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The Non-Shortage of  Doctors
The British Medical Association, when demanding money for their consultants and GPs was in the habit of  claiming that there was a shortage of doctors and that junior doctors worked inordinate hours for little pay.  When the BMA had used the ‘juniors’ to successfully get more money off the government, this was then handed to the ‘seniors’ (who were a different social class rather than necessarily more ‘senior’) in accordance with their ‘differential’.  The ‘shortage of doctor’ propaganda was forever repeated.  The Accused never believed it though it was believed by everyone else.   In later chapters it will be argued that there was not even a shortage of doctors if only U.K. graduates were included.  Here however The Accused encounters a bar against employment of  British Graduates in less snobworthy hospitals - which extends to pre-registration house-jobs.  Although many excellent foreign doctors were imported, this rather than response to shortage of doctors a gerontocratic international racket whereby foreign governments paid the NHS employees’ wages under the fact or pretence that they were being trained to obtain British qualifications - but also the gerontocracy’s way of keeping other U.K. social classes out UK graduatess finding it impossible to get jobs or forced eventually to abandon their careers if  they could not afford or find time to gain a driving licence, which was essential for posts outside NHS hospitals.

The Accused is reported as having qualified in June l969. The Accused claims that it had been made clear to him when he began his clinical studies that he would not be offered a house appointment and that the fact that he had spent time in the Maudsley Hospital, however wrongly,  had left his position irremediable.   Not applying for London house jobs avoided the disgrace of  being rejected (or of being unable to take an appointment up if he failed finals).   He felt also that London Hospital  housemen were treated like children, taking no responsibilities.   He supposed that in less snobworthy hospitals, there would be more responsibility to take, more problems to solve in the absence of orders and no waste of  time on ceremony.   Housemen at the London Hospital - or so it was claimed, though hardly anyone had ever seen a houseman - were required to work all week without interruption and  then at least part of the weekend - but not to do anything, just to participate in ceremonies.   The Public School Boy could afford this.   He would be married, would have some form of secure home and adequate financial support.  The Accused  still had to establish such things and did not have time to waste.   He supposed that he would as welcome and  useful in the non-snob hospitals as he would be unwelcome and useless in the London Hospital.   Nevertheless he had notions of  proving himself and returning.   On the other hand,  The Accused’s attitude might be deemed selfish.  He was apt, in his fears of personal humiliation, to forget his duties to others or fail to realise that he may not be rejected but wanted - that it was he who was rejecting.  Even amongst the consultant staff at the London there were enough  who would have regarded The Accused as the first choice to be their house officer and he was letting them down, guilty of  selfishness, cowardice and failing in responsibility,  by deserting the camp and leaving it in the hands of  the master-race.    The Accused had however applied for a post of  house surgeon at the Leicester General Hospital, which he regarded as convenient.   He supposed himself to be to have mesmeric powers at interview and to be certain to be appointed.   The interview was to be in mid-August.

The converted cupboard The Accused had been allocated in the Hostel was not desired by anyone else, but, at the same time,  the hostel was for students not a long term residence for ex-students.   It was suggested to The Accused that he remain until August lst.  During  July l969 The Accused wrote the manuscript of  a book,  Professor Pfefferhower’s Textbook of  Extortion.  The content resembled that of smaller booklets that have since been produced by other authors.   It is a catalogue or textbook of  frauds and fiddles,  listing many technicalities surrounding gambling and stocks and shares.   But it is written also as a textbook of  economics.  The reader will have gathered that The Accused  criticises conventional economists for supposing that money has a value per se.   We cannot just talk of  ‘the economy’ and measure its dimensions by various statistical parameters that refer to money.   Or this can be done -but only as a temporary expedient.  What really counts is the basic resources as objects, not symbolised as money or gathered together as a single entity measured as money  - the food, fuel, bricks and so forth.   It is on these that all depends, the non-essential makes no difference to the true viability or stability of the system - and no amount of  economic  jiggerypokery can change that.   On the other hand,  the flow of  money is built into human psychology and sociology and into The Accused’s model of  the Laws of  Heterosexualism (The Accused uses this terminology when summarising this treatise, but did not invent the term until l988).   The prices of  objects depends on the laws of  supply and demand.  If  there is more money, the prices are higher.  However, it is not adequate to speak simply of  an amount of  money present or active within the economy at a particular time.   Say there are five gigaroubles floating around the economy at one time.  An entrepreneur may use the money to buy a bottle of  vodka.   The shopkeeper puts it into the bank.   The brewer then takes it out to pay the worker to make another bottle of  vodka.  The worker then puts it back into the bank  and the entrepreneur  takes it out to buy another bottle of  vodka and the cycle repeats over and over again.   This speed at which this cycle repeats can vary even though the same amount of  money floats in the system.   It same sum of  money may circulate fifteen times per minute, with the manufacture, purchase and consumption of  fifteen bottles of  vodka or  a hundred times a minute with the production, purchase and consumption of  a hundred bottles of vodka.  The ‘amount of  money’   that affects the monetary laws of  supply and demand - the law that price is positively related to the amount of  money floating within the economy - is greater when the same sum circulates a hundred times a second than when it circulates fifteen times.   Or, to put it another way,  if  money is circulating twice rather than once while the addict is buying a bottle of  vodka he can grab it during its circulation twice rather than merely once and pay twice the price for the same bottle of  vodka.  He will do so, since if  he does not, another addict who is more desperate will offer to do so and the dealer will sell him the vodka instead.   The Accused therefore purported the characteristics of  money to be akin to those of  physics of  matter - with possession of  momentum and energy.   So money had an mv2 /2 kinetic energy.   The Accused also redefined income as what the individual actually gets, so that debt, theft or  gifts were part of  income.  That which was taken away in tax or theft or by women was not income whereas that which escaped taxation, however illegitimately, was.   Similarly ‘property’ was whatever to which or of which the individual had lasting access or use  irrespective of  what was written on paper and whatever the form such ownership took (such as paying  a rent or  holding the deeds).   The discussion in chapter ten adds also inheritance within some family, group or social class to the definition of property and the author believes that in l969 The Accused had already included it.  Most of  the frauds and fiddles alleged by The Accused are now common folklore,  but  the observations were original at the time.  In the sense that the fiddles occurred, they were not original, but they were not reported in literature and there existed no published theory surrounding these fiddles.  The allegations The Accused made through cold calculation tended to turn out to be more accurate than he expected them to be.

The manuscript of Professor Pfeffenhower’s Textbook currently languishes, awaiting revision, in The Accused’s bank vault.   It is inelegant and unpolished and therefore does not appear to have been intended for publication or  profit.  This was not necessarily the plan.  Since The Accused had no means of  earning a living  he explored a great many activities that might generate income (such as, for instance, the composition of  crossword puzzles ).   The Accused however would never find time to perfect any such enterprise before some demands he could not avoid intervened.

On August lst l969 (or thereabouts) The Accused took leave of  companions he was never to see again,  as he had done before and was to do again.   Miss Phipps demanded that The Accused return his front door key.   The Accused  explained that he had been refused possession of  a key and  had never had one, despite his having already paid a fee for a key which he had never received.   Mrs Phipps insisted however that The Accused had had a key because that was what always happened and that he must pay for the cost of  the supposedly missing key, which, to avoid argument, he did.

It is known that The Accused that summer cycled around Leicester and environs with Peter Killick, who was now twenty years old.   The Accused’s chess club friends were young when he first met them and he appears not to have noticed that they were growing older while his life was stagnating and he still felt embarrassed at the thought that he was associating with youngsters, or those whom a hysterical Accused-mum might denounce as such, when they were clearly adults.   Peter was an apprentice printer.   There was competition for apprenticeships, which were in short supply,  but they carried a low wage.   Nevertheless The Accused felt inferior to Peter because the latter had a secure job or income.

Mick Miller was now ‘looking after the computers’ at the British Broadcasting Corporation.   There was a liberal attitude at the BBC, which was prepared to offer  jobs to Oxford and Cambridge graduates, even if  ex-grammar school pupils,  even former scholars and even graduates with first class honours degrees.   The BBC was much criticised for employing a privileged elite.   [Although there was no hope for a Bolshie (grammar school pupil) with a lesser degree, a first class degree nevertheless was also an excuse for  condemnation, ostracism, jealousy, refusal of  employment and persecution.  It was advisable not to be a Bolshie and advisable not to be educated at Oxford or Cambridge, though a Bolshie had no choice but to be so.   He couldn’t get a job and no other university would have him.  The hatred of  and refusal of  employment to Oxford Graduates was not intractable as that of and to Cambridge graduates, but, nevertheless,  it was an achievement for Mr Miller to be offered a job.   The reader should not suppose that any institute which employed ‘Oxbridge’ graduates to be snobbish or to promote privilege.   There was such hatred of  ‘Oxbridge’  that its graduates were refused employment anywhere where there was anyone who was not ‘Oxbridge’.   Despite what may argued openly, just about everyone is prepared to recognise the superiority of  the master-race or the validity of  privilege, but in the ostracism of  those who had passed through the ‘competitive’ route there was no compromise].

Paul  Nutt, as was customary, and as The Accused had told Paul was customary before Paul entered university,  found himself  in economic difficulties and took a year off from his studies on supposed psychiatric grounds.

The Accused met Dave Mackey on Granby Street.

        “Let’s go to the Cinema!”, Dave Mackey suggested.

Leicester was more expensive than London.   Everything was cheaper in London.   The Accused had attended the Edgeware Road Wanking Cinema for therapeutic reasons.  Not for wanking but because Horror Films - there was usually one thrown in - relieved anxiety.   The viewer knew what the plot would be - it was always the same - and that therefore all the terrors would resolve in the end and the boy would live happily ever after with the girl.  But, despite Leicester being more expensive than London,  The Accused accompanied Dave Mackey to the cinema in Leicester nevertheless.  Leicester still has a cinema - but in those days it had many - and this was on Granby Street, a couple of hundred yards from the Clock Tower, which is regarded as the City Centre.  The film being shown was ‘Fistful of  Dollars’, starring Clint Eastwood,  which The Accused realised would be adventurously non-intellectual.   This visit to the cinema, therefore, was akin to two Cistercian monks embarking upon a fact finding mission to a brothel.   Brothels are sinful places whereas watching films is not a sin, though, strictly speaking, the subject matter of this particular film was so.  As the introductory titles were being shown The Accused realised that a world record was being broken.  “Count how many people are being shot”, he rapidly muttered to his companion.   According to their estimate over sixty had been gunned down before the film even started.  Serial assassination, the subject of  the film,  is hardly a cheerful topic - but killer films like horror films were parodies that made entertainment out of  what would if treated realistically be unbearable.   That even made it easier to cope with the unpleasantness in actual existence.  Everyone knew that at the end of  the game the actors would all get up, alive and uninjured and play another game in the next film.

While the author did not have this mind when concluding the previous paragraph, more recent experience suggests that films or other literature which portrays killing and cruelty induces an absorption of ideas by the impressionable and then performance of what was portrayed in the literature, even to the point of commission of  horrific crimes.  The Accused’s generation, and his parents’, were brought up on cowboys murdering Indians and Clint Eastwood, in numerous films, became the most prolific killer in history!  However neither The Accused’s generation nor his parents’ went round eviscerating babies.  Films were unrealistic.  Indians were like skittles which toppled over when the cowboy threw a ball at them.  This created no more emotional impact than the elimination of a space invader in an amusement arcade.  The more ‘realistic’ modern films, by contrast, both arouse aversive emotions and, at least so it would appear, generate quasi-hypnotic compulsions.  Also, modern youth are more impressionable, more subject to the quasi hypnotic processes that affect the socialised, than were the youth of previous eras.

On another occasion, The Accused bumped into Dave Mackey on Granby Street and Dave Mackey suggested they go to a football match.    The Accused had never attended a football match before.   The reader may discover that this football match did not take place in l969, since it’s occurrence is well known to footballists.  Also, The Accused must have watched some football match before l969 since, when himself playing football as a goalkeeper he had learnt the requirements by watching Gordon Banks and without that would not have known what a goalkeeper was permitted to do and what not.  Banks played a very active part within his team’s strategy - and what he demonstrated could not be learnt from amateurs on city parks whose skills were limited to occasionally standing by accident in the way of a ball.  But, whenever this match was, Dave Mackey and The Accused attended it.  Although it was extravagant for unemployed students or ex-students to pay for anything, it was not then, as it is now, necessary to apply to the bank for loan before purchasing a ticket to a football match.   It cost around three shillings apiece.

This match was in the League Cup,  Leicester against Stoke, Stanley Matthews ,playing for Stoke during his last season.   The reader has possibly never heard of Stanley Matthews.  When The Accused was three years old he had been told, as part of his general education, that Arthur Conan Doyle had written stories about a detective called Sherlock Holmes, that Paris was the capital of France and that Stanley Matthews was a footballer.  So even The Accused, who probably did not know what football was, had heard of Stanley Matthews ... just as everyone had heard of  Henry Vlll, Fred Truman, Jesse Owens and Stirling Moss.   According to the author’s recollection, on which the reader, when it concerns football, cannot rely this Stanley Matthews was known as a ‘defender’, was in the habit of ‘dribbling’- a procedure adopted by footballists in which the legs are held wide apart as with the rider of a horse, had injured and maimed a remarkably low number of opponents, if any, hailed from some impoverished street of some impoverished city, never argued with the referee, shook hands in reconciliation with any opponent who kicked him the face, never used foul language or drank alcohol, never wore shorts that exposed his lower thighs, never monopolised the football when it was expedient to pass it to a colleague - and had been a member of some winning cup final team, which had probably been called Blackburn United - and he had been portrayed in his football kit on postage stamps.  This Stanley Matthews had persisted in professional football for a remarkable long time - until almost his fiftieth year - on account of his fair play and clean living - was a pulled of crowds and, especially so now in his final season.

Although The Accused knew nothing about Football (and even less about Rugger), he knew what had to be known by the clients of turf accountants - that when one wrestler wins one fall, then the other wins the next and that the eventual result is predictable - and that if cup matches are drawn there is a replay and the clubs make twice as much money.  Some say that this drawing tendency arises from a no-lose style of play which adopted in cup matches - a no-lose style of play that maximises box-office receipts.  Although the results of sports events might be predictable there were occasions where there was some player who stood out like a sore thumb who apparently did not know the rules and upset the apple cart.   The course of this game, in a sense, was in accordance with the rules, but was nevertheless eccentric.  In the first half the Leicester team overwhelmed their opponents and were leading by six goals to nil at half-time. 

 The author understands that if the ball hits the inside of the netting on either end of the playing-field, this counts as a ‘goal’, scored by the side pointing in the direction of that net.  The objective is to score more of these goals than the opponent - and that six goals in a professional football match is a lot of goals.  The typical score is one goal netted by the ‘home’ side and none by the ‘away’ side - that is, the one that does not regularly play on that particular pitch.

The Accused suggested, on the basis of  theory, that Stoke would score six goals in the second half but was nevertheless surprised that this actually happened.   The Accused was sitting in good view of  the goal and formed the impression, though experts and football followers vehemently denied it,  that the Leicester team were not making strenuous efforts to prevent the goals and goalkeeper Banks seemed even to be punching the ball into the net!   So Stoke did score six of these ‘goals’, as they are called - they are rather like tries but the ball carries over the line through its own velocity, not in the hands of a contestant - and not five or seven - which was remarkably accurate. 

“Shall we do the football pools?”,  joked Dave Mackey after the game

Leicester, being the more prestigious team, were expected to win the replay, which was sold out, but The Accused had a suspicion that this would not happen.  It did not seem to The Accused that there existed any economic expedient for losing in this competition, which tended to be taken seriously by Leicester and was on several occasions won by it, and The Accused supposed that this was an example of a phenomenon sometimes experienced by chess teams - of the side expected to win easily becoming overconfident or negligent.  Nevertheless, pundits have since regularly claimed that there was nothing to be gained by Leicester by proceeding into further rounds.

The Accused was living alone at Briarwood, awaiting his interview at the Leicester General Hospital.   The Accused planned on the night  prior to the interview to sleep in his father’s bed.   Accused-mum, in l963, afeared of  the evil that might materialise therein, had removed The Accused’s comfortable double bed and replaced it with a narrow modern single bed, one of  a pair,  the other being installed in what was still called Ingrid’s room.   This new bed The Accused found  too uncomfortable for relaxed sleep (and, also, the blankets tend to fall off a narrow bed).   When he had protested, Accused-mum had declaimed that the new beds had cost a lot of  money and must therefore be more than adequate.   The Accused planned to sleep in his father’s bed not only for comfort but because there was an adjacent electric alarm clock.   The plan was scuppered however by Accused-dad suddenly appearing on the day before the interview.   Neither of  his parents had made a previous appearance since his return from London.   The Accused suspected that his father had found out about the interview and was trying to be  helpful.  But however had Accused-dad found out about this interview.  He had not told his parents, did not tell his father now and told neither of them on any subsequent occasion.  Nevertheless Accused-dad, though the explanation has defined historians, to have been remarkably well informed about The Accused’s activities - and the theory that Accused-dad knew and, for that reason, came to Briarwood, has to be taken seriously.  The Accused felt however that his father’s appearance destroyed his plans and  destroyed his chances at the interview.   His parents always wrecked everything.   He had fully expected to put in an adequate performance and to be appointed.   He was now, however, in quite another mood, felt exhausted and unhappy during the mile and a half  walk to the hospital,  behaved in a cheerless manner during the interview and was not offered the job!  Accused-dad returned to London on the day of the interview.

There followed what was to The Accused’s recollection a lengthy period,  a period recollected as if  it was some eight months, during which The Accused attended numerous interviews,  an interview, he asserts, for every non-teaching hospital pre-registration house post in the National Health Service.  Actually, this was lasted little more than a month.   The Accused thought that he was being universally rejected and that the situation was hopeless, though, in fact, correspondence in the British Medical Journal claimed that the average time required to secure a pre-registration house appointment was eighteen months.   The Accused during this period was on two or three occasions visited at Briarwood by Accused-dad and to The Accused’s surprise his father would on these occasions provide him with some money.   Nevertheless The Accused was either ineligible for state benefits or thought that he was.   Amongst the Not Working Class it was supposed also to be immoral to seek state benefits,  that the individual was not entitled to them and although there was mass unemployment amongst younger Not Working Class and Military Officer Class, because they did not claim benefits this was not recorded.

The Accused therefore might have felt obliged to survive on the travelling expenses he was awarded when attending interviews.  The author would not wish to libel The Accused by suggesting that he actually did so - and it more likely that The Accused honourably starved to death.  But were The Accused so to rely on travelling expenses, it would be expedient to minimise the cost of travelling.   He might also do this because he felt uncertain whether any higher sum would be paid or if he did not have a great deal to pay for train tickets prior to the reclaim for expenses.  So this he did, and surely with great integrity and self sacrifice.  The Accused would travel during the night, perhaps catching a train soon after midnight  arriving on the next day (that is to say, the same day).   If  The Accused had so wished there were various devices whereby the amount claimed could exceed  the amount spent.   This might possibly include claims for  full return train fare when paying the cheap day return rate or travelling by bus or  claiming  overnight hotel accommodation.   The Accused, who had been denied income all his life, was however unaware that in the real world it is not merely considered legitimate to maximise expenses but it is expected and, moreover, this right was not denied The Accused despite his being a Bolshie (which, he would have supposed it was, had he known the right existed).  In the National Health Service, as with other government departments,  cash is obtained more freely via some routes than others and although junior doctors were defrauded out of  shoestring wages,  travelling expenses could be relatively generous.   It depended out which account the treasurers extracted the money.   Also in the l960s,  particularly in the NHS,  taxation and other wage- deductions were so high that workers regarded only tax-free extras, which included travelling expenses, as their actual income.   This travelling during the night led to The Accused being exhausted during interview and precipitated the defeatist, withdrawn, non-communicative version of his personality.  Had The Accused been living off travelling expenses then he would have taken into account that he was not going to get the jobs anyway and given a greater priority to frugal living than to self-presentation.   The Accused, in any case, because of his alleged inexperience with drips and his myopia,  and did not feel adequately skilled to work through a house appointment.    British ‘provisionally registered’ candidates (those who had not served their required house appointments) were always asked for interview - but not given the jobs!

The Accused regarded his expeditions to interviews as exploration of the British Isles, or, at any rate, of  England, and would at his destinations and on the way endeavour to acquaint himself with the local natives and their lives.  There were several trips to Lancashire, formerly Britain’s prosperous cotton mill county upon which nineteenth century prosperity and power depended.   He recalls in particular a trip to Blackburn (The same Blackburn which may once have had football team).   Already from the train he could see the empty or derelict mills still surrounded by the estates which had been the homes of  the workers.   In Blackburn there were women and children - and some elderly men - but young men were nowhere to be seen.   There was no work in Blackburn and the youths migrated to the South where supposedly there was work.   A few youths returning on the train to visit their friends and relatives told The Accused that they had indeed found the streets of  London paved with gold.   But  they had to say  that. Such young men had not surfaced in the Midlands and South in numbers corresponding to the exodos from  Lancashire.   The Accused had, it is true, encountered Paul McCartney in London.  But Paul McCartney had moved to London from Germany and the visible frequency of  Lancashire lads in the South appeared not far removed from zero.  That is the frequency was what is known in medical circles as greater than, i.e. indistinguishable from, zero.   The Accused was already finding that companions of  his youth in the Midlands were vanishing without trace or explanation - and perhaps even most of the medics he was to encounter in the next four years were to vanish without trace.   There has been no mention in history of  the vanishing doctors,  but so many Lancashire folk vanished that this eventually was acknowledged as an unexplained mystery.   The Accused also could not fail to notice, on the Blackburn streets over which he wandered, that most of  the small shops were closed.  There was so little business in Blackburne, the locals explained to The Accused,  that one shop would open on Mondays, another on Tuesday and another on Wednesday...and every shop was closed six days a week.

The Accused became aware that he was guilty of  some errors in technique beyond his merely being  shy and lacking in confidence at interview - or, at any rate, became aware of these additional errors when looking back during the subsequent years.  One of  these errors was to record his religion as  ‘Roman Catholic’ when applying for Obstetric and/or  Gynaecological appointments.    Most candidates wrote in the appropriate box in the application form ‘Church of  England’, meaning nothing in particular.   The Accused did not realise that anyone took any notice of  this box,  that Roman Catholic was not regarded as nothing in particular nor that there was a ban on Roman Catholics.    This was not just due to there being a high percentage of  Freemasons amongst obstetricians.

The Accused was subject to interrogation as to whether he would be willing to perform abortions.   These were at the London Hospital known as dilatations and curettage - with the fortuitous discovery and removal of  a teratoma amid the cleared debris.   Nevertheless, it was not unequivocally illegal for the teratoma to be foetus.  Medics and lawyers had created a ‘compromise’ doctrine that the foetus becomes alive at twenty eight weeks of  gestation but had been undead previously.   Foetoi younger than twenty eight weeks were regarded as abortable (or it was permitted to assist the miscarriage of such foetoi), at least if various provisos were allegedly fulfilled - such as that the foetus was a threat to maternal health and that the mother was mentally fit to make the decision though her mental fitness was perhaps threatened by the pregnancy.  Psychiatrists earned pennies by signing certificates for abortionists - and, in fact, Accused-dad was offered this perk.  More recently the assumption has been adopted that the transition from undead to living can take place only inside the mother and not after the foetus is born and that if the child is not alive when born it cannot develope further as undead and turn alive at some future date.  Since foetoi born when twenty six weeks old have survived, the foetus of this age is now regarded as alive and unabortable.  For that matter eggs may be fertilised in vitro and then inserted into the mother or a machine - and so presumably the egg is alive at zero weeks.  The underlying argument behind this confusion, presumably, is that the foetus should not be extracted and deaded after it is twenty six weeks old because at that age it can be extracted and kept alive.  This desire to keep foetuses alive is very virtuous of parliamentarians - unexpectedly so - but the author cannot see why a foetus cannot be extracted and kept alive at zero weeks.   It was also asserted in the previous era that the twenty eight week old foetus was visibly human whereas the twenty six year old foetus was not.  There are various ways in which this age of the foetus can be assessed, such as taking a photograph, examining the patient or determining or alleging the date of ovulation and counting.

The twenty eight week threshold seems arbitrary and a matter of convenience.  There seems no reason to propose that life begins at this particular date.  The assertion that it did might however be averred with great emotion, even though it was just something decided by a committee of  Members of Parliament.  If  the reader wishes to create an argument he could propose that before becoming human the foetus is a fish or a frog or a bird or a some animal consisting of a ball of cells or, maybe, a vegetable.  Then he can propose that the vegetable, fish or frog is alive .. because vegetables, fish or frogs are alive... and then twist the medic with the twenty-eight week threshold into confessing that in some sense humans are alive in which frogs are not alive or even that there is a sense in which animals are alive in which plants are not.   The author does not wish to claim that these assertions are false but drags them up here because they added to the emotion with which abortionists - and also those who wished to abort foetoi because they were supposedly not Master Race or Public School - conducted their arguments.   The Military Officer Class as a whole  - and abortionists were even more Military Officer Class than other medics - were greatly plagued with such emotions since it was necessary to assert that soldiers and cogs in the machine were inanimate objects whose duty it was to take and/or transmit orders, supposedly handed down by God or his representative, and to do and die.  There were various versions of denial of  the existence of life and of consciousness which have been discussed in earlier volumes.   It might be convenient for the abortionist or Officer Class or Nazi to have one opinion for one occasion and another for another or to hold several contradictory opinions simultaneously - which inconsistency also breeds emotional dogmatism.

The Roman Catholic doctrine, although not all their theologians agreed, was understood to be, however, that the human possessed a soul and a spirit, that a frog possessed a spirit but no soul, and that a potato possessed neither.  The soul entered the egg at the moment of conception and thereafter, because of that, it was contrary to God’s Commandments to terminate life.   There did exist obstetric centres with Roman Catholic obstetricians, which were part of the National Health Service, which refused to perform abortions - and girls who did not wish to be Found Out by their anxious mothers had to go somewhere else.  However, it did not improve a medic’s prospects if he disapproved of abortions and medics in general, not merely abortionists, whatever their moral ideology, found it necessary to persuade themselves with excuses.

        “You are a Roman Catholic”, interviewing obstetricians would point out, “Are you willing to perform abortions?”

Pre-registration house jobs were essential for medics and pre-registration house-jobs were just about impossible to get.  Were applicants for the post of abortionist likely to refuse to perform abortions? 

It could be that The Accused made excuses for himself.   It may have been that he would have liked to opportunity to shag women without ending up having to pay for it for life - though abortions also cost money.  Since the Accused could not afford to shag women and, for that reason, did not do so and was not asked to do so.  But then, maybe, he did not like the idea of those of his friends who perhaps could afford abortions or could afford to get married and who might be asked or might fall in love with no ambitions of paternity being trapped in this way or finding their lives destroyed.  Most of all, however, he would have had sympathy with the young women whose lives might be destroyed.  For many, it is true, pregnancy might be very convenient - but not necessarily so for all.

Nevertheless The Accused believed and has always believed that abortion is undesirable.  On no account, in his view, should one foetus be regarded as fitter to live than another (such as on account of it not being a Public School Boy, suffering from Down’s Syndrome - then called Mongolism - or being a frog).  Also, on no account was abortion to be considered other a bad thing.   There were not situations where it was a good thing and others where it was bad.  But, perhaps, because he had never had a conversation with a foetus and it was to him more an idea in the mind than an actual person who was being euthanased, The Accused accepted that the world was not perfect and that in the non-perfect world bad things were unavoidable.   If a society believed that no unborn child should be liquidated, then it also had a responsibility to look after the child.    It was not entitled to tell the mother “Your child must live!” and then turn its back on her and 

tell her that the care of the child was her responsibility.

Mr. Leonard Easton would here perhaps have interjected that it was the ‘irresponsible’ women who could not afford to have children and who, even if they could afford it, were not capable of  looking after them, who not only were apt to be pregnant in profusion but who, together with their children, were supported by the state .. and for that reason, he might have argued, such pregnancies were to be prevented or terminated.   This is a dangerous argument which permits a person to set himself as judge as to whether another is entitled to live - and one which The Accused, who saw himself as victimised by the Master Race would see both in theory and in practice as leading to unfortunate decisions.  Mr Easton presents the argument here, however, in refutation of the suggestion that the state refuses to look after children.  In some cases it does refuse or the lady in not in a position to accept any assistance.  It might well, for instance, refuse that assistance to Mr. Easton’s daughter.  Whatever would have happened to her if she had been shagging a Bolshie?  It was practical experience that a young lady might find herself in an impasse - and in foreign countries or foreign cultures it might be under other circumstances than in Britain.  There had also been cases enough, in Britain, of the child being taken away and the mother being locked up for life in a looney-bin.  Falling in love could have very unpleasant consequences.   Pro-abortionists might appear to be arguing for the right to shag indiscriminately, but, more realistically, they supposed that shagging was something that sometimes occurred and something that might at times turn out very embarrassing.

There are related moralistic arguments regarding contraception.  Some Roman Catholic theologians regarded contraception as a sin, though amongst the rank and file of their clergy this doctrine was not nearly as rigid as might have been supposed.   In this case, The Accused would have argued, even supposing that contraception is a sin, the conception of an unwanted child is an even greater sin.  Although The Accused was not himself a prosperous enough gentleman to refrain from celibacy, he was never prepared to assume that God commanded celibacy or that he greatly disapproved of those who found themselves occasionally transgressing it.  It should be assumed, he felt, that human populations were not celibate.  For all he knew the most virtuous of men might once or twice in their lives inadvertedly stray from the straight and narrow - and it did not take much straying to produce a pregnancy.   So the alternative to contraception was overpopulation.  Every extra birth resulted somewhere else in an extra death.  Similarly it seemed to The Accused that murder was not averted by a prohibition of murder of the foetus.   One child was born in one place and another died somewhere else.  Even if that was not strictly true, the preservation of the unwanted foetus did not greatly improve the prospects of that foetus.

The Accused therefore did not suppose that the particular abortion was a sin to be considered in isolation.  It was a consequence of  more widespread sin or evil in which the abortive parents and foetoi were victims.  On the other hand abortion did become an evil if any attempt was made to justify it or the foetus, before being allowed to live, had to sit an examination to discover whether it was fit to be Master Race.  He also supposed that it was not desirable to ask too many questions as to whether abortion was justifiable or not or to seek to produce answers.  In a non-perfect world non-perfect happenings occurred.

This apologia might sound very unsatisfactory and was not intended to be satisfactory.  Nobody yet, either, has produced a satisfactory formula for the conduct of the soldier in wartime.  Should he kill the other person or should he commit suicide?  But does the virtuous medic have to cooperate?  Presumably, if a society decides to have abortions then this virtuous medic has no right to inform it that must not do so and he has no right to prevent it doing so.  The abortions are going to be performed anyway - but does he have to perform them?

The Accused, in fact, had not troubled himself with these arguments.  He would have performed a Dilatation and Curettage without it occurring to him that this might be a sin and he would not have doubted that it would be unethical to saddle the  young lady with an unwanted pregnancy.

        “Would you be prepared to perform an abortion?”, the interviewer asked.

The Accused was puzzled that the interviewer should bother to ask this question.  Abortionists performed abortions.

        “It would not be my decision.”,  The Accused would answer, “The consultant or somebody else makes the decision.”

The Accused really believed this.  He didn’t even suppose that housemen performed the D and C.  When Mr. Easton performed his, The Accused had maybe stood at the other side table holding some instrument, but there is no historical record of his having performed the operation - though this is not believed to be a particularly difficult procedure.  The Accused did not suppose there was a little human in the uterus screaming with pain but an inanimate collection of cells.  If  there was anything else, The Accused had, as was necessary for those embarking on a medical career, had blotted this from his mind.  It is possible that Mr Easton’s great hostility towards The Accused arose from his being a Roman Catholic.   He did not at first know that The Accused was The Accused and was very friendly until he found out.  But, surely, it was not possible for a medical student to avoid D an C’s and the fact that The Accused had qualified implied that he did not object to their performance.   There were various laws and regulations that determined whether a Dilatation and Curettage was to be performed or not, or it may have just been the formality of ticking the boxes, but it was the consultant who knew the rules or ticked the boxes and he would know or supposedly know whether the necessary conditions had been fulfilled.

        “You know very well”, the interviewer would retort, “that that is not good enough!”

 The interviewer may have been referring to the dogma of law rather than morality that ‘obeying orders’ is not sufficient excuse to justify an action.  Such  a claim was at times made during the Nurnberg Trials but judges have not been consistent about this.  As a matter of fact, within the Law, obedience of the Law justifies an action.  When a country loses a war, then its alleged leaders or even its entire population  is automatically guilty.  There are also other situations where the Law retrospectively changes.  But even though the Law may change its mind, though it never admits doing so, it is the Law that the Law must be obeyed.  Alternatively, the interviewer may really have been saying that The Accused must make the decision and opt out if he does not agree - saying that The Accused, if he was a Roman Catholic, should not perform abortions and that, if he had talked himself out of that, he should reconsider.  Or maybe the interviewer was just trying to find an excuse for not employing The Accused or was a Freemason and did not like Roman Catholics.  However, the author has regretfully to admit that if  The Accused had supposed abortions to be immoral he would have said so and he would have opted out, despite this putting an end to an already hopeless career.  The Accused, it has to be conceded, neither considered contraception nor abortion, in accordance with the law as it then stood or the law as interpreted by abortionists, to be unethical.   This may not be great praise for The Accused - but so it seems to have been!

The Royal Abortionist, Sir John Peel, is said to have been the most powerful force in The Accused’s failure of finals and the almost as regal and masonic abortionist is said to have been the most persistent anti-Accused agitator at the London Hospital.   The Accused was persona non grata amongst abortionists.  This could have been because he was a Roman Catholic and if so either because Roman Catholics were a thorn in the flesh or abortionists or because Freemasons did not like Roman Catholics.  Or it could merely have been that The Accused was not a Public School Boy.   Let us suppose, however, since it makes no difference to the outcome, that The Accused was banned from Obs/Gynae appointments because he was a Roman Catholic.  This would make being a Roman Catholic extremely inconvenient.   British graduates were, before they were fully registered, required to serve in one house appointment which was classed as ‘medicine’ and one which was classed as ‘surgery’.  He could not count two Obs/Gynae appointments towards his registration, but he could count one as either medicine or surgery.  It was generally considered that one such appointment, which conferred letters after the name, was essential for those entering General Practice.

 It is likely that The Accused not merely accepted that this Obs/Gynae housejob was compulsory for G.P.s but that it was, in fact, necessary.   The Accused during his obstetric studies at the London Hospital had not encountered any cases which presented inordinate difficulties or complications.  The Accused himself is said to have been born in the ‘occipito-anterior’ position.  He had to be different.  All The Accused’s deliveries had been in the occipito-posterior position -or, if not, it didn’t make any difference.  According to tradition and textbooks, however, an usual lie of the baby can create severe difficulties.  Sure enough more often than not the doctor or midwife can correct the position, though there is no point in doing it too soon, and if it is not done too soon it probably corrects itself anyway.  But nevertheless an unusual lie of the baby, according to tradition was one of  the rare happenings that can upend a doctor’s career.   The Accused supposed that the Obs/Gynae house-job was necessary to gain experience of this phenomenon.  But then surely if  at the London Hospital either this problem was not encountered or it was not a problem when it was,  then so it was likely to be on any other obstetric ward.   General Practitioners rarely get upended in practice because of their cluelessness and in those days, though they did not then have quite such a reputation for being clueless, they didn’t either.  Moreover, the chances are that they are assisted by a district midwife, who will previously have served as a sister on a hospital  Obs/Gynae Ward and will not be clueless.  It might even be that The Accused was not so clueless either - that these abnormal lies did not carry unfamiliar terrors.  Nevertheless, if an Obs/Gynae job is considered essential for a career and if Roman Catholics are banned from Obs/Gynae, then it is inconvenient to be a  Roman Catholic.

Another  error perpetrated by The Accused was to refuse the midday meal offered by the consultant, following the morning interview, either in the hospital canteen or the interviewers’ consulting rooms or club.   On at least one occasion,  when interviewed in Harley Street rooms,  it sounded distinctly as if  a massage and curettage was to be thrown in.   To The Accused this was neither here nor here,  but he had been educated not to accept favours.   He was inferior and it was presumptuous to suppose they were intended.   The Accused would be afraid that he would be charged for the meal.   He could not afford to buy meals during his interview trips.   Even had it been made clear that the meal was free of charge, he would not have accepted it unless he had the money available -  just in case.   The Accused would not have the money available!   However,  the dinner is part of  the interview, or a ceremony of accepting and being accepted, and if  the candidate refuses to dine he does not get the job!  He is not rejected because he refuses the dinner and most probably automatically appointed if he accepts it - but without the dinner he is assumed to have rejected any offer that may or may not have been made.

A further error on the part of  The Accused was - honesty.   It is contrary to regulations to advertise or to engage in manoeuvres or to approach possible selectors in order to secure the job.   Nevertheless, this is habitually done.  Candidates frequently phone up the hospital with inquiries or  otherwise make their presence known.   No relevant information can be obtained this way.  Even if  it was, it would make no difference to the candidate.  It was so difficult to get pre-registration posts that candidates had to accept any that was offered, whatever the circumstances.  Besides that, if he actually turns up for the interview, which he will do, he then loses his travelling expenses if he is offered and refuses the job.  The purpose of these approaches was not to gain information but self-advertisement.  The Accused would never have done such a thing, not merely because he would assume that he was in any case not welcome and was making a laughing stock of himself, but because he considered it improper.  

These ambitious candidates also regularly gave the impression of  having a special interest in the job.  If  the candidate had not already advertised this fiction, he would then be given the opportunity of doing so at interview.

        “Why are you interested in dermatology?” 

or:-

        “Why do you want to come to Skegness?”

- or- 

        “What attracts you to Lancaster General Hospital”. 

Possibly some interviewers were not fully aware of  the situation facing candidates, despite the innumerable applications for every pre-registration appointment.   The Accused gave an honest answer.  It was so difficult to find one of these pre-registration appointments that applicants had to accept any that was offered.   Every job, no doubt had its attractions and there would be those of this particular job, but for candidates to claim that they had applied for a particular job because of its particular attractions was dishonest.  It is true that The Accused would have preferred a post near a railway station so that he could travel to Leicester to attend to his chess club - but he was the only doctor with a chess club.   The Accused found these doctors who were forever advertising themselves and, in his view, telling lies to be nauseating.  But doctors were expected nevertheless to have a special interest in the particular post offered.

Although The Accused realised he had little chance of securing an appointment in Medicine, he supposed that there was even less chance of one in Surgery.  Quite apart from his supposing he was not an adept surgeon - a possibly delusional self-estimation which has been previously discussed - surgeons preferred people with money, people who were apt to end up with private practices on Harley Street - not Bolshies.   Tirades against opponents or critics of  Private Medicine were the main topic of conversation amongst surgeons.   Penniless Bolshies with no Private Practice prospects were apt to have socialist anti-Private Practice leanings.  Nevertheless, The Accused applied for the post of  pre-registration house surgeon at Hillington Hospital.   Although The Accused had lived in London, he had never previously heard of  Hillington, which is in London, near an airport.   Inspection of maps reveals that Hillington Hospital serves Heathrow Airport, one of the world’s largest transport termini.   The frequenters of  transport termini travel to places and, therefore, it might be presumed., Hillington was easy to reach.  But not so.  When air travellers have spent an hour traversing a thousand miles they consider it imperative to spend another six hours getting into central London.  Whether easy to reach or not, The Accused did not find it so.  This was the least reachable hospital he had ever encountered, except maybe for Addenbrookes’.  He set off from Leicester  by the 2.17 a.m. train (as had often when returning to college from chess matches).   This was enough for The Accused to be exhausted, but when he arrived in London.  The train usually arrived at 7.30, when the Tube started running, though it was scheduled to arrive two hours earlier.  The passengers preferred it that way.   Then there was much palaver, inquiry and walking around and eventually The Accused found himself at what was deemed to be the appropriate destination Tube Station, which we believe was called Hillingdon Tube Station.   Then it turned out that there was still a lengthy walk of a mile or so over some fields.   On eventually reaching the hospital he was interviewed by the surgeon Mr. Ernest, which sounds as if it may be a German name.

Mr Ernest appears in The Accused’s anti-General Medical Council propaganda as Herr Hexen Jager.  We shall come across Mr Jager again in l973 and we would not wish to spoil any surprise for the readers.  Suffice it to say that there was a long acquaintance between Hexen and The Accused.  Hexen believed that The Accused had sneaked into the Maudsley Hospital as part of a conspiracy by Cambridge Psychology Graduates to demonstrate that psychiatry was being used in Britain for ‘non-psychiatric’ purposes.  Hexen did not doubt that it was so used but it considered it a Great Sickness to blow the whistle.  It is believed that Hexen and not Sir Denis Q Basher Hill Dcd.  was the real originator of the General Medical Council’s Psychiatric Kangaroo Court - and that it was devised for’ non-psychiatric’ purposes.   

The Accused was offered a post as house physician at  Chichester and asked to precede this with a locum appointment.  The Accused, since he had to and despite not feeling confident, said he could start any time.   But then he refused the dinner following the interview and heard no more about it!   He said he had a train to catch.   Perhaps he did, but then he called on Mick Miller, who now lived in Chichester.   Mick had set up house with a pretty young wife or lady friend.   Mick enthusiastically  showed to The Accused his Ph.D. thesis, a computer chess program.   There are now plenty computer chess programs, but then there weren’t any.  The Accused presumed that the purpose of  such a program is to analyse positions.  A computer can be expected to do this very rapidly.  But the snag is that the variations multiply very rapidly.  Suppose that there are twenty possible moves on the board (There may be considerably more) to each of which there are twenty replies and to each of which replies....  The effect of this is that computers are apt to analyse painfully slowly - or so it was at least for early computer programs.  They can beat humans by playing rapidly in one minute games but that is because the computers play instantaneously whereas the human has to look at the screen and press buttons.   The computer’s moves are not any good but it is physically impossible for a human to play as rapidly on a computer as he can over the board.   There is also the snag that over the five moves analysed by the computer over six hours nobody is actually winning or losing anything.  Humans take short cuts.   They do not serially analyse every possible variation.  The short cuts my be obvious.  The player has to retake the queen.  Nevertheless it is not easy to define what exactly these short cuts are and to translate them into a computerised algorithm.  Despite The Accused’s boasting how clever he is and how stupid everyone else, there are some very clever people around.  This task of producing a chess computer program has been much more difficult than the reader might guess.  Even if a if the reader, starting from scratch, could teach a computer to play chess, he would then still have to find a way of enabling to win or draw one game in a hundred against the Chairman of the G.M.C. Health Committee or even one of  his/her victims.  Mick’s thesis consisted of diagrams rather than computerised language.  Computer chess programs were for a long time, in the view of chessplayers a joke, though a Grandmaster might lose to one if the manufacturers paid him enough money.  The Accused did not have a clue what it was about, but nobody else but had to make appreciative comments.  Mick Miller had nurtured a delusion at school that The Accused was a genius akin to himself.  Somebody had to be, even though Mick was in a league of his own.  Nobody else would understand Mick’s computer program - let alone The Accused, who knew nothing about computers and computer languages - but Mick would have felt hurt had it turned out that not even The Accused could understand and appreciate.  It did seem to The Accused that Mick had not gotten very far in his endeavours, but since Mick Miller was Mick Miller it was certain that he had The Accused had to assume so.

The Accused stayed the night at Mick Miller’s house.  Next day Mick confessed that he would not see The Accused again - which, to date, has proved true.  It did not seem that The Accused  had committed any outrageous offence ... but nobody seems to have seen him since, though there is somebody of that name in Japan and, as a matter of fact, an American chess master called Mick Miller.  H has also got his name on ‘Friends Reunited’.   Mick was of  Russian origin, as Millers or Milinskis tend to be, and  The Accused assumed he was off to Moscow on a Nuclear Test Ban Treaty spy exchange scheme.  No Mick Miller has ever been identified in that context but for  Mick’s  purposes that explanation sufficed.

There turned out, however, to be unpleasant aspects of  the Pre-Registration system that were not merely unknown to the General Public but to doctors - and more of this murky mystery was to be revealed over subsequent years.  The Accused had been told at the London Hospital that he was barred from a teaching hospital appointment because he was a Bolshie - a grammar school pupil.   Bolshies could become honorary Doctor Material (Public School Boys) only if  they played Rugger.  The Accused (and Dr Ellis) had supposed that Bolshies would be more suited to and more welcome in the hospitals whose house staff were not appointed by the Deans of  Medical  Schools.

Had The Accused not been disillusioned previously he would have been so when applying for the post of  pre-registration house physician at  Bethnal Green Hospital.   Bethnal Green Hospital, although not in the London Hospital Group, was sited a few hundred  yards from the London Hospital and its less prestigious little sister.   It was an obvious target for The Accused.   He was familiar with Bethnal Green and had had a favourable reception by its population, the transport facilities were the same as those from the London Hospital.. and, all round, it seemed just the place.  In the interview room however he found himself amongst a group of  African candidates.   These African candidates claimed to be highly experienced,  highly qualified, even with the British Membership of  the Royal College of  Physicians,  the standard qualification for Medical Consultants, to have occupied senior registrar posts in Britain  and to have been consultants in their own countries.

The fact fiction about this became more apparent over the next three years.  Pre-registration posts are intended for newly qualified British candidates and, moreover, such candidates, though this is not the law, will not be given any other post until they have fulfilled the two pre-registration requirements.   Any job, even more senior, will do - but administrators refuse to appoint new British graduates other than as pre-registration house officers - even though posts described merely as ‘house officer’ involve the same work, or less of  the same work and, in those days, would have been much easier to obtain.  ‘Temporarily Registered’ doctors from abroad however might be appointed to posts at any level and although many were very competent hardworking doctors, it is relevant to the argument that enough of them were neither competent, nor hardworking nor doctors.   The more senior and considerably more high jobs which these foreign doctors occupied were, in law, sufficient to qualify for registration, provided that one job of at least six months was classed as Medicine and another as Surgery.  Nevertheless this fact was concealed from them and, to obtain British registration, they applied for the few available pre-reg jobs in great numbers

It was known for British graduates, without any shady or allegedly shady history, with M.R.C.P.s to apply for house officer appointments or even pre-registration house officer appointments.  Nevertheless, as The Accused was not aware, this boasting about experience and qualifications in the ante-room is a pathology encountered prior to interviews in all walks of life, not just Medicine.  It may be that the objective is to intimidate other candidates or  the interviewees may just be trotting out what they are going to say at the interview or have written in the application form.  Nowadays what somebody writes in an application form or CV or trots out at an interview is just about guaranteed to be lies.  Nobody supposes it to be anything else.   It is part of the ceremony or the belonging to the club.   Formerly, to belong to the club, maybe you had to have attended Eton College, to have a rubber stamped first class honours degree from Balliol College, Oxford and to be a Freemason and member of the Rugger Team.  Or maybe you had to have a Ph.D, in Biochemistry.   The author does not suggest that there ever has been a club with such requirements - but there are requirements and these are examples of  what, in theory, requirements might be.   Nowadays the requirement is to say the right words and tell the right lies.   The Accused was to discover in later years that the actual or claimed experience or  qualifications of doctors was not always matched by their performance.  The impression can be gained that colleagues, despite their C.V.s and references, are not doctors at all.   The Accused does not wish to cast aspersions on the Medicine in Monaco or  Africa - nor does he wish to denigrate Voodoo, Witchcraft or anything else that takes the place of  Medicine in other countries, possibly as effectively as anyone else’s Medicine.  But it can happen that all the bankrobbers in Monaco decide one day to appoint themselves Senior Registrars in  U.K.  NHS Hospitals and that nobody in the U.K. ever encounters an actual Monacan doctor.  Also, some African countries have been notorious for quack doctors travelling around in massive cars and charging clients six wives and five cows for prescribing a Mars Bar for an ingrowing toenail, though, admittedly, it is unlikely that a physician with so lucrative practice should wish to take up a job in Britain, unless one of his seventy seven  wives is suing him for alimony.   It is the author’s experience that those who go out of their way to boast of their credentials are always frauds.   But they may be believed and probably will be believed and if these highly qualified Africans did not get the job it is likely to have been because of their genes, not because their credentials were doubted.

This type of experience is very discouraging and amounts to a battering within a programme of persecution.   Even assuming that these Africans had been Consultant Insurance Salesmen, it remains that candidates for pre-registration jobs had been working in Britain in more senior posts  They may not have attended any medical schools and therefore be without the years of practical experience accumulated by locals during their training  and they may not have set foot on the hospital of their appointment on one single occasion during the tenure of their registrar appointment.  That did happen.  The author is in no position to ascertain how many candidates had been in sinecures and how many had been genuinely working - though it was probably sinecure, since the most junior doctors did the work.  It remains, nevertheless, that doctors recorded as having previous experience in higher posts in the NHS were regularly applying for pre-reg jobs (and, if they got them, were paid as if they passed onto a more senior post).   These pre-reg  jobs in scarce supply - if appointments had been made in every case there would have been no more than sixty outside teaching hospital jurisdiction in the entire U.K. - were intended for new British Graduates whose careers depended on their obtaining them.   But instead these foreign doctors would be applying who were regarded as eligible for any post within the NHS (even if they weren’t) and were permitted to practice as G.P.s (even if theoretically not entitled to) and the hospital could reasonably be expected to appoint what it supposed to be the most competent doctor - which would be the one with the most experience.

The reader might have concluded immediately that these African gentlemen were talking cock and bull.   A year later The Accused might have concluded that they were talking cock and bull.   It would not be racial prejudice to suppose so.   It would be racial prejudice to suppose Africans could not talk cock and bull.  There are Britishers who talk cock and bull.  If you do not believe this, then switch on your television set.   There is no reason to suppose that Africans suffer from some genetic defect that prevents them from talking cock and bull.   Their experts are as good as ours.  Moreover, Africa is a much bigger place than the U.K. and it can reasonably be expected to contain a hell of a lot more people good at talking cock and bull than the U.K.  Indeed, the statistical probability is that even were there cock and bull deficiency in Africa, one percent of their experts would outnumber the entire U.K. population.  African is a very big place indeed!  It is not unknown for cockandbullists to travel around.  They suffer from Council Tax demands, death threats from the Mafia and nagging wives as much as anyone else.  If  cockandbullist chose to travel to Britain there would be nowhere more conducive to gravitate than the National Health Service.  In fact, the British NHS would be the ideal destination for a cockandbullist from anywhere.  The NHS is so anxious to employ cockandbullists that it is advertises for them on the internet.   It would be obvious therefore even to Nelson Mandela that there is a high probability of these gentlemen having been cockandbullists.  They might not be, but the chances are considerably higher that they were that  than that they had been consultant cardiologists in  Ghana.  After all, a sizeable majority of  white liberal Guardian Readers would opine that ten white Britons presenting themselves for employment at Mother Theresa’s clinic in Bombay as former senior surgeons at the Hammersmith Hospital were undoubtedly cockandbullists.

The Accused, however, believed the story.  He believed also that he was not entitled to take away this job from people more experienced and competent than he was.   He had never worked as a doctor in his life, while these were experienced operators.   The population of  Bethnal Green was entitled to be served by these reliable doctors instead of a Patzer such as himself.   He was not really a doctor.  For him to pursue this application would be fraudulent.  Moreover, they were foreign.  Nobody leaves their own country unless they have to - unless they are being persecuted.   All immigrants are refugees.  It did not occur to The Accused that they might be refugees from an African council tax demand - if that made any difference- or that they might be African at all but have been born in Liverpool and have changed their nationality to make themselves eligible for employment as NHS doctors.  On reflection - they did say they came from ‘Africa’ and if  were in Africa and knew only that they lived in ‘Africa’ they might have considerable difficulties finding their way home.  As The Accused saw the world in those days all foreigners in Britain were goodies - persecuted exiles.   In later years he may have come to the conclusion that amongst NHS hospital doctors at least one in five were rogues.  That did not greatly change the argument but merely emphasised that it is very difficult for goodie-goodies to survive, even when persecutees driven out of their homelands.  In l969, however, they were goodies.  They were penniless, victimised medically qualified exiled goodies who, if they did not get this job, would starve to death, whereas,  The Accused, though his prospects were not necessarily ideal, fancied he was much better equipped to survive failure to find employment as a doctor.

This was enough to destroy any motivation The Accused had to wangle himself into such a job.  But there was more to come.  In fact, there were more interview candidates to come.  Eventually some twenty five interviewees were gathered together in that alcove.  They were not all Africans and it is not known whether they had previously been consultants.  They might not have had a chance to boast their credentials.  Five African cardiac transplant surgeons are quite enough to monopolise a conversation.

The Accused would be asked to interviews because if there was a genuine Pre-Reg candidate they were obliged to go through the motions though they could then find an excuse for not appointing him.  However, it occurred to The Accused,  nobody else would be invited unless being seriously considered.  If ten African cardiac surgeons applied, then no more than two would be interviewed.  So The Accused chatted up the young lady administrator.  It turned out as he had suspected.  There had been over one hundred and twenty applicants.  This, nowadays, was usual.  There had been a vast increase in job applications.  A couple of  years ago there had been approximately one available doctor for every job.  Nowadays it appeared that there were two hundred doctors looking for jobs for every job available.  The reason for it she did not know.   The first proposition The Accused disputed.  There had, surely, always been high unemployment amongst medics.  There had always been more doctors than jobs.  But the second proposition she assured The Accused was correct.  It was not a travelling circus of  two hundred who applied for every job but two hundred per available job.

None of the hundred and twenty was offered the job.  The Accused was told that the job would be ‘readvertised’ and that he could ‘reapply’.  If it was in fact readvertised perhaps he should have reapplied.  Bethnal Green Hospital was near to the London Hospital, it might have been expected to have shared staff with the London Hospital, where it was not supposed that Bethnal Green was organised in any manner that differed from what British graduates supposed was the way hospitals were organised.  British graduates who had not been through such experiences, and hardly any had, were unaware that the racket in foreign doctors existed.  At the London Hospital it was supposed that these Pre-Reg jobs were open only to what they would regard as Pre-Reg candidates... which would have meant that if someone across the road at the London Hospital produced some horror story - which they wouldn’t have done - The Accused was bound to get the job... if anyone got it.  Nevertheless The Accused assumed that neither he nor anyone else would get this job - which was probably correct and that his rejection was expected to be interpreted as rejection.

The Accused claims that he applied for over sixty jobs, which would be every non-teaching-hospital pre-reg job betweeen Lands End and John O’ Groats several times over.  This is probably a delusion.  The Accused was under the impression that he spent months on end applying for Pre-Reg jobs and there was not a shadow of hope of ever getting one -not that he considered himself fit and competent to take up such an appointment.  He probably did not apply for many more than those included in this catalogue.  He supposed that he was being rejected out of  hand and that he was not wanted - and by this he was permanently traumatised.  In fact,  he was not being particularly unfavourably received and a hospital doctor, unless he is established in some niche has to be prepared to go on and on applying for jobs.   But The Accused was permanently to feel that he was not wanted, that no future lay ahead.

There was not a travelling circus.   The Accused never met the same colleague twice.  Not then. Not subsequently.  The exceptions were the other British graduate Pre-Reg candidates.  These were women and were only applying for surgical house appointments.  The Accused did not ask them where they had served in their Medical appointment, but the chances are that it was in a teaching hospital or one of its associated hospitals.  There has been a prejudice against employing women in surgery.  There were probably stacks of young women foreign doctors - since there were innumerable foreign doctors and since the foreign doctors from some countries regularly also brought wives who were doctors.  The Accused was to work with at least three women foreign doctors.   So there probably three million without jobs.  But amongst recent British graduates there were not that many women doctors.  In any teaching hospital there were as many pre-reg jobs as there were supposedly generally available pre-reg jobs outside teaching hospital groups in the whole country.  Inevitably amongst those women who got as far as qualifying there would be a sizeable proportion with connections and there might have been teaching hospitals where every student was offered a house-job in both medicine and surgery - automatically, without an Public Inquiry and whether male or female.  So there were not thousands of  unemployed young women British graduate doctors touring the country looking for surgical house-jobs.  The regular excuse for refusing these jobs to women was that they were ‘not strong enough for surgery’.  They were perhaps not strong enough to lift a pair of forceps or a stitching needle.  Or not strong enough to tug at a leg during a hip replacement.  Or they might swoon at the sight of a male scrotum.  It is true that these three women did not resemble East German athletes on a diet of  anabolic steroids and that they were no more than half as tall as Twiggy (a fashion model whose name is self-explanatory) and half as fat.  Nevertheless, though it is now fashionable for lady medical students to swoon at the sight of a male scrotum or  a not yet ligatured bleeding arteriole, this did not happen in the l960s.  1960s medical students were so well balanced that not even a Rugger player would have swooned at the sight of a female scrotum.  Not many surgeons performed hip replacements and the one at the London Hospital who did employed The Accused, who was ‘not strong enough for surgery’ to tug at legs.  This proves that all the British graduates who were applying for house-jobs outside teaching hospitals were women.  As a matter of fact, the practical experience is that in whatever sense the term is used women surgeons, even little sisters of  Twiggie, are as strong as male surgeons.  It is true that Twiggie might not be able to ‘lift a sixteen stone patient’ - but despite the great anxieties expressed on this account within the General Medical Council and despite the fact that a surgeon on a desert island might have to lift Robert Maxwell onto the operating table if he happens to float in, there is no record of any hospital employee, not even a women pre-registration house surgeon, having been required to perform this task and we therefore do not include it within the applicable meanings of ‘strong’.  There are some senses, which are applicable, in which women have proved stronger than men.

The unemployment of these young women therefore was due to a misunderstanding.  It is a misunderstanding nobody today entertains, not even in East Germany.  This happens.  In l964 Bolshies were unfit to be doctors whereas in l969 they were not, but The Accused commenced clinical studies in l964 and was therefore unfit to be a doctor.  It was very unfortunate for these ladies that they did not qualify in the year 2000 when it was well known that no male could keep awake all night without ingesting amphetamines, which did not mix too well with the alcohol and the Viagra, and that only women were employable as house surgeons.  As it happened, however, these females born before their time confessed to The Accused that they found it  impossible to find employment in surgery.  They did not conclude therefore, as The Accused might have done, that they were unfit to be doctors and  jump into the ocean, nor as they might have done, submit  a proposal of marriage to a Twiggy-fetishist hospital administrator, but instead proposed not to jump into he ocean but to travel across it and ‘emigrate’.

Emigrate is what the outcasts of  the l960s had to do.  Nevertheless, there was no country in the world which included doctors on its wanted list - other than the U.K.,   If these young ladies had been bricklayers or ‘unskilled labourers’ they would have been welcomed with open arms in Australia or  the U.S.A..  They would also have been so if  dog-handlers, policemen or  radio-operators.  But the fact that they were qualified doctors disqualified them from being bricklayers, dog-handlers, unskilled labourers or anything else that was in demand.  Other countries were mass producing doctors to send to Britain.  They were not importing them.  There were even countries where there was not one medical school and not one doctor and they were still exporting them to the British NHS.  Nobody wanted doctors.  Not even the NHS wanted doctors.  It is possible that there was some hospital run by Elizabeth Garrett Anderson on the Isle of Lesbos or the Isle of  Hippolyta which employed only women surgeons and imported them from anywhere.  But the author has never heard of it.  It must be concluded therefore that The Accused was the only medic in history to serve his pre-reg appointments outside teaching hospital circuits.   

There were thus the women non-surgeons, The Accused and the heart-transplant pioneers from Africa.  But it happened often enough that once all they had been interviewed, a fourth category appeared, dressed in their white coats, the applicant doctors who were working in the hospital and had already been offered the job.  At least one of these had already completed both his surgical and his medical house appointment but the administrators declared him eligible because he had not yet applied to the General Medical Council for full registration!

Several consultants expressed their astonishment at The Accused not having obtained a post after so many applications.    There was some racket going on and they did not know what it was.    The Accused,  they said, should report the situation to The Ministry.  But The Accused did not consider himself  better qualified nor  more able than other candidates and knew that the Ministry was up to its eyes in it - and that if  he was seen drawing attention to the racket,  he would be victimised.  

Consultants caught up in the Foreign Doctor racket regularly failed to see what was going on in front of their eyes or obvious.   The consultants did as advised by the Administrator.  Indeed, the Administrator might be chairman of the interview panel.   If a British graduate appeared, not merely if it was a pre-reg job, the administrator would produce this rule or that or this excuse or that.  The fact was that administrators made sure that no British graduate was employed, or that he was removed rapidly if he was employed - for reasons which will these volumes become evident.  The foreign governments paid for their doctors in the UK and they were the administrators’ direct employees rather than subject to the Ministry Conditions of  Service .. and they didn’t answer back..... and.the GMC registered them specifically for the job and automatically at the administrator’s request.....

Around the year 2000 correspondents in the British Medical Journal alleged that there doctors who were ‘unable to secure pre-registration house appointments’.   There was no evidence for this, the pundits, concluded.  It was only conjecture.  Nobody had written to the BMJ confessing such a failure (though in the l960s, hundreds of foreign doctors, who supposed they were required to take on these jobs, did so write).   There were plenty house-jobs to go round.  The problem was that doctors were ‘refusing to take’ housejobs outside teaching hospitals which were supposedly below their dignity.  The evidence for this was that nobody had been appointed to take up these alleged jobs.  The remedy, it was proposed, was that there would be enough teaching hospital house-jobs for everyone.

An aspect of  the l969 racket not yet mentioned is that in the majority of cases the jobs were not awarded to the local candidates in their white coats, not to African neurosurgeons, not to the Accused, not to younger sisters of  Twiggy but not to anyone at all!  In fact, many jobs were not allocated to anyone or kept vacant for long periods of time.  A plausible explanation for this was that up to l974 a doctor earned exactly the same salary prior to deductions irrespective of how many hours he worked a week or how much work he did in a week... that is not that the wage per hour was fixed but the wage per week, except that the more work he did, the greater the deductions.   The administrator thus had more money spend on vodka for the boardroom if he employed one doctor to do the work of two.  In fact, if there sixty doctors in the hospital, there would be one doing the work and fifty nine earning merit awards.  It is true that the pre-registration house officer, if there was one, did the work of everyone else in the hospital and the surrounding county, but perhaps the hospital had an establishment for two pre-reg house officers and already had one!

The pundits of the NHS listen to nobody and certainly do not listen to The Accused, who is the only person who can provide the relevant information.  These jobs were not left unoccupied or filled with African Professors of  Immunology because the available pre-reg doctors were too proud to apply for them or accept them.  It is true that they believed that they were a route to a dead-end career, and were right, but that was not the reason.  If they did not get jobs at teaching hospitals, then it was because the teaching hospitals did not want them.  If another ten teaching hospital jobs were created, the teaching hospitals still would not want them.   As The Reader has learnt, teaching hospitals are ruled by committees and committees are ruled by blackballing and prejudice.  Rather than establishment of  teaching hospital monopolies it would be better for their to be no monopolies at all... and not  monopoly over the employment within the NHS whereby some invisible gerontocrats contrive that if those without the right genes are not employed within teaching hospitals are not employed outside them either because there is a secret agreement whereby foreign countries pay their doctors or non-doctors to work in the British NHS and the NHS itself does not have to pay them wages!
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