outcast who had passed his A Levels could not get a job as hospital porter or sweeper-up in a Health Centre.  It would be better were this student provided with, instead of a place at Medical School in the current sense, a job as sweeper up or porter..  though those without A Levels might also be employed as sweepers up and porters and end up performing neurosurgery.

The ‘apprenticeship’ notion was not as original as The Accused supposed, though he realised that in a former era a surgeon might start his career as sweeper-upper to Sweeny Todd and that during World War ll young conscripts with medical or surgical ambitions joined the medical corps as dogsbodies, ended up performing operations and were then paid by the government to undergo formal medical training (when they were already effective physicians and surgeons).  The Accused was to find in the NHS that medical duties were often performed from non-medical staff, that medics might learn from them or even be incapable of doing their jobs without this instruction and assistance and that indeed not only preclinical students were employed in medical/surgical duties but that bogus doctors were even employed in preference to real ones and learnt their trade by practice and that hospital porters ended up masquerading as plausible neurosurgeons!

Dr. Ellis in l964 had claimed that it would be useful for the NHS for a considerable number of doctors to be trained only as specialists or to perform specialised functions - which would reduce their period of training and avoid the bottle neck of  junior posts preceding the alleged shortage of doctors in more specialised or senior capacities.  Dr. Ellis argued (correctly) that many or most specialties required very limited skill or knowledge.  They might indeed require even less skill or knowledge than Dr. Ellis supposed since the specialist in a particular job in a particular place may be confined to the repetitive local routine.  The obvious way of  training such narrow specialists is to attach them to other specialists or to throw them straight into the job.  It only takes a couple of weeks to learn a job as opposed to being trained for a profession in general.  Dr. Ellis’s proposal of l964 therefore surely was an apprenticeship scheme, the preceding training course being eyewash or decoration whereby the social class vetting could be enforced.  However, while Dr Ellis was proposing people who would narrow specialists in one procedure, with the Member of the Royal College of  Whatever Specialty requiring no more skill and education than a hospital porter, The Accused supposed that hospital porters and everyone else should extend themselves over everything, that there should no specialisation at all.

The campaign took place while The Accused was taking finals and enabled him to keep his mind off  the exams and approach them in a more relaxed manner.   While at Cambridge, between exams, The Accused popped to London for a meeting in which the candidates addressed, chatted to or  answered questions posed by the audience.   The Accused performed at some length.   But the Rugger Club candidate, whom The Accused associated more with playing the guitar than with Rugger, when his turn came,  confessed that he did not feel able to compete with an ‘orator’ such as The Accused, that he had not wished to be nominated,  that he had not realised that he was involved in any controversy between parties or a contested election,  that he felt he had been used and that he wished to withdraw.    The Accused assured him that he was an excellent candidate and that he should not withdraw.   This he repeated in private conversation with his opponent who was still anxious to withdraw but agreed to remain.

Those students who were at Cambridge taking exams (at least one of  whom was proposed by The Accused for a seat on a committee) were unable to vote for The Accused - but there were not many of  these.   The categories which strongly supported The Accused were likely to be in the vicinity of  the ballot box at the time of  the ballot.   The Rugger Club therefore shipped in large numbers of  supporters from outlying hospitals.   The Accused did not have resources for a similar operation.   The Accused came to London to vote but did not attend the count nor avail himself of  an offer to scrutinise the ballot papers after the count.   He expected  rigged ballot but did not want to protest or to be forced into protesting or into what might appear to be dispute of the result or an expression of  a desire to win.  The exact number of  votes cast is not known, but it would not be stretching a point to suggest that The Accused obtained 180 votes and that his opponent obtained 230.   Although this seems a heavy defeat it was hailed in the college as a major achievement by The Accused.  

Reactionaries often describe themselves as the ‘silent majority’ - even though nobody could be more vocal in their propaganda and their efforts to prove they are the majority.  They do win elections but apart from their identity as votes counted in elections, very few are ever encountered.  Although it was assumed that there was a sizeable invisible majority for the Rugger Club,  the visible majority for The Accused was overwhelming.   Various explanations are given for this ‘silent majority’ phenomenon - such as that at General Elections a secret self-interest factor which is not greatly broadcast and which does not appear at bye-elections or local elections.   It is also claimed that in Britain, the alleged middle classes are the majority, that they are concentrated in the South of England and vote for reactionary or authoritarian political parties but that on the average street in the average city hardly any of these are encountered.  In the 1960s, also, whereas the votes of men were distributed on a social class basis or men tended to favour the less authoritarian, the female majority, then dependent on the rights of housewives and matriarchs and akin to masters rather than waged slaves, favoured the authoritarian or non-reformist - and they liked handsome authority figures in smart suites.  These are not stupid theories - but In subsequent volumes other explanations are discussed - such as the use of proxy postal votes of alleged British Citizens in foreign countries and the use in electioneering of  psychology akin to hypnosis.   Scientific rigour demands that this ‘silent majority’ phenomenon is not branded, without unequivocal proof, as a fraud.  The other explanations have to be considered, even though the Experts who propose them appear to be on a propaganda bandwaggon and their beliefs can be easily demolished.   The possibility that the electors, including those shipped in from remote locations, or maybe even what might be described as the ‘genuine’ electors cannot be and could not be dismissed - and the strongest argument in favour of such a hypothesis would be that the majority of students, some sixty per cent, were believed in some sense to belong to the Rugger Club.

However, the result was one which obviously breeds suspicion as well as surprise.  Whatever the fuss amongst the students and immediately interested parties, this was a minor, unimportant, election confined to a small organization.  Not even the London Hospital, the largest of the London Medical Schools, not even if the dental department was included, claimed to have over four hundred students.   It could be that the Rugger Club had a magnetism over voters that exceeded that of the Reverend Ian Paisley but general experience has been that it is more difficult to drag a medic to a ballot box and persuade him to vote than it is to lead a horse to water and make it drink or that it is easier for a camel to thread a needle’s eye than for a medic to cast a vote in an election!   All the other offices and committee allocations went to The Accused’s nominees and there were not over one hundred and twenty votes for any of them.   It is possible to explain this by creating some analogy between local and central government elections.   Less people vote in local than in general elections and voting behaviour is consistent with the maintenance in local government of  political parties that oppose the government.   It has been known for there to be very sharp difference between voting preferences in local and government elections even when these are both conducted on the same day.  An analogy can be drawn - though it is not necessarily known what causes this alleged difference between national and local voting behaviour.  In the London Hospital are more solid explanation was that committee members or other offices were largely  representatives of particular subgroups.. such as dental school or first year students - or women students, for which The Accused is not believed to have made a proposal - though he didn’t expect any opposition from women students anyway.  It might have been that students were only permitted to vote within their own category or didn’t vote in elections that did not refer to their category, that the categories represented were predominantly those in any case favourable to The Accused - there being no representative, for instance, for ‘ex-students’ - and that in these more specific elections the candidate proposed by The Accused might be the only one well-known, that The Accused’s candidate was the only candidate or that the Rugger Club proposed nobody whatsoever in any of these other elections.   Nevertheless there has to be suspicion.  The number of votes cast in the presidential election was so high as to arouse suspicion.  Pressure from the Rugger Club was more likely to cause students not to vote at all rather than to vote for the Rugger Club.  It is pushing it a bit, surely for four times as many votes to be cast in the presidential election than in any other and, even if  voters confined themselves to their own categories, it should be possible to add up voters for the Rugger Club which approached the number of votes cast for its candidate.

No aspersions are to be cast on this particular Rugger Club candidate.  Nevertheless, it is very easy to rig a ballot.   The Accused demonstrated this with his experimental rigging to get the Beano purchased by the St. Catharine’s College ‘Junior Common Room’ as the students collectively were called.  It would have been very easy to rig this particular election.   Several students complained to The Accused that it in fact as rigged, that the ballot was not secret and that they had been subjected to threats that they would be permanently dropped from the Rugger Team if they did not vote for the Rugger Club candidate.  At least two said that they had voted for the Rugger Club candidate but would not have done so had it not been for these threats.  The traditional method of  doing this is use of the proxy or postal vote - for the ballot form to be handed over by representatives of one party, to be signed by the victim and then to be returned to the representative who either puts them into the ballot box or produces them at or smuggles them into the count.  Or the bullies might simply supervise by standing next to the ballot box.  It is not known exactly how this was done.  It is also not known whether complainants who presumably expected The Accused to take action over this were prepared to risk Rugger Club retribution by testifying openly nor whether in fact enough votes had been cast improperly to change the result.  Nor is it clear to whom the request for a re-run of the election should be made.  It is not correct to say that had  The Accused demanded a re-run of the election it would have turned out that he had lost anyway nor is it true that the failure to accept the result would have precipitated a backlash.  The Rugger Club candidate would simply have resigned and conceded to The Accused.  He was that sort of  person.  This in itself was not desirable.  It would have created and impression that merely had there been a fraud but that Rugger Club candidate was party to it.   It may seem in retrospect that The Accused should have ensured that this election result be anulled or it may be argued that The Accused was right in not doing so.  There were, in any case, doubts as to The Accused’s eligibility and just as, years later, a handsome victory by Mrs. Margaret Thatcher in a Conservative Party leadership election was interpreted as a devastating defeat,  this failure, in which it is believed The Accused received little more than forty per cent of the votes cast was regarded as a resounding  victory for The Accused.  The result did demonstrate that amongst younger students, that is the actual students, there was now overwhelming support for more Bolshie or liberal attitudes and policies.  There has to be a suspicion that this had long been so or had always been so and had previously been suppressed.   The Medical Profession appears always to have been ruled by gangsterism or oligarchy rather than democracy and has lacked genuine politicians to represent and bring out what may be the real majority view.   The London Hospital was thereafter regarded as a Bolshie Academy and the John Ellis was dubbed at other medical schools the ‘Red Dean’ (a title previously allocated to the Rev Hughlings Johnson of  St. Paul’s cathedral.  So The Accused tells us, but the author wonders whether it was Dean Somebody Else of Westminster).  Clinical medical schools in general did also for a while then proceed more according to government rather than gerontocratic ideology and, although there has been a severe backlash and Sir Denis Q Basher Hill and his gerontocrats were in the l980s able to exploit their own misdeeds to create a dictatorship and although the politics whereby the Gerontocrats maintained their domination was in the l960s already in progress, there have been, though not necessarily for reasons that delight progressives, changes that may make it obvious to the reader that the twentifirst century very much differs from the 1960s.

In the l960s there were no foreign students, no non-whites at London Medical schools and even very few at Cambridge.  Although women students existed in the medical schools and although the Royal Free Hospital had originally been set up as a hospital staffed by women,, with women medical students, women medical students still encountered severe victimisation and discrimination and a high percentage dropped out as students or were unable to secure employment (other than by marrying a G.P. or hospital committee member and becoming a part-time hospital ‘G.P. assistant’.  There were in l969 still no women medics working at the London Hospital and the high profile attempt to expel the lady obstetrician, Wendy Savage, took place in the l980s!  The claim that in l964 The Accused was the first state educated student ever to commence clinical medical studies at the London Hospital and that he was the first state educated student ever to pass Cambridge or London finals seems dubious - but then Wyggeston school had previousy been falsely assumed by medical schools to be a Major Public School (which, in remote history, a school of that name had been), historical research reveals an astonishing social class bias during the l930s amongst students entering Oxford and Cambridge University and amongst Military Officer Class occupations - and amongst medical schools this bias is still very obvious in the l960s - and those during the l960s in any London Medical School who claimed to be state educated rather than Public School Boys were undoubtedly very thin on the ground.  Professor Roland Littlewood reports that when he attended Barts there as at the most one other (whereas in l961 at least sixty per cent of  students at Cambridge University - the highest percentage at any university - claimed to be state educated).  History does not always tell the unvarnished truth.   The Accused was regarded as the first Bolshie ever and was so at least in a symbolic sense, a sense that represented the at least apparent persecution and eventual victory of Bolshies.  On the other hand, the Gerontocracy never forgave The Accused, eventually deregistered on grounds that appear to be contrived and malicious and the medical profession than having progressed seems to have reverted to nineteenth century degeneracy theory and to have infected the nation.   Today there are more women medical students than men, there are large numbers of  non-whites or foreigners and the London Hospital already in the l980s - its dental department in particular - already had a high percentage of Indian lady students - which, The London Hospital claimed was a deliberate policy and intended to reflect the population distribution locally.  The London hospital came to see itself as belonging to and representing the local community and its interests. This version of the London Hospital would have found favour with The Accused’s tutor, Dr. Floyer, so perhaps subsequent Deans, David Tressider and Michael Floyer, were even redder than Dean Ellis.  But then, were foreign students perhaps now so common because their parents were more willing to fork out cash or were women now predominant because daddies have always preferred to hand out their goodies to daughters?  The male, in modern times, has become the yobbo gender.

The Accused supporters were elected to all the other offices and seats on committees.   Maybe there as somebody elected who wasn’t - but the story that they all were will do.  These included Mr. Greatorex, a member of  the chess club.  Mr. Greatorex, when The Accused asked him to stand, confided that he suffered from leukemia and was unlikely to survive to take office.   This had been unknown to The Accused and was perhaps not generally known to within the college.  Mr. Greatorex appeared overtly healthy and had not incurred any absences from his studies.  The Accused persuaded him, supposing that it as necessary to persuade - perhaps this just needed confirmation - that he should act just as if he was in perfect health and expected to live forever.  Lucretia Borgia’s son-in-law, if he discovers he suffers from Hodgkin’s Disease, should maybe write out a will, though in other circumstances it might be advisable not to.  He might also be badly advised to plan spending the next ten years writing his definitive treatise on world government.  It might also be advisable for Mr. Borgia to retreat from the world and secure his place in Heaven.  However, the Accused’s experience of  medical patients had confirmed, if this was not already obvious, that where it is not a matter of heaven and hell, the victim should not retreat from the world.  As The reader will recall the young man on the Medical Unit who may have been Britain’s first case of AIDS whose days after diagnosis were spent enduring painful treatment rather than living his remaining life.  The Accused pointed out, everyone is under death sentence, but they live their lives nevertheless.  Mr. Greatorex courageously stood in the election, carried on with his studies and life at the London Hospital, appeared to be in perfect health and then, one day, was dead.

 If The Accused had served as President it is unlikely that the students would have become a thorn in the flesh of Mr. Laird or of anyone else, but the committees would certainly been kept very active - and would have set up what in later years was called ‘working within the community’ and would have engineered plans together to engineer their own futures and that of the medical profession in accordance with the altruistic ideals which students in those days did have even when the anxieties over their future turned them bloody-minded or career-orientated.  The l960s student might have wanted it to be someone else who was denied the teaching hospital house-job but nobody saw medicine, as modern entrants often declare themselves to do, as route to making pots of money.  The minority of  consultants who were regarded as commercially orientated were regarded with contempt.

But, surely, if these folk were really The Accused’s nominees, there was nothing to prevent him, once he left the hospital, to keep in touch with these alleged supporters and to promote all these activities anyway.  That, surely, had been the plan.  David Hick, whom The Accused was to see regularly when returning to London to play in United Hospitals Chess Matches’ might have been expected to be The Accused’s Right Hand Man.  Mr. Hick, however, was to lament that the objective of the exercise had been for The Accused to be President, that there was no point in Mr. Hick remaining on the committee if The Accused was not President (but was persuaded to remain) and that no committee ever met or did anything.  Perhaps The Accused should have been less shy, more forceful and exerted his influence - or perhaps he did not have time to do so.  In retrospect it appears that, time or not, he should have found some objectives for these committees to pursue.

The Accused’s own comments are a confession of negligence.  He claims that it was really he, The Accused, who was the Red Dean, that this election enabled medical students discover how they were thinking rather than their thoughts to being dictated to them by others, that they were not trapped within a Ku Klux Klan community with whose ideals they were obliged to agree.  The Accused was often told that the whole medical profession depended on him, that the progressives were helpless without his organisation and his assertion of  a freedom of  expression that was not impeded by  threat to his non-existent medical career.   The medical profession for a decade or more was to show signs of  liberalisation and progress, but then was victim of  the catastrophic deceits which led to the l978 Medical Act, the presentation of  power above Law and Democracy to the ultra-reactionary and commercialised NHS agency,  the New General Medical  Council, with its execrable so-called Health Section to brand victims, dissidents, whistleblowers, potential witnesses or non-supporters of  1930s Neodarwinist  ideology as insane and to expose them to public ostracism, persecution - and even psychiatrisation.  A more assertive approach by The Accused, surely, might have averted such alleged catastrophes,

Cambridge Medical Graduates are expected to pass in the First M.B. or equivalent, five subjects.. Botany, Zoology, Physics, Chemistry and Organic Chemistry (instead of the usual three), to pass the 2nd M.B. or equivalent in Anatomy and Physiology and then to pass exams in pharmacology (also a Cambridge eccentricity), Pathology, Medicine, Surgery and Gynaecology-and-Obstetrics, which we believe is called Obs and Dobs - though we do not know what a Dob might be.  Maybe it is the converse of a Bod.  They are also certified as having pulled teeth and as having agreed to the Hippocratic Oath - neither of  which is required by any other university.  The Hippocratic Oath is said to date from the days when doctors whose treatment was unsuccessful (the Law of Hanurabi) had their heads cut off.  It does not adjure the termination of life in the sense of euthanasia or terminal treatment which itself accellerates decease but is nevertheless biased towards non-treatment and prolonged unsuccessful treatment.   The Accused can claim therefore that his attitudes arise from this oath rather than personal dissidence.

Everybody passed organic chemistry and pharmacology - in both of which The Accused claims to have gained one hundred per cent!  The Accused also both at conjoint and at Cambridge passed pathology at the first attempt despite his never having had any formal education in pathology (having studies psychology at Cambridge instead).  It may by now be a mystery how anyone could fail finals if they were favoured by the examiners.  Students by the time they took finals, surely, had been allocated so many patients and had all that was required drummed into them so repeatedly that they were bound to have some recollection of all... and, if they forgot the signs and symptoms of hearth failure, the oral examiner could ask: ‘What are the signs and symptoms of heart failure?’ and, as soon as the student opened his mouth, interrupt him and recite them himself.   The Accused, in his papers in Medicine, was apt to write very long essays, reciting information in infinite series rather than summarising what examiners regarded as essentials.  Or he might enumerate the alleged essentials in standard manner and then write at great length about non-essentials.  There are no extra marks or honours to be gained this way in medical exams.  Too much information is likely to lead to muddle or omission of what is really wanted.  Although such an approach is regarded as less than ideal and the examiners are unlikely to bother to read the waffle, if the student appears vaguely familiar with the content of a small exam revision textbook or the summaries he will have heard or recited on dozens of occasions, are likely to be satisfied.  Historians assert that The Accused faced no difficulty in Medicine, that he also passed that first time in the Conjoint exam and that his failures were clearly errors or prejudice on the part of the examiners.  If it is to be concluded from this that The Accused was on safe ground with the scientifically orientated and less so where the examiner’s assessment of the candidate as a person is operative, then it might be expected that the Accused would be less successful in Surgery and even less so in Obstetrics and Gynaecology - which is even more infested with snobbery, Harley Street,  ideology and Private Practice.  The Accused might also be expected to have been given less opportunity for learning in these more practical Private Medicine Orientated specialties.  Whatever the explanation, The Accused had seen himself as with a low probability of  success in surgery and with virtually none at all in Obstetrics and Gynaecology - though he expected to discover that he had deficiencies in Surgery but believed that as far as finals requirements were concerned, he had covered all that was necessary in Obstetrics and Gynaecology.   Despite The Accused having supposedly consistently performed adequately in Medicine,  his account describes him as still not having passed Medicine during this summer l969 attempt at finals (and as never having passed an examination in surgery or in obstetrics!).

The Accused on this occasion adopted a less defeatist approach and also received a much more friendly reception from the Cambridge examiners, a sizeable proportion of whom were London Hospital consultants -  including Dr. Earl.  This was even approaching an internal London Hospital examination.  Nevertheless, as the author understands it, these London Hospital consultants, when it was their turn to interview the Accused asked no questions but sat silently while another examiner conducted the interrogation - though they did look friendly and encouraging.   The surgical oral consisted mainly of  discussion of  whether he was related to  the candidate previously interviewed,  Michael Graf.   Since there were now two of  him, The Accused was no longer an outcast and vermin.   Michael sprung from the only  other Graf  family in Britain, who ran a General Practice surgery in Golders Green.   Michael was to take up a house appointment at Mount Sinai Hospital in New York and remained in the U.S.A..  The Accused passed everything - despite the misunderstanding that has been reported surrounding the name of Mrs. Moriarty.  

There was rumour that the government had instructed medical schools to stop failing finals candidates on non-objective grounds when the NHS was forced to employ fake or inadequate doctors.   Perhaps Dr. Ellis intervened.   Although Dr. Ellis was not openly critical of the examiners when discussing with The Accused the results of  his investigations into The Accused’s alleged failures and rather spoke as if he considered the examiners justified, what Dr. Ellis had been told was clearly that The Accused had not failed but passed.  In Dr. Ellis’s own subject - Medicine - the Accused himself insists that he consistently passed .  Dr. Ellis had recorded that he did not consider The Accused to have any defect of personality which justified the examiners, or one examiner, reversing the result.  That examiners were in the habit of doing so was per se questionable - and contrary to government policy.  Professor Cross remarked, over breakfast, within earshot of The Accused, and perhaps for his benefit, that there had been a revision in finals examinations at Cambridge and elsewhere, under government pressure, that had resulted in most or all attempts by examiners to fail candidates being overruled.  He hoped, he declared, that those who had in the past been victims of  unfair discrimination and felt that they had now been equally undeservedly passed 

would have the sense to keep quiet about it.
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