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0009QINT.PIA  Introduction to Volume Nine of  ‘Pictures in the Attic’,                                    Page                                                     the memoirs of  the Mad Monk [Copyright, Roland Graf, 17.8.03]


Volume 9 continues , through confession of iniquity, and possibly also of inequality and inequity, and  through study of The Accused and his family and acquaintances, to examine the aetiology, signs, symptoms, progress, prognosis, prophylaxis and cure of the Leviticus Syndrome - which has been described in the following terms:-

“And for those of  you are left, I will send faintness into their hearts in the lands of  their enemies: and the sound of  the leaf driven by the wind shall put them to flight, and they shall flee as one flees from the sword, and they shall fall when none pursues.   They shall stumble over one another, as if  to escape a sword, though none pursues; and you shall have no power to stand before your enemies.  And you shall perish amongst the nations, and the land of  your enemies shall eat you up.  And those of  you who are left shall pine away in your enemies’ lands because of  their iniquity; and also because of  the iniquities of  their fathers they shall pine away like them.

But if  they confess their iniquity and the iniquity of  their fathers...”

[Leviticus 26 36-40]

Winston Churchill and his allies, prior to World War ll., feared that the efficiency of the British armed services was impeded by existing social class traditions - which were also inbuilt into then contemporary psychiatric theory and practice (for which there exists the nineteenth century term ‘degeneracy theory’).  Functions were allocated to social classes and those who did not belong to social classes (other than imported first generation foreigners who were to be used for specific functions and replaced by Fresh Immigrant from approved slave agencies) or who were not allocated some function within their class were unable to maintain themselves and ‘degenerates’ or ‘moral defectives’ who were turned over to the psychiatrists.  The government promoted a new policy in which entry to Military Officer Class functions, at least in part was to be by ‘competitive examination’, via criteria universally recognisable or appropriate to the person or class of origin, rather than what was known as ‘by selection’, via criteria determined by the social class which held existing monopoly over the function.  This government policy was introduced into psychiatry via the l948 Mental Health Act whereby insanity was defined as behaviour that was enacted through compulsion, not voluntary control, rather than by the diametrically opposite previous criteria (‘moral grounds’)  known to some more modern theorists as ‘personality disorder’.   The new policy was built into the state educational system via the state grammar school and (pre-existing) Cambridge Open Scholarship System.

Elements within the Military Officer Class sought to undermine the new government policy - and especially so the medical profession.   Medical schools refused to admit students via ‘competitive’ criteria (or got rid of them if they did) and the monopolistic nature of the National Health Service was used to maintain an employment system in conformity with the old ideology.  Psychiatric theory and practice continued to conform to the old ideology, with the victims of discrimination diagnosed as suffering from mental disorders and then provided treatment which precipitated mental disorders.

However controversial this view of psychiatry may be, it applies to Leicester in the l960s and l970s and to the Carlton Hayes Psychiatric Hospital at which The Accused.  Defendants of the hospital may claim that some of the long-stay patients had some psychiatric disorder at the time of admission, though no such claim has been made and the author does not know what would be the basis of such a claim.  Nevertheless the reason for admission of the hundreds of remaining long-stay patients was not that they suffered from any psychiatric disorder but that they had been refused labours at the workhouse - which earned the ‘diagnosis’ of  ‘moral deficiency’.   These patients had been arbitrarily ‘reclassified’ as ‘schizophrenic’ to evade the l948 Mental Health Act, though it was more that no provision was made to release them than that their detention continued to be within the law, and were cruelly neglected and abused.

The Accused, at Carlton Hayes, was asked, through pressure from the nurses’ trade union who supposed this would provide evidence confirming their claim that the rival Food Gang (or ‘The Nursing Officers’) were stealing food, selling it to local retail outlets and starving the patients.  This resulted naturally in obstruction and The Accused was forced eventually to appeal to the Ministry of Health and Trent Regional Hospital Board for assistance - on behalf of a consultant, the late Dr Sylvia Reid, who was absence because of an acute aggravation of her rheumatoid arthritis.  Instead of being given assistance, The Accused was to be victimised for the rest of his life and eventually deregistered, in l998 by the General Medical Council on ‘psychiatric’ grounds - the evidence being The Accused’s attempts to draw the facts to the attention of the GMC.

There was a long term plan eventually to close the psychiatric hospitals, which were only needed to accommodate the pre-l948 ‘moral defectives’, and also the smaller non-psychiatric hospitals which were to be replaced by the large District General Hospitals.  These hospitals were on the ‘closure list’ - and they might be on the ‘closure list’ for decades.  Carlton Hayes was so for at least thirty years.  The Public had they been fully aware of what went on in these hospitals might not have been delighted.  They were not intended to Find Out.  The hospitals were staffed with foreign nationals and others who, should they threaten to blow the whistle, could be easily evaporated or discredited.  The hospitals were intended to close, the entire staff to be removed from history and no witnesses to remain.

The extreme and last resort method of  silencing or discrediting the potential whistleblower was the Psychiatric Kangaroo Court.  This is secret tribunal in which the victim is dragged before his habitual persecutors, accused of nothing and invited to accuse himself of mental disorder.  The committee demand that he submit to ‘psychiatric examination’.  He victim is either suffering from a psychiatric disorder or he is not.  But if he is not, then he is being persecuted, and according to psychiatric examination, psychiatric theory and psychiatric practice, a person who is persecuted is guilty of a psychiatric disorder.  The psychiatric kangaroo court is therefore a device above and outside the law, against which the victim has no means of appeal or defence, whereby she is threatened with The Treatment, a psychosis and loss of control over her body and mind.  The prejudice which ensues once a person has been exposed to a psychiatrist makes such an outcome, sooner or later, likely. 

Doctors who worked in mental hospitals were in general a threat to the medical gerontocracy - in possession of information that was not to be Found Out.  Tens of  thousands of such doctors were suicided and there exists not a single witness statement from any doctor as to what went on this hospitals.   The Accused however was to the gerontocracy an even greater threat.  In l972 a Dr Alami assassinated some patients and nurses at Alder Hey Children’s’ Hospital in Liverpool.  There was a Press Rumpus and the gerntocrats were terrified that they would be Found Out ( a technical term for what the Military Officer Class seem to avoid).  Ministry of Health psychiatrists produced the story that this Dr Alami was a suffering from chronic paranoid schizophrenia - so diagnosed in an Arab country without a single psychiatrist!  Although this diagnosis was popular amongst Ministry Psychiatrists when disposing of political cases, it was here absurd even in the absence of other evidence.  The alleged Dr Alani had been considered the ideal doctor amongst the nurses, committees and consultant psychiatrists with whom he had worked and the episode is typical of an acute toxic hallucinatory psychosis, as would be caused by a dose of hyoscine.  The Accused claims however that in certain sinecure posts bogus doctors were employed in preference to real ones, that this doctor had been twice previously exposed as bogus and deported and that he had after that been recruited in an attempt to discredit The Accused’s statutory annual physical examinations at Carlton Hayes.  He had then been appointed to what was intended to be a sinecure at Alder Hey but put on paediatric emergency duty, with which he could not possibly have coped, by mistake.  This, the author understands, whether it is true or not, is not merely The Accused’s allegation but what the pundits who invented the ‘paranoid schizophrenia’ story themselves believed to be true.  There is further evidence that The Accused may have been persecuted by mistake in the attempted cover-up of another scandal, the faking, supposedly by the same people, of  psychiatric reports on a Judy Ward.  If so, this was through confusion of  The Accused with Accused-dad who had written the original report (though under civil service/official secrets act procedures it would not necessarily when and if eventually published bear his name) in which he had said that Irish Republican Army would never have employed so unreliable a person, that nothing she said, including an alleged previous ‘confession’, was to be taken seriously.

The story that this Dr Alami (or, according to some, Alani) suffered from paranoid schizophrenia provided a pretext for civil servants at the Ministry of Health sending round to hospitals circulars instructing ‘the most senior doctors in the hospital’ (who were likely to suffer from ‘pre-retirement psychosis’, an aggravation of the ‘prep school syndrome’) to haul suspects before psychiatric kangaroo courts.  Sir Denis  Basher Hill, who had appointed himself ‘representative of the medical profession’ on the Merisson Committee set up to close stable doors also managed to persuade the government to set up the ‘New General Medical Council’ or ‘New GMC’ with himself as absolute dictator, above and outside the law (and, indeed, outside the control of the General Medical Council!) of its ‘Health Section’.  There is a publicly known version of Health Section procedure whereby doctors accused of drunkenness, drug-addiction, patient-groping or insanity who work within the NHS are permitted to continue doing so.  There was however also a more secret ‘Psychiatric Kangaroo Court’ version which was used against doctors who had already retired from NHS practice - used to finish off medics whom the gerontocrats had already hounded out.  There were, according to The Accused’s researches, over a hundred thousand British graduate medics who had been hounded out but there was a hit list of a few hundred.  The kangaroo procedure was intended to harass the victims until they surrendered and accepted deregistration ‘voluntarily’ and the author knows about no more than two on the hitlist who did not do so.

The Accused, since he was at state grammar school and at Cambridge University younger than his fellow students can be reasonably regarded as No l in the nation in the ranking system according to the ‘competitive’ criteria - and he was undoubtedly so amongst medical students!  His subsequent four year period as a doctor, perhaps surprisingly, confirmed this and although there exist strong arguments in favour of internal ‘social class’ or ‘personality’ criteria with the medical profession, The Accused’s performance even was markedly better than that of contemporaries - or at least so in the functions he found himself performing which were unsuited to the Public School ‘authoritarian’ personality, which malfunctions when faced with problems for which there is no existing routine and which the victim has to solve for himself, and more conducive to the ‘creative personality’ which might be expected amongst those selected ‘competitively’.  It might not surprise the reader to find that where a system chronically malfunctions those selected by the system’s internal criteria fail to cure that malfunction.

Nevertheless The Accused found, in his own case and those of others, that the ‘competitive’ system of  education and selection does not per se provide a means whereby ‘qualifications’ are acquired which enable those who are not born into any social class with established opportunities in that class can earn a living through their own efforts.  Money and/or parental influence is essential.  In Britain there were two social classes, or class groupings - the working class, for whom finance and employment is automatically provided by sources outside the family and the military officer class whose children are their parents’ property and financed by their parents.  In situations typical of the social class members of either class, via the system that belongs to their class, are allocated some means of survival within the class.  The ‘competitive system’ however was espoused by those who were ‘unclassified’ - belonged to no social class or did not inherit membership of the class to which their parents were attached or were sufficiently eccentric or ‘overqualified’ to be offered a place within parental class.  They were however treated as if earmarked for military officer class occupations and as if members of military officer class.  The parental money and influence was necessary in their case too.

At Oxford and Cambridge Universities tuition fees were paid (by the government) at the start of term and fees for accommodation and food are presented as a bill by the college after the end of term (even where the student lived in lodgings).  Oxford and Cambridge students therefore were less at risk of acute financial embarrassment and homelessness than those of other universities - and psychiatrists at Cambridge were thin on the ground!   Nevertheless amongst The Accused’s contemporaries who were accepted as being of working class origin and who attended other universities, despite their obtaining full grants and being free to take on part time jobs during their studies, it was common for them to suffer an acute financial/homelessness crisis, usually during the first undergraduate or postgraduate term, to allow themselves to drift to psychiatrists and to be permanently psychiatrised into ‘schizophrenics’.   It is common, but unfortunate, to seek refuge via deteriorations of health which may or may not occur on such occasions.   The Accused however more typifies those who are not regarded as working class but, because they are unclassified, are denied state finance on account of the so-called parental means test, which 

- which is more determined by prejudice than parental means or parental ability or willingness to pay.

The state, by proving finance to ‘working class’ students and to any student who manages to delay entry to university rather than finding it necessary to enter immediately after finishing school ad by denying direct finance to the student with military officer class parents, is merely conforming to what is already the class system.  Moreover, it is not necessarily true that the state does not pay for the children’s’ education and career in the case of Military Officer Class.  In the case of  actual serving military officers, especially if the children intend to become military officers, it may do so very obviously.  But the state finances the child via the parent.   The parent is given the choice whether or not to pay or how or in what circumstances to pay.  The parent has power.  She can not merely refuse to provide finance but can prevent the child from being financed from any other source.  If  the parent chooses to pay then there are ways and means whereby the money can be recovered from the state, and so for generous finance throughout the child’s (and parents’) life, not merely during pre-employment studies.  However parents of unclassifieds are not necessarily supportive of their children’s’ careers and do not necessarily even understand the British system of parents financing education and careers.  They do not automatically use their money and influence to

promote the child’s career or do not do so in a helpful manner  and they are also less likely to be in a position to arrange a future for the child and it is less likely to be true that the child’s own decision would be less appropriate than the parents’.  In The Accused’s case his parents were terrified of  being persecuted and saw The Accused’s talents and achievements as transgressions of class law, as encroachment into the territory of  the Military Officer Class, to which they were only annexed, not full members, for which they feared victimisation - and these efforts, talents and achievements were therefore sabotaged and declared to be ‘delusions of grandeur’ for whose existence The Accused was threatened with psychiatry!  Where the child depends on his own efforts - as may or does happen in the case of the unclassified - parental power is a hindrance rather than an asset.

The unclassified person or any person who suffers from adverse social circumstances (which, admittedly, is everyone) is victimised because his entire family, community or would-be community is victimised.  But he experiences the victimisation as meted out by those who are closest to him - and typically so by his parents.  Medics and psychiatrists try to cover this up by the claim that this ‘blames the parents’, which they consider to be taboo.  But Leviticus ‘blames’ the parents - though ‘blame’ is not necessarily an accurate or relevant concept.  The persecution is handed down a hierarchy and not necessarily intentionally so.  Leviticus may appear to describe the victims of the syndrome as magnifying the outside threat and persecution in the ‘land of the enemies’ (also a term which has to be understood in terms of practical experience) in which they perpetually find themselves through their own anxiety-driven delusions and 

as bringing even greater persecution upon themselves.  But the victim may not be suffering from any delusions and he may be, and prior to The Treatment typically is, a solitary rational person surrounded by delusions.  The Accuseds were typical (or at any rate, type-example) Leviticus Syndrome Victims.  Accused-dad’s cousin Herbert, when he was five year old ‘Little Hans’ and his father informed his friend Sigmund Freud that he (Herbert) was suffering from a ‘serious behaviour disorder’, masturbating, a homosexual, sharing his mother’s bed, afraid of pale horses and displaying an Oedipus Syndrome, Herbert was guilty of none of these.  His parents were reacting to the stresses to which Jews in Vienna were perpetually exposed.  Herbert was entirely rational and trying to use the situation (in the long run, unsuccessfully) to save his little sister, the real Leviticus Syndrome victim in the story, from what he felt was a dangerous degree of overprotection by his mother.  The Accused similarly overcompensated for his parents, was entirely rational, apparently free from anxiety (and so at least until he was forty years old) and never suffered from any delusions.  His eccentricity was a capacity to see things exactly as they were and to calculate objectively, excluding the influence of any phobias.  He was on several occasions subjected by his parents to Little-Hans-style episodes (which had occurred previously also on his mother’s side of the family) and notably so when Accused of homosexuality by Accused-mum.  In the case of Little Hans the accusations came from his mother, were delivered to his father and were by the father delivered to Freud, who, had he mishandled the situation, might then have arranged for the boy to be persecuted.  It may be none of his fault that he didn’t (though Freud, who had a sense of humour, was almost certainly much more aware of the true facts than historians suppose).  Accused-mum did not however give herself as authority for the Accusations but manufactured the delusion that other people had accused The Accused and that they were demanding that she arrange for him to be admitted to a psychiatric ward!  In doing so, either in fact or as a retrospective virtual reality created by the subsequent interpretation of events she so influenced such other people as to make a fact of reality.

The Accused refers to the Little Hans style episode as a ‘transitional crisis’ and asserts that it belongs not so  much to the world of the victims or unclassifieds themselves as to the surrounding classifieds’  social system.  The term ‘transitional crisis’ is used because it takes place when there is a change in the victim’s role relative to surrounding society (such as, in Little Hans’ case, when he reached the age when children join the outside world by attending school).  It results from the build up of  parental fear or anxiety in such situations and is a means of evacuating such anxiety onto the victim.  The accusations made against the victim are false but where the victim is making positive progress within a class system they become true.  The crisis is the means whereby delusion becomes reality.  It is useful to the victim to act as she has been accused.  Thus if the adolescent girl is accused of being a slut, it does not really matter to her parents whether she is a slut or not, becomes a slut, gets married and (maybe) lives happily ever after.  If the previously truthful child is accused of  being a liar, he can thenceforth conform with the accusation and take up a lucrative career as a lawyer.  The victim is accused of what she is required to be within the social class to which her family belongs.  The unclassified person however may be accused of some sociocrime which is not an available option.  Homosexuality, although the word is also used in other senses, is form of conduct which is part of the social structure, behaviour that exists in organised form and conforms with the formal societal structure.  It might have been very useful for The Accused to become in l964 in that sense a ‘homosexual’ and this is a means of survival that is available to unclassifieds or those of lowest social status.  However,  Accused-dad was a doctor and a psychiatrist and, indeed, a child psychiatrist  - and a foreigner attached to the Military Officer Class who was required to conform with that class’s openly espoused regulations.  In the medical profession, or amongst those employed by the British state monopoly, homosexuality was the greatest of all crimes and Accused-dad really did stand to lose his job if he failed to prevent his own son from becoming a homosexual.  In The Accused’s case the failure ever absolutely to conform with accusations and his inability to adopt any survival role which was identified by the accusations resulted in his being continuously persecuted (though according to another interpretation The Accused was sufficiently identified as a homosexual to be permitted to survive).  Little Hans-style episode however, such as when parents make anxious delusional accusations against the child to the doctor or when the victim is dragged before a psychiatric kangaroo court, may result in a diagnosis, The Treatment and Schizophrenia.  Those who remain outside the class structure and are continuously persecuted, such as The Accused, are very rare.  The outcome of ‘schizophrenia’ is a dragging into or retention within the social system - or specifically the social system of doctors and nurses - in a stereotyped role that belongs to and is imposed by the social system.  Schizophrenics not merely belong to the social class of doctors but closely resemble doctors in that, for instance, the recite continuously the favourite and compulsory delusions of doctors - that they are schizophrenics, that this is inborn, due to ‘brain chemistry’ and that they must Take The Treatment.  Schizophrenia in the l970s was unusually common amongst sons of doctors who never qualified in medicine and, later, was to be found also in daughters of doctors who never qualified in medicine.  There are only three roles in the society of doctors - the nurse (or carer), the doctor and the patient.  These are arranged in hierarchies and the ‘schizophrenic’ is on the bottom of the hierarchy and, in accordance with the laws of heterosexualism discovered by The Accused is also the means whereby those of higher status in the hierarchy earn their money.  They take what would otherwise belong to the victim.

The victims of the parental means test on students’ grants were supposedly the most intelligent and educated members of  their generation and the future of the country supposedly depended on them - and on their obtaining adequate finance.  Yet they were the only people in the land who might find themselves totally denied income from any source.  The student who was victim of the parental means test, if he abandoned his studies because of starvation, was denied state benefits, not permitted to work for a living and was expected to ‘pay back’ tuition fees which had been paid by the government to his teachers.  There was no justice in this.  The assessment was not even a fair representation of parental means or ability to pay and, even if it had been, the parents’ income was scarcely the fault of the child.  If it was the parents who were penalised then they would have been forced to pay the amount the government suggested as a voluntary contribution but they were not penalised and if they chose to pay they were reimbursed.  Such ‘rich parents’ were perfectly free to pay considerably more than ‘poor parents’ and to be reimbursed for considerably more.  Nor was there economic justification in the parental means test.  The amount the government saved by means-testing was trivial, if, indeed, it saved anything.  The government was also displaying a poor sense of investment.  In a country less proud of its achievements The Accused would have been considered the nation’s most valuable asset.

The reasons for the parental means-test were ideological.  The parental means-test was deliberately designed to undermine the government’s own policy of equality of opportunity or of opportunity based on the individual’s own efforts and talents - or the inappropriately named ‘competitive’ system of  selection and education.  The backwoodsmen of the l930s were so convinced by degeneracy theory (or ‘eugenics’) that they considered it essential that be built surreptitiously into government policy - that the degenerates be prevented from surviving and reproducing through government intervention into the allocation of economic resources.  Those who have obtained their ‘qualifications’ by the ‘competitive’ route find that every occupation is a closed shop which has its own entry qualifications, entry criteria or vetting procedures which are determined by those who have the existing monopoly, a barrier which  can be broken only with money.  Those who belong to social classes are accepted immediately, not after a delay after schooling, and thenceforth qualifications obtained outside social class routes, even though they may have the same names as those obtained ‘competitively’ are a bar against employment rather than an advantage.  The fact that the victim is still unemployed or has a lower income than contemporaries becomes the justification for the continued refusal of income and employment.  This is not merely tradition but reinforced by government legislation.

The Accused faced the rigours of  the social class closed shop particularly severely because his father was a doctor and, as was not unusual amongst sons of doctors, he was himself forced to enter medical studies.  The details are contained in the published and currently yet unpublished volumes of  ‘Pictures in The Attic’ (access to which, in unedited form, can be obtained on request).  Accused-dad was however not English and although he was a doctor (and army officer) he was not a full class member in the sense that class membership was inherited.   The Accused faced an incompatibility of social regulations -with which Accused-mum was more obsessed than Accused-dad.  Accused-mum referred to transgression of social class law, on account of technicalities have been explained in earlier volumes, as ‘homosexuality’.  It was homosexuality for the son of a doctor not to become a doctor.   But The Accused was also what the degeneracy theorists feared most - a second generation immigrant.  They did not wish working class to enter military officer class functions or to get too big for their boots and take over.  Immigrants were used to stop gaps in order to prevent such class mobility.  The first generation immigrant could be kept under control.  But the second generation immigrant was a person brought up within the working class who was not offered working class privileges and faced with no inducement to adopt the intellectual or other limitations that were compulsory for class membership.  They were potential leaders of rebellion.  The Accused was therefore automatically, irrespective of circumstances, a degenerate or ‘homosexual’ and it was particularly degenerate and homosexual for him to attempt to become a doctor!  The Accused had to survive by his own efforts, find his own means of survival and rely on his perception of  reality and ability to cope with situations which were not the prerogative of social class members.  He required the ‘creative personality’ appropriate to unclassifieds which, however, is regarded as serious disorder amongst medics!  When The Accused leaned when he was four years old he realised what this would lead to and he tried to find a way out - and the need to do so indeed provided an incentive to perform adequately and otherwise and, indeed, made it necessary!  The Accused, by entering state grammar school via a local accelerated entry experiment (following a world record score in an IQ test, though he was also in the top ten locally in the eleven plus examination) and his entry to Cambridge University through taking open scholarship examinations when younger than other candidates - both of which were done in secret from The Accused’s parents - was tying to find a way out.  But such progress was not inconsistent with Accused-mum’s ambition that he become a doctor.  Nevertheless Accused-mum also recognised it as transgression of class law, as encroachment into what was reserved for the Military Officer Class or ‘aristocracy’ and sabotaged and undermined The Accused’s efforts, declaring his alleged talents and achievements to be ‘delusions of grandeur’ (by which she appears to have meant that they should not have existed or that it was necessary to deny their existence rather than that they did not exist) and threatened The Accused with psychiatry.

If there is a definition to be given to the nature of  The Accused’s victimisation it is that he was believed to be German by older generations taught to hate Germans.  It was older people, not his contemporaries, who victimised The Accused.  His contemporaries might be led on temporally by their seniors but not so permanently.  The Accused was not unpopular but it was made clear to him from an early age that he would not be permitted to earn a living.  Means of earning a living were social class closed shops.  It has been suggested that he was victimised because he was ‘Jewish’.  The psychology of this may not be as the reader expected it.  The traditions and characters of those who hail from the former Austro-Hungarian empire differ from those of  ‘Germans’.  Although the Austrians apparently welcomed Hitler to their country, they more had a sense of  humour and a capacity to put on an act as required and did not take Nazi-ism very seriously (and had a private language Germans could not understand) whereas the ‘Germans’ or those with ‘German’ character in Britain, though these were mainly also Jews, found themselves more happy in alliance with the equivalent of Nazis, ‘KGB5’ or medical gerontocracy.   ‘Germans’ did not appear to like ‘Austrians’ and The Accused encountered the most severe victimisation from people who were both German and Jewish (and from people who in fact were German but were well disguised as genuine members of the British Military Officer Class) to the extent even of a life-long obsessive, persecutory paranoia (which also, as victimisation usually did, seemed to be a form of sexuality or homosexuality).  Although such people were German (and most or all also Jewish) and the Accuseds were Austrian, such people were apt to adopt the collective use of the word ‘German’ as a term of abuse and to accuse The Accused of being ‘German’ and one of the people who persecuted Jews.  This can be taken to be a Leviticus Syndrome ‘internalisation of persecution’.

However, it more accurate that The Accused was not accused of being anything in particular and that people are not specifically victimised because they belong to a category but rather because they belong to no category, the specific name used on any occasion being arbitrary and equivalent to any other name.  The Accused was not guilty of  belonging to some category or  classification but of being ‘not one of us’.  This might be phrased as an accusation that The Accusation that The Accused belonged to some other category - to which he did not belong - within which he had privileges of  his own.  In his school days The Accused was accused of being ‘not working class’, which, presumably meant that everyone else was working class (which was, in those localities, the requirement).  The language of accusations and self-identifications in this context and others had a mysterious psychology of its own.  Any of  the names by which a group of people referred to themselves or  which supposedly identified the outsider could be used in many different senses and might be so even apparently in the same context and the allegation or implication ‘we belong to such and such a category’ or ‘you do not belong to the category’ or ‘you belong to such and such a category’ corresponded to no reality or potential reality recognisable to scientists or sociologists.  ‘Working class’ in this context did not mean ‘poor’ or ‘low waged’ but just the opposite.  ‘Working class’ meant ‘permitted to earn a living’.  There were alternative accusations, which might be repeated together with ‘not working class’, such as ‘son of a doctor’, ‘lives in Stoneygate’ (a district of Leicester formerly occupied by owners of hosiery factories and their relatives), ‘clever’ (as opposed to ‘practical’) and ‘your father will pay’.  There was not necessarily a logical consistency in the perceptions associated with classification.  The Accused attended a particularly prestigious state grammar school and there persisted some imitation of public school values.  Internal criteria of social status such as ‘son an old boy’, ‘son of a schoolmaster’ or ‘Rugger player’ were not seen as contradicting the ‘working class’ or other status criteria.  The Accused at several schools he attended was selectively branded as ‘son of a doctor’ and ‘not working class’ though there were others for whom such accusations would have been more appropriate.   School was a world of  specific accusations or expectations which did not add up to an internally consistent whole and which were not consistent with the delusion of a single status ladder - but nobody noticed or was bothered by inconsistencies.   Schoolboys (not only at the schools which The Accused attended) regularly conformed to the expectations (which rule of society came to be routinely transgressed in the chess club The Accused set up in l957, which caused great annoyance in some circles!).  The Accused himself found himself at the Wyggeston School on first board of the junior chess team when his only qualification was losing innumerable games to a friend who was not included in the team because he had been appointed to be No l in the IQ hierarchy.

The Accused encountered in his school days the sociological phenomenon of  a demotion on account of  low social status being a promotion in disguise.  An example of this is that Winston Churchill felt himself greatly embarrassed and his father even more so that as a result of his final assessment at Sandhurst he as refused entry to the infantry and became a cavalry officer.  During World War ll. it was not unusual for the overqualified to be quietly side-tracked into the intelligence corps (though there existed also the ‘pioneer corps’ which was regarded as decidedly more humiliating).  The Accused was educated or permitted to educate himself for a year at a Welsh infants school.  On application to an inner cities ‘slum school’ in Saint Albans, with illiterate teachers, The Accused was because he was ‘backward’ refused entry to the class for five year olds and immediately kicked up to the class for six year olds.  But there he was still ‘backward’ and was kicked up to the class for seven year olds where, mysteriously, he was no longer ‘backward’.  When The Accused entered clinical medical school in l964 vigorous attempts were made on the Bomford and Ellis medical firm to disparage his ‘intelligence and education’.  The Dean expressed his displeasure in the manner required within the public school and then told The Accused to ignore further events on Bomford and Ellis, that his experiences on this firm were to be ignored and told him to ‘repeat’ his first firm on the prestigious Medical Unit l amid students on their last firm before finals - on which he proved not to be so lacking in intelligence and education.  There are many events in this history which are versions of the same principle.  In an ideal world it is justifiable that those more ‘normal’ in such situations should be treated as of  higher social status and that they should consider themselves as of  higher social status, but there was apt to be in the actual world a failure to meet the necessary balances, for parents or others in a position of  power over the victims to take the pretences too seriously or for the victims themselves take the status values and ideologies inappropriate to themselves too seriously or for them to find themselves faced with inordinate discrimination.

The Accused in later life found himself forced to revise the subjective impressions he formed during his schooldays - partly because of  experience, partly through greater knowledge of  the lives led by his contemporaries then and subsequently.  Though the academic snob status possessed by the grammar school The Accused attended was not necessarily undeserved, its pupils on the whole underperformed in later life - unless they had famous and understanding fathers who were able and prepared to render assistance (or rich mothers), an assistance which permitted the victim to assume his place in surrounding society in his own way, rather than the lethal overprotective ‘exceptionally gifted child syndrome’, which had a much more serious prognosis than the diametrically opposite attitude adopted by The Accused’s parents and which destroyed a high proportion of  the male only children of  isolated relatively elderly Jewish parents.  Sociologists point to the high proportion of  establishment figures who in the l950s had a Public School style education and attended Oxford or Cambridge Universities (that is to say, Oxford) and who they believe, with some justification, succeeded through ‘privilege’ rather than talent.  The failures have disappeared from history.  They suppose that all pupils of  Public Schools and also of  state grammar schools were tarred with the same brush.  The ‘competitive’ educational system (which affected also some pupils of schools which were classed as Public Schools) was, however, a graveyard.  This applied particularly to the Wyggeston School, which was then by a wide margin No l in the hierarchy of those state schools which had no fee-paying pupils and did not claim to have any and were not therefore classed as Public Schools - and affected scientists more than artists.  The Accused claims that the relatively greater viability of  artists was enhanced by their option for identifying themselves at least temporally with the gay scene, in its then current form, whereas scientists had to peer-structure (other than The Accused’s chess club) - but the influential Military Officer Class was also highly prejudiced against scientists (and Cambridge University).  Grammar school pupils were apt to end up chronically unemployed, as suicided, as ‘schizophrenic’, to disappear without explanation or, if the option was available, were forced to emigrate.  It has been claimed that in l960s less than forty percent of scientists - who were mostly educated at grammar schools - failed to find employment in Britain.  It had to be less since the Loughborough College of  Technology with forty per cent, had the highest rate of employment amongst its graduates.  The worst prospects were those of  Cambridge graduates who still, despite this supposedly being the ‘best’ university (and the one with the highest proportion of state educated pupils), have the poorest employment prospects amongst university graduates.  The sociologists claims that ‘working class’ were dramatically unrepresented at universities proves to be correct   There was some mileage in working class attending secondary modern schools and proceeding via more obviously working class routes - so long as they were not too rapidly and too obviously overqualified, though at least three of  The Accused’s Leicester acquaintances who thus entered occupations which were supposedly reserved for grammar school pupils (who did not enter them) have died prematurely.  It is true that these three were not famed for being slim and athletic (which could have played a part in the sociology - in their being allocated promotion disguised as demotion).  The fate of  working class pupils at the Wyggeston School was horrendous - with some exceptions, but even such exceptions were not used fully as their talents deserved.

A realistic retrospective picture of  the Wyggeston grammar school is of  all its pupils being not physically bullied but humiliated.  Each was made to feel in some manner on account of his identity humiliated and in some sense of  lower status than others.  All were unclassified.  Even to be expected to be top dog was a form of victimisation.  They could have told another story in which they had the lowest status and least prospects - a story in which everyone else was privileged, even The Accused, or especially The Accused.  There is a reality in their story - but there is a reality also in what was The Accused’s subjective interpretation of events.  As he saw it was ‘working class’ who were provided with everything they needed, who were automatically provided with employment as soon as they were able to leave school - to be then provided with guaranteed income for life, homes, the right to marry and set up families and who were then able to obtain all the necessary ‘qualifications’ for any career, with automatic pass and promotion instead of discrimination because of ‘qualifications’, with lower standards and on full pay.  The education provided to the unclassified did not confer any means of earning a living.  Training in, say, bricklaying or plumbing, was not barred to the unclassified.  Even a career in engineering depended on progress via a working class route, via industry, with academic qualifications obtained via the ‘sandwich course’ at the employers’ expense.  In Leicester also entry to such supposedly military officer class occupations such as accountancy or law depended on working class apprenticeship style routes from which grammar school education was regarded as disqualification.  There existed what The Accused calls the Law of Uselecism whereby it is impossible, other than through money or through assistance by members of family or class, for anyone to obtain anything without which they were born.  The Accused did not realise the degree to which entry to British medical schools depended on social class or family criteria.  He supposed that anyone who played Rugby Football could get into medical school.  He did realise however that there was no need for medical schools to impose any academic criteria or any criteria of current ability or achievement onto its entrants.  Medicine depended on a very long training - a training to perfection.  He also realised that medical  qualifications were per se of  no value.   They were not necessary to be a doctor - and any number of doctors could be imported from abroad.  What was essential - and essential for everything - and the criterion of  ‘working class’ membership - was the driving licence.  It was possible to learn to drive a car only through monetary and other assistance by parents, relatives or fellow class members or, if that was the procedure within the class, by stealing a car or driving a car without a licence.  The Accused had no means of  learning how to drive a car.  His mother was determined that he should not do so.  This put him at the bottom of the heap and others wanted to keep the heap for themselves and were not going to help him.

The Accused was under the impression that his parents were exceptionally poor.  Possibly at that time they were exceptionally short of money.  The Accused supposed that he was the poorest amongst his contemporaries and that the Accusations of ‘son of a doctor’ and ‘father will pay’ were deliberate truth reversal - as all was truth reversal.  He faced the prospect of the parental means test on students grants, the necessity of entering university and the likelihood of no income not because he was better off than anyone else but because he was worse off.  The Accused’s conceptions were not entirely unconfirmed by the what he encountered at university.  People may already have some of the necessities to be accepted and to survive within the employment system and money is needed to buy what is not otherwise already provided.  Relative status is measured by how much income falls short of necessity rather than as its full and absolute amount.  But supposing that all is income, there are many ways of obtaining it - through grants, through parental generosity, through work, through borrowing it, through stealing it.. but it is all money.  There was a great variety of grants which students enjoyed - from a great variety of sources and while some starved others had very generous incomes (particularly those financed by employers who had already guaranteed them a job).  The picture The Accused saw was one of  everyone all their lives being guaranteed the income with which they were born!  This applied also to the pay of  junior doctors.  The British Medical Association had insisted when the National Health Service was set up that newly qualified doctors would compulsorily work in NHS hospitals for derisory wages (even more derisory after creative deductions).  This was framed as the ‘differential’ whereby so called seniors were given a pound for every penny given to so called juniors.  Nobody could possibly survive on this derisory pay and it was necessary to obtain finance from some other source - such as parents or in the case of  the temporally registered doctors, foreign governments.   If the doctors had such subsidy they could then proceed eventually to become ‘seniors’.  But it was not that then, at last, they earned more.  They had always earned more.  Their income was being maintained, not increased, and those who had not a suitably high income in the first place were never to have it.   The Accused,, because he was refused employment and income from every source, had to obtain a scholarship but he claims that the accusation ‘not working class’ and ‘father will pay’ was also used, even illegally, to deprive him of legitimately earned scholarships.

Even though The Accused was forced into proceeding to a medical school (though he would have preferred to study mathematics and his teachers, not unwisely, regarded physics to be an appropriate career), he was not contemplating a  medical career.  It made no difference whether he was or not.  He would need some other career to finance medical studies or a medical career or to obtain the preliminary necessities.  The Accused saw more realistic prospects either in joining a small business whose owner was more concerned with the viability of the business than with social class (and, in contrast with what happened in larger concerns, chose the workers himself) or else in joining the civil service.  The Accused was under the impression that he had, before even he had entered university, been guaranteed employment in the government’s communication agency (for which he might have been regarded as exceptionally suited).

The Accused’s career proceeded in accordance with the general sociological principles which have been suggested - though also in a very unusual manner.  The Accused was the exception that proves the rule - a favourite expression of Professor Oliver Zangwill who taught The Accused psychology at Cambridge.  The reader is unlikely to be fully convinced without full details, but she is advised to glean them by reading the relevant chapters.  Any attempt to list them in a summary would add confusion to confusion.  It is not here intended to tell a full story.

The Cambridge open scholarship system was intended by its alleged inventor, Sir Isaac Newton, to be a system of selection for the civil service who were then given an education appropriate to future civil servants.  The Accused entered Cambridge University in this sense rather than as a medic, and was a scientist rather than a medic, did not pursue a curriculum typical of medics though he was awarded in June l964 the equivalent of an honours degree in psychology being awarded, in transit, in l964, the Cambridge 2nd MB (premedical qualifying examination) two years before the usual minimum age.  Accused-mum appears, who ruled Accused-dad, appears not even to have realised that Cambridge University was a university.  She supposed it was a corrective institution or asylum for the homosexual sons of the British aristocracy and that his presence there was a considerable disgrace.  She supposed that the parental means test on students grants conferred upon parents the responsibility to prevent homosexuality and her intervention proved an impediment to The Accused’s progress.  The Accused had expected to set about establishing necessities when moving on to clinical studies at the London Hospital Medical College where he expected either to receive from his parents a subsidy or not so, but that in either case his parents would be too far away to interfere in his affairs.  He discovered in l963 however that his father had taken up posts in London and rooms in the metropolis in addition to the family home in Leicester.  This appeared to The Accused to be a catastrophe and may have induced The Accused to work too hard and to damage his performance.

When The Accused moved to London in September l964 he was under the impression that his parents would provide no finance (and there was also a considerable delay of his ‘grant’, known as a scholarship and not expected to contribute to subsistence, consisting of fifty pounds, paid over the year in three instalments).  The Accused was also under the impression that his mother had promised that, in exchange, she would not interfere with his affairs and leave him free to arrange necessities for a medical or any other career (all of which Accused-mum regarded as ‘homosexuality’).  This included attention to personal appearance, setting up a secure home and supportive network of  friends, or equivalent of a family, setting up some other career or source of income to provide finance, acquisition of a driving licence and pursuit of his interest in chess.  The Accused had initially a very exhausting time, finding himself in rudimentary accommodation, with less than five hours sleep at night, eating an intermittent diet of  bread, lard, salt and water, scouring the pavements for pennies to pay for cups of tea.  The Accused found his head swimming and belly aching through hunger when attending lectures.  The Accused also found himself subject to victimisation which had been set up before he arrived by the Rugger Club and other gangster authorities in the hospital.  This was because they wished to set up for London Hospital rather than Cambridge students a monopoly of  the teaching hospital house appointments considered essential for a medical career, did not wish the facilities within the college to be available to Cambridge students and resented what they considered to be medical schools being forced by the government to accept ‘Bolshies’, state grammar school pupils selected according to ‘competitive’ criteria rather than Public School Boys selected according to family and class criteria.

The Accused, despite these difficulties, would have been making good progress if it had not been for the intervention of  Accused-mum.  Her eventual story, told a few weeks before she died in l995, was that The Accused had cut himself off from his parents at a time when Accused-mum was severely stressed, even psychotic,  for other reasons, including hormone treatment for the menopause.  She tried to locate The Accused and eventually found an ex-landlady.  She formed the mistaken impression that this landlady was accusing The Accused of  homosexuality and supposed that landladies in London were, as they are at Cambridge, college employees, and that she had been causing trouble for The Accused at the college.  She resolved to use her skills as a ‘social worker’ to rescue The Accused.  She arrived at the London Hospital, where no reason was known for her presence and was interviewed by a Dr Last and a man she supposed to be the Dean, Harry May.  She formed the impression, and she admitted in l995 that she was mistaken, that The Accused was accused of homosexuality.  It was she who was accusing!  She left under the impression that she had been ‘ordered’ to ‘persuade’ The Accused to admit himself to the psychiatric ward of the Maudsley Hospital (the ‘Institute of Psychiatry’).  Since it was certain that The Accused would refuse she assumed she was to do so by trickery and deception.  She believed that she was told that if  The Accused did not accept such a psychiatric admission he would be expelled but that if he agreed he would eventually be offered a house appointment.  Although it may be clear to the reader that in the absence of any psychiatric admission there existed no pretext for expelling The Accused and that he had a case in law for damages for the persecution he had endured and that acceptance of  such an admission undermined The Accused’s position, this did not occur to Accused-mum.  She also believed she was ordered to conceal from The Accused that this interview had taken place and not conceal from The Accused that the proposed admission had any connection with the college (so that he would not ‘cause trouble at the college’).   The ‘orders’ Accused-mum received  became an obsession and she behaved as if she had been hypnotised.

An admission to The Maudsley Hospital did take place, nominally a ‘research project’, under bizarre circumstances, though The Accused was to be for at least another fifteen years unaware of  any connection or alleged connection with the London Hospital Medical College.  The Accused as far as he was aware was Accused of nothing and found guilty of nothing and the doctors at the Maudsley probably supposed that that nobody knew about this admission, of which the Maudsley Hospital later claimed to have no record, and that it could cause The Accused no harm.

This is however not correct.  Accused-mum was to admit in l995 that she was on holiday in Holland during the admission and knew nothing about it.  She identified the admission however with her having previously interviewed the retired Regius Professor of  Psychiatry, Sir Aubrey Lewis, who ‘ordered’ her to keep The Accused away from ‘chessplayers’ and ‘homosexuals’ and that these orders had determined her subsequent behaviour towards The Accused.  The story told of  Accused-mum visiting the London Hospital was typical of  Accused-mum’s behaviour and is also what she would have retrospectively manufactured even had it not taken place - though there are reasons for believing that the story is true.  The fact that the admission to the Maudsley Hospital had occurred exposed The Accused to repetition of such behaviour.  One consequence of this was that if The Accused was again subjected to victimisation similar to that at the medical college - which he was to be at the Nottingham Children’s’ Hospital in l972 - it could be expected for Accused-mum to form an alliance with the persecutors and to use her interpretation of  the admission to the Maudsley Hospital to expose The Accused to the danger of  psychiatrisation.  The immediate effect of the admission was to put The Accused into a position of power.  This admission prevented The Accused from establishing his financial independence and put Accused-mum into a position, if he should not obey her in every detail, to order Accused-dad to withdraw funds and to use The Accused’s poverty, together with her interpretation of the admission, as evidence of  mental disorder and expose The Accused to the danger of psychiatrisation.  This meant that The Accused was forced to return to his studies, which he had previously interrupted, intending to remain away for up to five years, in order to find an alternative career and source of finance.  The reader may doubt that the finance with which The Accused was subsequently provided was in absolute terms inadequate, but as it was administered, it was inadequate amount and exposed The Accused to circumstances which were inconsistent with progress.  The Accused was eventually able to pass finals and survive thereafter because he received part of a legacy from his grandmother (a sum of seven hundred pounds) which his parents had without his knowledge successfully contested.

The Accused did not apply for house appointments at the London Hospital but worked in hospitals which employed temporally registered foreign doctors.  It was known to the public - and to medics - that forty per cent of  doctors below consultant grade in NHS hospitals were such foreign doctors.  But it was supposed that they outside teaching hospitals they would be evenly spread and that outside teaching hospitals about half the doctors were ‘whites’ and about half were foreigners.  It turned out, however, that a hospital either employed only whites, that is to say Public School educated rugger yobbos, or that , with few exceptions, it employed only foreigners.  The Accused found that in such hospitals, although the consultants might want assistants with British qualifications and did not know why they were not getting any (There were plenty available), the administrators did not want them and used every trick in their repertoire to prevent their appointment and to get rid of them if appointed.   The reasons for this included that the foreign doctors were the administrator’s own employees and depended on the administrator.  The GMC automatically registered any foreign national at the request of the administrator but only, or at least so nominally, for that particular job in which the doctor remained so long as he retained the administrator’s favour.  Such doctors signed contracts or were employed under terms determined by the administrators rather than those ordained in the Ministry Conditions of  Service, copies of which were not available in the hospitals (which they had to be by law), possession of  a copy of  which was a sacking offence.  Since the available supply of  foreign doctors was unlimited, their appointment put the administrators into a strong negotiating position in relation to their employees.  Doctors in any case lacked trade union representation since the government had granted a closed shop to the British Medical Association which represented the interests of  ‘senior’ doctors.  Foreign doctors obtained from their own governments generous educational grants which were exempt of UK income tax and exceeded NHS wages - because they were expected to obtain British (Royal College) examinations.  This enabled administrators to impose draconian creative wage deductions on NHS wages which were also imposed on The Accused’s wages - which were lower (since British graduates were compelled to commence with the lowest paid ‘pre-registration’ posts).

The Accused thus found himself the lowest paid worker in the country, earning less than ten pence an hour and, for a hundred hour week, markedly less than a student nurse on a 38 hour week.  This parsimony represented a prejudice and meanness by the British government (which, admittedly, was not aware of  what was going on) akin to that of  the parental means test on students grants.  There were very excellent and hard working foreign doctors who provided The Accused with considerably support and assistance.  However there were plenty who did no work and/or were dishonest and/or were a menace or had no genuine qualifications.  Nor were they needed, other than prevent any British citizens with the wrong social backgrounds getting a job (which, in those days, included all newly qualified women).  Not that the whites were immune to such criticisms.  The NHS hospital service had a great many employees, with only a few, the lowest paid, doing any work.  The foreign governments paid their citizens very generously to work in Britain - and provided them with driving licences and paid the fees for the prejudiced Royal College examinations, which were essential for senior posts in hospitals, and which for the Accused amounted to some six months of pay for one attempt.  On the after deductions pay The Accused received it was impossible to proceed and impossible for him to buy his way out!

Several of  The Accused’s colleagues (in several hospitals) reported that they had been actively recruited by British explorers in their own country, had been told that they would be ‘guests by invitation’, that they would be working in hospitals in which no whites would be employed, that they would be required to do very little work, that the work would be done in whites’ hospitals.  The Accused’s appearance in defiance in this promise to employ no whites, that jobs in ‘their’ hospitals would be for them only, created resentment against The Accused, at least until they discovered that he was treated even more badly then they were!  To them a white was a white, just as to the white a black is black.  They were unaware of the distinction between the Public School Boy and the Bolshie, supposed that The Accused was able to work in whites’ hospitals and that it was inordinate prejudice that he should have been employed in one of theirs.

The Accused in two hospitals, Carlton Hayes and Nottingham Children’s’ Hospital, in The Accused’s own home region, met with hatred and sabotage because he was not merely a ‘white’ but of suspected Jewish origin.  These hospitals employed Arab doctors.  The Accused’s researches suggest that such doctors were recruited in Arab countries with no medical schools by the General Medical Council itself, that the GMC was still doing this in l981 and was obtaining a considerable income from the scheme, possibly bribes from these governments.  Nowadays the GMC openly admits fully registering doctors without ‘recognised qualifications’ which it believes to have proved themselves when working in the NHS.  Doctors can learn their trade by doing the work.  But The Accused claims that he had two more senior colleagues at Carlton Hayes who obviously had before their appointment had no experience training or knowledge of medicine or psychiatry and who were used by the Public School gerontocracy in their class war, in the selective psychiatrisation of  the most talented locals or local working class, including his own contemporaries.  Whether these doctors had been told that in their hospitals that specifically no Jews would be employed rather than merely no whites, they certainly thought so and considered it improper that suspected Jews should work in hospitals which via the ‘educational grants’ were financed with Muslim funds.

In these two hospitals  there was also an extreme version of the NHS’s internal colonialist system.  There was a master-race of  public school prep school ex army officers who sat on committees, did no or little work in the hospitals, did not know what went on and spent their time victimising the workers, not on account of  any transgressions but apparently because they enjoyed persecuting people who were unable to defend themselves.  There was an immediate body of  foreign doctors who had a permanent berth, the Wedge of  Inertia, with no duties other than flattery and praise of the master-race and to provide a barrier between master-race and workers.  The work was done by the ‘disposable sector’, on the lowest wages and who took the blame and were thrown away when used.  In these and other hospitals there might be one wedgie who was The Quisling who lied to and manipulated everyone, for their own benefit, telling the master-race ‘workers say..’ and the workers ‘consultants say...’.

The Accused after working continuously, averaging a hundred hours a week, for three years, after leaving Nottingham Children’s’ hospital in September l972 interrupted work for two months and after that worked only NHS hospital locums.  He found he could not obtain any post outside NHS hospitals because he had no driving licence (and neither the time nor income to obtain one nor the necessary friends or relatives who already had such a licence).  He did not accept any more permanent appointments he was offered because he wished to avoid the extremities of victimisation he had experienced at Nottingham Children’s’ Hospital.  The Accused did not work as a doctor after September l973.  It is not clear or meaningful whether he retired from medicine voluntarily or whether he had no choice.  However the Tory Government did at time issue to hospitals an absurd and politically motivated directive (reversed in l974 by the Labour government) which was almost certainly directed against The Accused, that hospitals were permitted only to employ agency locums.

The Accused bought in l974 a cheap inner city house in Nottingham, 9 Harley Street, with the aim of  living on very low expenditure so as to be able to accumulate enough capital so as to set up in stages a means of earning a living.  Volume nine of pictures in the attic relates how The Accused’s plans were allegedly scuppered by the Alleged Bullying Liar, a Nottingham Council Lawyer.  The house was included in a compulsory purchase order either by mistake or by deliberate maladministration, the substitution of  eleven houses, including the block l-15 Harley Street, without any surveys having taken place, in the place of the originally intended eleven other houses, 4-24 Harley Street, which turned out to be already council owned.  As a result of another error, not necessarily deliberate but so according to the Alleged Bullying Liar after the event, the house was apprehended by agents of the council and soon thereafter demolished.  The Alleged Bullying Liar then allegedly refused negotiation and payment of compensation, leaving The Accused unable to replace the house and over the subsequent decade left The Accused in financial difficulties which nullified his previous efforts (including the acquisition, with first class honours, of an open university degree in applied mathematics and theoretical physics).  

The first chapter of volume nine discusses the economic policies of Margaret Thatcher, who was elected Prime Minister in l979, which were later to be imitated by Tony Bliar.  The ‘Bread and Circuses’ policy is usually identified with low interest rates.  The central bank’s minimum lending rate is said to be low.  However, it is, selectively, the interest rates that are paid to private savers that are low.  Mortgage rates - the interest on loans for houses - are said to be low, even ridiculously low, but the contracts are complex and the author does not know for certain what rates borrowers have been paying.  The author has found that interest rates on mortages may be advertised as at some unbelievably low interest rate and that it turns out that this is only for one year and that the punter, if he then pays back the mortgage, finds himself contracted to pay a heavy financial penalty.  However, it is a feature of the policy that there is a dramatic increase in house prices and rents.  If mortgage interest rates are low, the person is offered more money as a percentage or multiple of his annual income than if they are higher.  If more money is available, then prices up.  The government from l980 onwards also manipulated the housing market in other ways to ensure that there were rises in prices.  This affected The Accused badly since he was eventually, ten years after the event, paid a sum for 9 Harley Street based on l979 market prices.  However, the most dramatic feature of  Bread and Circuses is the proliferation of credit cards and other personal loans.  Citizens and their dogs daily receive through their door a package of adverts for credit cards and loans.  If they do not pay back their loans, then they are given further loans to pay the interest on the original loans and the banks use this interest and the future interest on loans when calculating their profits.  The outcome is a devaluation of currency, of savings and of pensions.  Those who have to save have to pay for those who are able to borrow.

During the early Thatcher years there was also, from The Accused’s point of view, a great rate of inflation, not recorded in official figures, because previous cost of living figures reflected the expenditure of those who paid unnecessarily high prices and because the cheapest products were removed selectively or where there was, in different outlets, a great variation in price of the same object, the lower prices were removed.  There was also a decreasing availability of raw materials for those who wished to construct for themselves instead of employing a highly paid agent.

The Accused sees Bread and Circuses as a weapon of degeneracy theory - as a means of  ensuring that the entire population is working class (with no boss) or that only working class survive.  Nobody owns any property and all are in debt and must keep their nose to the grindstone - and are dependent on the system or government.  Those who must save to survive - and pensioners - are considered useless and perish.  The Accused during l974-9 is living at 9 Harley Street, has previously been refused a living, and is trying to set up some means of survival through accumulation of capital, generating income little by little, a plan which, without allegedly the Alleged Bullying Liar allegedly had a good chance of succeeding.  1980-1, the reader will learn, was a period of great achievement but one which because of  The Accused’s non-availability of money produced no immediate or enduring profit.  For the Accused Bread and Circuses is not convenient.

The Accused sees those who are born into social classes and with a guaranteed living in those classes as being effectively born with a capital sum - their right to work or right to obtain income - which generates an income in the manner that capital (at least. Allegedly) earns income.  The minimum ‘capital’ necessary to earn a living is the ‘threshold capital’ - and all class members have exactly that (though possibly the sum differs from class to class or according to which role the person is required to adopt).  However, this capital is significant only if it below threshold, which it is if the person is unclassified.  For him to survive, to become working class and to earn a living, he must first make up the deficiency.  This is difficult because the government taxes capital or the DHSS means test confiscates it or it vanishes because of inflation - but this is so only where the capital is visible, and inadequate, as it is amongst the classless, and not where it is invisible, as it is amongst the classified.  All money that reaches the punter is income - and the loans given the classified were income.  Thus Bread and Circuses, by showering loans onto the classified, and thereby increasing prices, increased the gap, measured in terms of money, between unclassified and classified and made the gap impossible to bridge.       

This volume continues to examine the aetiology, signs, symptoms, prophylactics and treatment of  the Leviticus Syndrome by study of  the history of  the Accused and his family.   The present volume summarises the Accused’s experiences during the end of  the 1974-9 period of  Labour Government and at the onset

