PAGE  
21
02B01CAN.PIA  Pictures in The Attic, book eight, chapter two                                                     page            copyright Roland Graf 1.11.2002.


The Accused, when applying for the post of locum registrar at the Herts and Essex Hospital justified his application by claiming, as it was necessary to claim, that he was not interested in psychiatry but wanted time to write a novel.  There were two consultants, Dr One (who was called Dr Walters), who appeared to scowl at The Accused’s presence, and Dr Two, who seemed less displeased.   The Accused’s colleagues of  lower rank were Arabs, but directed no hostility against The Accused on account of  his being a white or of suspected Jewish origin.   Amongst the patients was a sixteen year old girl who sometimes suffered from visual hallucinations (or so she said).   She had six months previously taken a dose of  LSD (Lysurgic Acid Diethylamine).   Or so she said.   Hallucinations had not commenced until four months after that.   Patients at this hospital who had had ECT all could either not remember that they had ever had ECT or did not know how many ECT’s they had had (their estimate always being lower than the number that could be traced from records).   As far as The Accused could ascertain all information the patients gave on their ECT was what they had been told rather than what they remembered.   This memory loss, an acknowledged effect of ECT, was very obvious - whereas The Accused had never noticed this at Carlton Hayes.   The Accused supposed that a different technique was being used - but there was no ECT at the Herts and Essex Hospital during The Accused’s tenure.

Where a hospital had a Casualty Department and also a  Psychiatric Department,  unexplained presentations were often sent to the psychiatric doctor.   One patient appeared to suffer from no illness but The Accused suspected that there was some confabulation in the history and that this concealed a history of  alcoholism.   He recorded this in the notes, though this might have turned out unwise.   As it happened, it did not.   The Accused sent the patient to the laboratory for a chest X-ray and a few minutes later the phone rang and an angry voice railed at The Accused.   He was so incompetent, railed the radiologist, that he did not even recognise that this man reeking of  alcohol was a drunk.   The Accused said that he was aware that this gentleman might be keen on alcohol and therefore had he been reeking of  drink or otherwise showing clinical features of  alcoholism he would have noticed it.   If  he was now intoxicated, he must have consumed the alcohol on his journey between the ward and the radiology department.   The radiologist did not believe this.  A person could not be transformed from sobreity to drunkeness in so short a time.   The Accused said that he would not have thought so, but that nevertheless this appeared to be the fact.   He would have to see the patient again lest there was some eccentric diagnosis.   The radiologist said that no such thing would happen.   The patient was undoubtedly drunk, The Accused was incompetent and the patient would be removed from the hospital.   If the patient had been drinking, said The Accused, then somewhere there must be a bottle or receptacle.   The Accused supposed that it was in the nature of  the NHS that there would no further inquiry and that The Accused would get the blame.   The ward sister then told the radiologist on the phone that she agreed with The Accused, which was generosity beyond the call of duty (unless she stood to get stick from nursing officers.   Nurses tend to consider all to be their own responsibility and doctors to be an irrelevence.).   Fortunately, however, further investigation did take place, the patient was found in possession of  a half full bottle of  whisky and admitted drinking the rest during his journey to the X-ray department.

A sixty year old patient arrived who was obviously suffering the effects of  a heavy dosage of  largactil.   He had been living in a house with his mother.   The mother had recently died.   Mental Health Officers had broken into his house.   There were some unwashed dishes in the sink and there was some dust on the floor.   This in itself  was enough for the social workers to decide that he was suffering from schizophrenia, to be sectioned and to be transferred to a psychiatric ward.   The case was proved when he was asked by social workers what might be his ambition and he said that this was to retire from work and to look after his garden.   It was never asked or explained how this patient came then to be heavily dozed with tranquilliser when he arrived in the hospital.   So evidently this man had been victimised and suffered no abnormality - other than the effects of  the tranquilliser, on account of  which effects, The Accused feared, there was a serious danger of  the diagnosis of  schizophrenia being taken seriously.    The patient however was despite the tranquilliser to tell his story, which he did calmly and quietly.

The reader has been previously informed that a regular feature in the diagnosis of  (spurious) schizophrenia is the ‘Cock and Bull Story’, some allegation that the victim has committed some commonplace and normal act or else that he has committed some act that could not possibly have occurred, which is repeated in the same words, over and over again, every time the patient is mentioned.   In this case it was “said he wanted to look after his garden”.   The rationale was that this represented an inadequate ambition.  He should have wanted to be Prime Minister after his retirement (though also would have been grounds  diagnosis of  schizophrenia.  Everything is.).   The Accused was astonished that doctors, nurses, social workers, everyone connected with the psychiatric department, kept repeating this “said he wanted to look after his garden” and did not doubt that this was proof of schizophrenia.   The Accused supposed a social worker had cooked this up.  She should have known better!   She was a Nazi.   But, apart from her holding this opinion, she was a friendly and pleasant person.

Dr Two arranged a ‘case conference’ in which the entire department (including those working ‘in the community’), a great crowd of  people, discussed the case.   “Said he wanted to look after his garden!”, “Said he wanted to look after his garden!” was the repeated refrain.  Dr Two held a speech.   The patient was sixty years old, was unmarried, had lived with his mother until she recently died, now lived alone and expressed an ambition to retire from work and to look after his garden.   There existed one point of view - that this was a history of schizophrenia.  However,  there was another point of  view that this was a normal man who had all his life been oppressed by a tyrannical mother and was now eventually released from her  tyranny through her death.   He then invited The Accused to continue and elaborate.   The Accused was embarrassed.   As The Accused saw it, the patient was entirely normal.  It was not the patient’s fault that he had had a mother.  It was more to the point that the social workers had without justification broken into his house.  How he looked after his own house was his own affair - and, in any case, he had not been expecting visitors.  The social workers did not describe any major disorder in the house and it was would not be extraordinary for there to be unwashed dishes in a sink or unswept floors when a social worker chose to batter the door down.  This sort of misguided and inadvertent persecution was what led to the fear of social workers, paranoia and isolationism from which Accused-mum had suffered in earlier years.  A mental health officer had apparantly arranged for this innocent citizen, after social workers had burglarised his home, to be manhandled and injected with tranquillisers which now gave the false impression that he suffered from ‘schizophrenia’.  However, The Accused supposed also, perhaps not entirely without justification, that all psychiatry was on the Carlton Hayes pattern and that it was taboo to suggest that there could be false diagnosis or  that anyone condemned by psychiatry should not be so condemned - even when there was obviously no case against the victim.   Such insubordination was inconsistent with a continued career within the medical profession.   After all, what was required was that the patient was taken off the tranquillisers - which would be unforgiveable.  The Accused saw himself in future years as being exposed to risk of the same persecution, indeed, retiring after having been tyrannised all his life by his mother, and doing so with the ambition of  looking after his garden.  To challenge the master-race who sat in judgement was to invite premature victimisation.  The Accused, instead of  holding the speech which Dr Two had set up and expected, said merely that the gathering were aware that The Accused held unorthodox opinions.  It is was however unlikely that Dr Two’s ploy would have led to a two sided-discussion.  All were consumed with the dread significance of “said he wanted to look after his garden”.   

However, later during the case conference, explained, supposedly for the benefit of  his  Arab colleagues,  whom he supposed to hail from sand-bedecked deserts,  that there might not be much ambition to attend to gardens after retirement in the centre of  Manchester, but that in rural London suburbia gardens were more appreciated.  It was commonplace and normal for a person to tend to his garden when he retired -  or to intend to care for his garden after he retired.   This man had worked in the same job all his life, would have to retire when he reached pensionable age, which he shortly would do, and there did not exist any ambitions open to him other than tending his garden.   When the alleged patient said he intended to care for his garden, this implied also a hope that he would have a pension or adequate means which would enable him to do so without being troubled by other anxieties.    The Arab doctors intimated that The Accused’s anxiety that they might be dissociated from British culture might be unfounded.   As a matter of  fact,  their countries were not entirely covered with sand - though some fine gardens grew on sand.   Arab countries were famed for their gardens - and for horticultural devices little known in the West.    There had been, for instance, the hanging gardens of  Babylon.   It was commonplace also in their countries for men to attend to their gardens when they retired and nothing would be considered abnormal or amiss in such an ambition.   The Accused asked various questions about Middle Eastern flora and horticulture.   The social worker even conceded that an ambition to attend to a garden after retirement was commonplace or normal.   Nevertheless, once that was said everyone who had said it resumed their “said he wanted to look after his garden!” and still assumed this proved the diagnosis of  schizophrenia.  Amongst those who worked in psychiatry this form of dissociation of  personality was not uncommon - normal thinking in normal mode and psychiatric thinking in psychiatric mode.

Guitarists would drop into Mario’s and La Chic in search of  road managers.   Since The Accused had long curly hair, now with a shiny Titian red tinge, such as his mother had had in her youth, he was apparantly a potential road manager.   He would have to explain that a road manager had to have a driving licence wheras it was not compulsory to have a nose and spectacles reminiscent of  John Lennon (with whom The Accused was regularly confused).  A young man on such a search dropped in to Wellington Square and volunteered to tune The Accused’s guitar.   Perhaps it was an achievement to tune John Lennon’s guitar.   He was guitarist in a group, he claimed, called Paper Lace.   His group were going up in the world and was shortly going on tour to Japan.  The Accused supposed that the young man was confabulating.   The Accused had never heard of a pop group called Paper Lace (any more than he had heard of a group called Hawkwind) and supposed that nobody else had either.   The guitarist did not speak as if he expected anyone to have heard of the group.  There was no reason for falsely claiming membership of an unknown band.  So The Accused supposed that that that much was true.  But there were thousands of  pop groups and few opportunities.   However could an unknown pop-group arrange fixtures in Japan (which was a long way off)?  This was just another outcast with unjustifiable high hopes.   A Nottingham group called Paper Lace was later to hit the headlines.  [Nottingham was famed for the manufacture of lace].  So presumably The Accused’s guitar was reliably tuned.   This did not mean that he could play it.  The Accused had a book of instructions. instructions were based on playing notes according to notation which resembled used when playing the piano.   But The Accused had little time to read this book nor for practice and had not progressed beyond page four.  Also, it turned out that guitarists played not notes but ‘chords’ whatever they were.   But The Accused carried his guitar around during his travels hoping that he might have spare moments in which to learn how to play it.  He never did.      

 At the Herts and Essex Hospital, Herman, an eighteen year old nurse with a room on The Accused’s corridor, played the guitar more genuinely.   So Herman invited The Accused’s guitar, and The Accused, to his room and invited him to play some ‘chords’.    The Accused would have liked to impress this youth, but he had apparently gotten himself invited on false pretences.   Whatever was a chord?  This was a genuine guitarist while The Accused, although eleven years older, didn’t have a clue.  The Accused despite all encouragement  sat frozen in trepidation,  put no fingers upon the strings or, at any rate, if  he did so,  the fingers remained immobile.

The Accused was known at the Herts and Essex as ‘Honkey’.   This is a word used by Africans for Europeans - because Europeans have big noses.   But The Accused supposed the name was short for Honkeytonk, the noise made by the heavy high heels on his shoes.   Amongst other items of  apparrel worn by The Accused was one of  his mother’s old coats which she had donated to him, supposing that he needed protection from adverse weather.    So Herman decided that The Accused was Second Hand Rose, the title of  a popular song, with which song The Accused was welcomed when he dropped into the Turk’s Head public house at Cambridge which turned out to be frequented by Herts and Essex Nurses.

The soap opera assumption that doctors and nurses at hospitals share a common social life did not apply to the majority of  hospitals in which The Accused studied or worked.   The rule was more that they did not lay eyes on each other off the wards.   The nurses at the Herts and Essex may have been inadequately policed prior to the arrival of  Mr Ernest (known to The Accused also as Herr Hexen Jager).   Although house officers possess few extracurricular attractions to female nurses, if the same house officer assumes the title ‘registrar’ his physical attractions undergo a sudden reformation.  The Accused’s locum appointments were all as registrar - except for the abortive (but eventful) week at the Royal Northern.  So there was no threat to his virginity at that particular appointment.  If there was so when working in the other posts, The Accused perhaps failed to notice.  He still carried the lowest social status and had to behave as of the lowest social status.  It is nevertheless possible that at Herts and Essex might on a couple of occasions not have been been unequivocably guilty of  keeping his hands off  the young ladies who worked as nurses at the hospital despite their fear that during the current witchhunt they might be sacked if  they were seen merely speaking to a man.   This, they said, had happened to several colleagues.   Since such opportunities arose so rarely, or so The Accused supposed, if at all, we might expect The Accused to remember and also regret the inevitable transience of friendships that was imposed upon him.

The eighteen year old Herts and Essex nurse Miss Minerva was a comely wench..so comely that it was said she had numerous male visitors and that Hexen Jager, or those who through fear were carrying out his policies, was campaigning against her.  There existed no practical evidence known to the author that Miss Minerva in fact had any male visitors, but that was the oft-repeated legend.  At Mr Jager’s age the comeliness of a wench might appear also to imply rejection (though, admittedly, a consultant is better than a registrar - but they go more for registrars.  They are more available).  Hence the l964 medical student term ‘wantsmebutcantgetme’ for the gerontocratic Prep School Syndrome).  However, from The Accused’s point of view, if Miss Minerva was a comely wench, was acknowledged as such and acknowledged as a man-magnet, this implied also that any person who spoke to her was seen as volunteering to be magnetised.  She would also suppose that was the objective of any conversational male - and therefore, supposed The Accused, if he, mere vermin, spoke to her, she would feel insulted and threatened.  So The Accused did not converse with Miss Minerva (who did not during this period work on the psychiatric wards).

On his last day at the hospital, shortly before departing,  The Accused however encountered Miss Minerva in the hospital grounds and spoke to her.  This did not result in her being sacked.   She had been sacked already.   It was common for a young lady to have some male associate of  her own age known to some as a ‘boyfriend’ and it turned out that Miss Minerva had had for some years a friend who could have been so designated, not a hospital employee and a friend who pre-dated her nursing career.   Such ‘boyfriends’ had amongst their duties that are they are required at times to accompany these young ladies during public functions (such as visits to the cinema) then to escort  them to the doors of  their residences.    On such an occasion the young lady had said “goodnight!” and the young man had said “goodnight!” and Mr Ernest that moment and materialised round a corner.   The Accused felt this was unfortunate.   For all he knew it might be improper or contrary to the rules of  the General Medical Council for an eighteen year old nurse to have such a ‘boyfriend’ but eighteen year olds are regularly errant in their ways and it was unfair to destroy her career for life on the basis of  one lapse.   It might result in her being for her entire life disgraced, unemployed, homeless and psychiatrised.   But The Accused too, perhaps, had made the mistake of  offending  Mr Ernest.

The Accused was given a lift for part of  his journey back home from the Herts and Essex by a young man who had been provided to the hospital as a locum by an Agency to which he belonged.   This Agency was run by a supposedly Australian doctor.   This doctor also that he also was Australian.   The Accused replied that there were a great many people coming to Britain to work as doctors  who claimed they were Australians.   He could see no reason for there being an influx of  Australian doctors.   His suspicion was more that they were South African.   For some reason South Africans were travelling to Australia and then claiming to be Australian when moving onto Britain.   There was a sizeable South African infiltration into the British National Health Service.   There was South African infiltration into British affairs in the hope of  undermining government policy directed against Rhodesian white unilateral declaration of  independence (UDI).   Although genuine British medical graduates might find themselves under some pretext barred from working in Britain,  anybody form anywhere, regardless of  qualifications or lack of  them, could get a job working as a doctor in a British NHS hospital.   The NHS had thus become a haven for what were essentially sleeper spy cells - and it was very easy for South Africans to infiltrate the medical profession though there did not exist other routes of comparative facility.   The Australian said he believed that was essentially correct.   He had himself at one time lived in South Africa.  He also revealed that as an agency locum he was being paid a collossal sum (as much per hour as The Accused earned in a week) - on top of  which a fee was paid to an agency and his own daily travelling expenses.   The agency locums only performed routine duties - and no emergency duties and night duties.   This effectively meant they were doing nothing.   The Accused heard similar tales from nurses.   Agency nurses did less work and were paid more money but the NHS administrators, as in the case of  doctors, even employed them in preference to nurses available for ordinary NHS contracts.   This was a matter of government or Ministry of  Health policy.   Hospitals which were in other respects swindling employees out of their wages were under instructions to employ preferentially employees (such as GP locums) who were paid higher wages for doing less work.  There was however no opportunity for such as The Accused to earn a viable wage.   There were two essential qualifications for an agency locum - right wing politics and a driving licence. 

The Accused when playing in a chss tournament in Salisbury  slept in bushes in a park.   At Luton The Accused slept in a derelict house.   The objective is to find a secret place but on this occasion a teenage youth turned out also be sleeping in this house.  In Kettering  the  Accused managed to sleep in a cupboard in the building in which the congress was held (after it was locked).   The Accused came second in their First Kettering Open Championship.   Or was it Luton?   The Accused assisted Baruch  Wood (founder, owner and editor of  the magazine ‘Chess’), or so he supposed,  with the adjudication of  unfinished positions in the other tournaments (that is, other than the Open) after close of  play.   In one position White had a king and queen and  Black had a king, rook and pawn.   The Accused was convinced that White would have some means of  winning, but Mr Wood insisted it was a draw and, indeed, The Accused was unable to demonstrate any win - though he could not see the logic or system in the moves which Mr Wood was suggesting.   Later Mr Wood published the position in his magazine, still insisting it was a draw.   The Accused was unaware that Mr Wood was on safe ground.  The position , or one sufficiently similar, had already been demonstrated to be a draw in Reuben Fine’s Basic Chess Endings  (Dr Fine, an American psychoanalyst, had a brief career in chess during which he won a string of  international tournaments). 

On his return to Leicester The Accused dropped into a pub on Newark  Street called the Magazine.   Sitting

at the bar were two men who had been playing in a minor tournament at  Kettering (or was it Luton?).  They were discussing the Luton tournaments (or was it Kettering?) in the manner of  journalists or experts.   They did not notice The Accused, may not have been acquainted with him, and may not have noticed that he had been playing at Kettering (or was it Luton?).  The psychological analysis, theoretical knowledge and understanding of  the play  which was displayed by these two critics was very impressive.   The Accused reflected that he did not have such knowledge of  theory, had had no impressive strategical plans nor any characteristic style play and had not been aware that anyone else had.   They even knew great deal more than did The Accused about games which he had adjudicated.   They could have (and did) hold public teaching courses in chess.   But The Accused was no Expert and  could never do so.   Expertese, learning and impressive journalistic analysis or jargon in chess as in everything else was the salvation of  those who could not understand,  but the world consisted of  such people and they were paid and honoured to educate one another!

The Accused has been described as wearing for a while ostentatious clothes but later veered towards travelling around with lightweight accoutrements.   There were on Canning Circus and in the Lacemarket shops which sold cheap ornamental trinkets and clothes to the artistic community - and in particular a shop that sold cheaply clothes imported from Italy.   From this The Accused procured a green denim suit of matching trousers and jacket.  The News Chronicle, during The Accused’s childhood serialised the cartoon adventures of Colonel Pewter who possessed a ‘holdall’ into which he packed the kitchen sink and the entire contents of his house.  The Accused therefore purchased a shoulder bag then available at  British Railways information offices.  In this would be, during his travels, a blanket, facecloth, toothbrush, toothpaste, soap, a roll of  toilet paper, a loaf of  bread, a packet of  sliced ham, a spare sweater or two, paper and pencils,  and if  it was hot he would wear shorts and pack the rest of  his clothes into his bag.   Much could be packed into this small bag.   In those days facilities still existed for the traveller which today are no longer found - such as public (‘slipper’) baths and left luggage lockers.   Despite life then being easier for the traveller than it is today, The Accused, when competing in a chess tournament in Caernavon, found himself raped and robbed during his journey from Cardiff. 

The Accused has been condemned by some of  his contemporaries as the inventor of  the Three Day Week.   This happened because the shoulder-strap to The Accused’s travelling bag eventually ripped off.   It seemed to The Accused that it was designed so as to eventually rip off.   The Accused claims that he managed to restrict his expenditure, apart from the £2.50 a week rent, to £2 a week.   This he claims to have been possible even though most even then would have supposed that at least thirty  pounds a week was necessary.   The official minimum for survival recognised by the government was seven pounds a week.   The Accused formed the impression that out of  this two pounds a week expenditure,  ninety per cent was attributable to planned obsolescence or unnecessary labour which existed only to operate an economy of  illusionary production and value (such as the straps of shoulder bags being designed to rip off).   The Accused therefore wrote a paper outlining that people were performing work that was unnecessary and which made them poorer rather than richer.   There was a great waste of  labour and energy.   If  work was restricted to three days a week, there would be less production, less obsolescence, less waste, less misuse of  raw materials and energy and everyone would be better off (though it might be necessary to divorce wages or the minimum wage from employment).    The Accused also deprecated the universal dependance on motor cars, petrol and plastics that were made out of  petrol.   He claimed also, on the basis of  published data, that contrary to popular belief,  adult life expectancy had been gradually declining since the Victorian era, people had been gradually becoming poorer and poorer and were working longer and longer hours.   The flight from heavy labour - the supposed reliance on the labour saving device - led overall to work of  much longer duration.   The Accused  pointed out that on the average it took one man-year to produce a motor car.   Although he did not know how to build a motor car, he felt he could learn how to do so and build one within a year at lest cost!   There was forever hidden waste such as the cost of  converting sources of  energy to electricity.   The Accused had learnt in London how much time was wasted in travel to and from work (or, in his case, in the l960s, college).   The Accused circularised this paper.   He claims that it was read only at Conservative Party Central Office.   If  this is true that may be because there were research workers there who were his Cambridge contemporaries and believed that anything that came from him was likely to be worth following up.

Prime Minister Ted Heath, however, had troubles of  his own.   The Accused read in the national newspapers that the  Conservative Party was behind in opinion polls and planning to provoke a miners’ strike to undermine public support for the Labour Party and then call a general election.   Whether or not the plan was deliberate, it almost worked.   There were also then, and more so during the miners’ strike and in Spring l974, the various activities attributed to the South African Secret Service - or not so much the South African Secret Service but supporters of  the Rhodesian UDI.   Whoever they were, they were well financed.  Some of  the South African antics have been reported in the Press and that is a more reliable source than reminiscences written from memory without consulting records.   There has however been some confusion.   

The ‘South African’ activities are not some obscure conspiracy theory thought up after the event by journalists.   Nor are they a brainstorm thought up by Harold Wilson apropos of  nothing.   The existence of  a  plethora of  untoward eccentricities and conspiracies during  1973-4 and also the involvement of  the so-called ‘South Africans’ in some aspects or even the identity of  those involved was common knowledge - and certainly so in Nottingham!   Margaret Thatcher held a speech which was taken by some (perhaps naively) to indicate support for Rhodesian UDI.   So she became a likely Prime Minister.  On the other hand the leader of  the Liberal Party Jeremy Thorpe suggested that bombs should be dropped on Rhodesia to deter the UDI government.   So Liberal Party politicians became preferential targets.  There was and is a tendency to attribute all that goes astray in the USA to the CIA and all that goes astray in Britain to MI5.   Some instances will be quoted where MI5 has been allocated an objective which is consistent with government policy and has then stiven for that objective by means that are not consistent with government policy.   There are also instances of  little civil service departments having  been allocated some questionable function and then going ahead, with substantial funding, while nobody else remembers its function or existence.   However, there is little evidence of  MI5 playing an influential role on the mainland, as opposed to Ireland, and being interested in Rhodesian rather than Irish affairs or that if was more than a small organisation of people sitting at desks.   There were younger MI5 employees in amongst The Accused’s associates (and he was acquainted also with some of  the pundits).   These did not have eccentric or ultra-right wing views of gerontocrats with l930s attitudes and did not engage in any form of  crime or sabotage.   People, irrespective of  by whom they are employed, may have their own views, politics and activities and there was nothing to stop the Public School being the Public School.   But it would be more accurate to say Public School rather than MI5.

A mystery or confusion rests also on the statement made by several heads of  MI5 that their organisation investigated allegations that there was South African interference into British politics and concluded there was none.   This is hardly credible.   The term ‘South African’ rather than ‘Pro-UDI’ may be misleading , but all knew this interference occurred!   Possibly this investigation refers to an inquiry requested by Ted Health into the mortality of  Labour M.P.s who drove home in cars after late night parliamentary sittings.   It was not proved that Labour M.P.s drank more during such sittings, which took place in the bar, than Conservative M.P.s nor that alcohol had more toxic effect on Labourites than Conservatives.   So Ted wanted to know whether perhaps someone wanted to keep him - or not necessarily him but the Tories - in office by tampering with Labour cars.   Ted asked not MI5 but Metropolitan Police Department C1, that is to say Knacker of  the Yard, and Knacker claims to have held a very thorough investigation but to  have found no evidence of  chicanery.

The Accused’s discourse promoting the three day week was in the form of  a story or dialogue in which Ted Heath was a participant.   Since Ted had so many other troubles on his mind he may be excused for misunderstanding The Accused’s recommendations.   He did eventually institute a three day week but he was unsuccesful in popularising the policy.   It was intended to reduce waste and make people better off.   The version actually introduced was not designed to this purpose.   Other aspects of  The Accused’s thesis have also been misunderstood.   A ‘minimum wage’ or ‘national wage’ is not intended to be a Neodarwinist or  Degeneracy Theory exercise whereby the minimum wage is paid to those employed so that those denied employment find themselves even more out of  touch with the world of  the employed and even less able to close the gap in income that must be closed before they can be employed or have a reasonable chance of  survival without a sick certificate.   This wage was to be paid to everyone and to make it unnecessary for there to a wastefully large labour pool and a wasteful economy that promoted obsolescence rather than durable augmentation of wealth or living standards.     

The Accused was appointed for a few weeks a locum paediatric house officer at  Plymouth.   The Accused travelled by coach via Cheltenham.   Cheltenham was a main terminus.   Buses arrived in during the morning and at 2 p.m. a great convoy departed from the bus-station to numerous destinations.   The Accused, when travelling by coach, would pay the driver.  Drivers were permitted to provide a free fare to one person, who might be their wife or girlfriend - but if  this seat was available drivers regularly charged some nominal fee, asked The Accused what fare he proposed to pay,  said he could travel free of charge or that they would charge at the end of  the journey (which they didn’t).   The Accused, sitting on the front passenger seat, would chat with the driver during the journey.  Plymouth was approaching the region of  West Country where bus stops and bus time tables were somewhat arbitrary.   When travelling in these sparsely inhabited remote regions that were formerly inhabited by witches and highwaymen the busdrivers would ask The Accused what was his destination, drive to it and drop him off. 

The bus passed through Exeter.   In those days towns in the West Country (apart from Plymouth) were small but dominated by a tall impressive Social Security Building.   National Health Service Consultants, even those such as Accused-dad whose worked for some public authority outside the NHS, were attached to some major hospital.   But they might also have beds at less prestigious minor hospitals within the region.   So The Accused first reported to the administrator of  the central Devon and Exeter Hospital in Plymouth.   The administrator told The Accused that doctors supposed that they were a rare and indespensible commodity.   They were too big for their boots.  “I can get any number of doctors”, he added, “They are ten a penny!”.   Possibly the Public School educated British graduates ignored the existence of  temporary registration and saw themselves as a rare commodity when compared with the total number of  medical appointments available (the majority of which, apart from those in psychiatry,  were in Public School hospitals).   Foreign doctors also were enticed with the propaganda, which they believed, that there was a great shortage of  doctors in the British NHS, that they were desperately needed and that they were performing a great service to Britain by volunteering.   The Accused however, as neither Public School nor Temporarily Registered, knew very well that doctors were ten a penny.   He said that he did.   But this was the first administrator who had let the cat out of  the bag in quite so aggressively unequivocal terms.

The consultant shortly arrived.  He had worked as a Consultant at Great Ormond Street, he said.   The consultant spoke somewhat obliquely but The Accused gathered that the consultant had found his colleagues at Great Ormond Street to be self-opinionated snobs, exemplars of  the better than thou brigade which the reader has encountered, and that their intellect, knowledge and competence did not match their self-estimates.   It was a bad move, suggested the consultant, to be attracted to centres of  status and reputation.   It might be eccentric, he suggested, for a Great Ormond Street consultant to retire to a backwater, but he felt that he had made the correct decision.   You should work where you are happiest, he opined.   It turned out that The Accused was to live and work at a separate childrens’ hospital, the Scott Hospital, which was more inclined towards infectious diseases, rather than on the central paediatric wards.   Despite the ease with which doctors could be recruited or by which the GMC could create doctors by a stroke of  the pen - and despite therefore their supply and demand market value of  zero - the administrator was right in suggesting that many doctors behaved as if  they were a rare commodity and in a position to dictate terms.   Resident doctors work in pairs and there was another doctor at the Scott Hospital.  Nothing has been discovered about him further than that he did not arrive back from holiday as previously arranged on the Monday on which The Accused commenced duties and that when he eventually did arrive he claimed to be perfectly justified in defaulting because there was a locum appointed (but not for his job).   This particular doctor may merely have been caught up into an innocent accident and error but such defaultive behaviour was so common that the overall evidence is of  a sizeable proportion of  doctors who considered themselves entitled to their salaries without attending to their duties and who presumably did not depend on their NHS appointments.

The Scott Hospital was reached via a park in whose cottages congregated the young artistic set of  Plymouth.   But The Accused was an excessively shy character and no matter how much they might follow him around he did not speak to them.   The Accused liked to explore and gather information about the places in which he worked or which he visited.  But it is not clear where The Accused might have been when returning to the hospital late at night when off duty.   The Accused liked to gather information about all the places he visited, but nothing happened in Plymouth.   Nothing happened inPlymouth.  Plymouth  is famous mainly for sailors.   But there were no sailors.  Not even Sir Francis Drake.   Agatha Christie supposedly lived somewhere in the vicinity - but he did not meet her either.  Or probably not.  Dartmoor and Exmoor were renowned for prisons, mental hospitals, criminals, hounds of  the Baskervilles and big cats - but in practice these moors were little more than big fields.   The author is not clear which adventures in the West Country took place when The Accused was competing in the British Boys’ Under Fifteen Chess Championship at Plymouth, which when he was working at the Scott Hospital and which when he was later in l973 competing in a chess tournament in Woollacombe.  At some point he made aquaintance with Lands End and the Lizard, famous tourist resorts which proved to be devoid of  tourists.   The locals complained that this region, formerly regarded as common land (even though owned by the Duke of  Devonshire, who lived at Chatsworth, near Derby)  was being taken over by well-known millionaires, access by locals was gradually being eroded and there would be fences and turnstiles in order to extract money out of  tourists. [Local talk was that the Duke of Devonshire wanted to be called the Duke of Derbyshire, because that was where he lived, but because somebody had already appropriated that title, settled on Devonshire because it began with a ‘d’ - but that the Duke nevertheless had Devon properties.  ‘Devon’ is said to be correct and ‘Devonshire’ a modern error created by the Duke, but the name ‘Devonshire’ nevertheless appears in the Domesday Book.  Robin Hood, Duke of Huntingdon in Devonshire, for instance, lived there].

The consultant intimated that The Accused could call him any time, but The Accused did not do so and fended for himself.   The Consultant however arrived towards the end of  The Accused’s stint.   “Is there anything I can do to help you?”, asked the consultant.   The Accused said not.  “I would like to help you.”, said the consultant, “I had problems like yours when I was your age”.   The Accused had heard much about these ‘problems like yours’ which many appeared to have encountered during their medical careers, but he was never able to discover what those problems were.   Did The Accused wish to carry on working in Plymouth?  The Accused said that he could not do so.   The reader has already become acquainted with a catalogue of  reasons.   The Accused also felt a responsibility to his chess club.   As matters stood, after the collapse of  the East Park Road scheme because of  the persecutions at Chestnut Grove, he felt the club could not survive without him and that it would be wrong to abandon it.   In that sense, The Accused sacrificed his career for an unviable and thankless cause.  The Accused has claimed that he would have continued working locums for longer than he did had he had the opportunity, but he also claims that while he was working at the Scott Hospital he handed in his P45 form to the administrator and that this was not returned (According to another version, the form was stolen during administrative room searches, which The Accused claims was a common occurrence in the NHS).   The administrator claimed never to have had it and used this as an excuse for imposing the ‘single man’s tax allowance’, a concept which NHS administrators had invented to justify removal of  a third of income before any other deductions, legal or creative, were imposed.    The Accused claimed that without a P45 form and with pay subjected to this ‘single man’s tax allowance’ he would no longer be paid a wage consistent with survival and that it was impossible for him to continue working.    The Accused did not prefer the East Midlands and his chess club to abandoning the East Midlands.   His homelands were desolate and offered no right to live to those born supposedly ‘not working class’ whereas London and South of  London were much more cheerful.   But duty was duty!

The Accused competed in the Major Open Tournament at the British Chess Federation’s congress at Eastbourne.  This was won, by a wide margin, by David Nunn - and the British Championship by Bill Hartston (which pleased The Accused).   The Accused arrived at Eastbourne by train.   At any rate, however he arrived, within two minutes of  his arrival he was sitting in the railway station cafe.   A  young man came to sit with him.  The Accused said that  he was playing in the chess congress commencing next day and  would probably be sleeping on the beach.   The youth said he had a blanket hidden on the beach.   The Accused could share it.   The Accused remarked that it was uneconomical to take a berth with a seaside landlady but it might be possible to rent a cheap room or flat.   The Accused might remain in Eastbourne or make it a permanent base.   It  might be easier to find work on the coast than in the East Midlands.   The youth replied that he was unaware of  any such accommodation.   During the summer season it was unlikely.   However, they  studied the postcard adverts in the shops.   There turned out to be a two pound a week room described as a ‘studio’.   The youth pointed out that if  The Accused hired it and then left Eastbourne, he, the youth, could then  live in it (and pay the rent).  The owner however at first made excuses.    So The Accused took his leave.   The owner called him back, suggesting that perhaps it might be possible to rent the room after all.   But The Accused, considering himself always inferior and reluctant to face the insults, did not respond to this or further invitations.    The Accused  therefore shared the youth’s blanket on the beach.  Or, since The Accused had brought a blanket of  his own, they shared blankets.   This enabled The Accused to rest in the afternoon, but then he pointed out that it was better to find some deserted building.  This was news to the  youth.   There were no such buildings, he said.   The Accused said he would find something and eventually discovered an abandoned  hosiery factory,  where they  stayed  throughout the further two weeks  The Accused remained in Eastbourne.   The ex-factory was stacked with boxes of  dry paper and/or textile materials.   The Accused wondered whether the building was insured.   This was a hot summer!   Hosiery companies had a habit of  going bankcrupt and hosiery factories had a habit of  becoming inflamed.

The Accused was in no hurry to leave Eastbourne, but then phoned up Mick Stokes and was given news which led him rapidly to depart back to Leicester.   His chess club faced a serious threat, he supposed, in the form of a proposal by Mick Broadhurst that it should move to the Manchester Hotel (in Leicester).

The Accused’s Highcross Chess Club and Mick Broadhurst’s Gambit Chess Club, supposedly now amalgamated into Fohunters, had differing origins.  The Accused had been administrator of the Wyggeston Grammar School Chess Club, with several hundred members, which was organised by the pupils,  not schoolmasters.  He had set his club as an independent entity in l957, as a section of  the Leicestershire Chess Club (against which the Wigson Mafia was waging a vendetta, which was to be transferred to The Accused’s club) when he was fourteen years old, organised by the members and without schoolteachers or older authority figures.  The club hived off as fully independent in l964 after disruption at the AGM of  the Leicestershire Chess Club which, according to the Accused, arose from infiltration by Bill Oakfield and the Wigston Mafia and alliance between the Mafia and the club’s naive inexperienced but dictatorial secretary, Roger Scowen, which resulted in a series of  resolutions unacceptable to the club’s members being supposedly passed by the meeting.  Mick Broadhurst (and Alan Edwards) had been pupils at the King Richard’s School, whose chess club was run by teachers, and their club, formed as ‘Cedars!’, which was organised by schoolmasters.  The Accused ‘s club was for the ‘classless’, those with limited opportunities of income and employment, particularly, when originally formed, pupils of state grammar schools.  These were selected ‘competitively’ not through efforts of parents (or not always so), proceeeded by their own efforts, were condemned as not typically working class and unable to overcome prejudices unless they had the benefits of parental influence and finance.  Intelligence or progress by own efforts was the most ferocious ground for discrimination.  The need to progress by own efforts rather than through acquisition passively of class characteristics, which can be described as ‘intelligence’, was common to all versions of classlessness.  All chess clubs were for the classless but Gambit members were more typically class or working class, with prospects of employment (perhaps, or for a while) and trained to be bossed around by authority figures.

The Highcross and Gambit clubs continued to have differences appropriate, repectively, to classless and class.  The Gambit club had a relatively low locally based and formally defined local membership which organised by leaders and came to supposedly democratic and binding decisions at general meetings under the guidance of  the leaders.  It had regularly used what was by Highcross standards expensive accommodation and had or had had high compulsory annual subscriptions as well as other considerable levies, such as room fees - levies charged during every club night to those who attended the clubnight.  Highcross had a much larger membership, which was ishmaelite and spread around the country.  There was no formal definition of membership though when subscriptions were levied these were low.  The club had always had free accommodation (or accommodation owned by the club itself) and usually had had access to its club premises several times a week or throughout the week.  It did not have formal club meetings in the sense that Gambit had them and when members gathered together, which was not necessarily on club premises, unless they were playing in matches, were unlikely to be playing each other at chess.  Decisions were made by unanimous agreement - but not through irreversible votes at general meetings and it was not possible for a majority or a group of  members or associates to impose on others whatever did not meet their agreement or coincide with their interests.  The Accused had never been in favour of a full amalgamation rather than confederation with Gambit.  One of  his fears had been that this would lead to the rich driving out the poor.  Class members always imposed on others what they supposed were their necessary standards or requirements and demanded also that the others contributed to the costs - so that the poor were obliged to subsidise the rich, though the rich always supposed that they subsidised the poor (or were the poor).   The Highcross club, a club whose members were for the most part unwaged, was forced to pay British Chess Federation capitation fees which were used to send the rich members of  the Wigston chess club on BCF training courses!  The Accused also supposed that members of social classes led mollicoddled lives and could not look after their finances.  They were so well off that they did not need to - and working class were expected to spend everything they had and more so that they would be in need of  the next week’s wage.  Therefore whatever subscriptions were collected by Gambit methods, The Accused supposed, would vanish and he would have to replace them.  The differences between the two traditions were to lead to eructations over subsequent years.

Highcross always formulated its plans and contingency plans years in advance.   Although members might know the plans or contingency plans in general terms, they left it to The Accused and it was at times necessary to maintain secrecy to avoid rivals pirating the plans.  Rival organisers tended to be much more anxious to implement The Accused’s proposals than his own club which, until the time came, was apt not to take them very seriously.  Foxhunters, meeting at Naylor’s chess club, had been supposedly an amalgamation between Highcross and Gambit, though The Accused had been under the impression that the Gambit contingent had been reduced to two or three people and was effectively defunct.  Cyril Naylor was finding that he had insufficient finance to maintain his club which, it appears, he rented or which was mortgaged, rather than it being owned outright.  It was therefore to be expected that the club would be meeting elsewhere in the l973-4 season.  The Accused had made inquiries and had negotiated terms with the Secular Society under which the club, if it so chose, could meet at the Secular Hall in the city centre.  However The Accused had learnt that it was not practicable to organise the next season in detail before September and intended to return to Leicester in time for the Atkins Chess Tournament, at which arrangement for the forthcoming season would commence.  The Accused would explore possibilities and arrange accommodation, he supposed, during the forthcoming week and would accept the offer from the Secular Society if nothing better materialised.

The Accused was however informed by Mick Stokes, on the phone, that Mick Broadhurst had hatched a proposal for the club to move to Manchester Hotel.  This was a public house three miles from the city centre which was not convenient for those arriving in the city by train or bus and which would require several changes if  members or visitors living in other parts of the city.  The club was to meet once a week in the bar, for which a rent would be charged.  The money was to be raised by ‘room fees’ imposed upon those attending meetings.  Other expenses and the BCF capitation fees were to be met by Mick Stokes’ lottery and by subscriptions which were by Highcross standards astronomical.  Mick Broadhurst intended to organise a meeting at which his proposals would be ratified.  The Accused was alarmed at these developments.  He had not realised that Mick Broadhurst was involved in the club organisation.  He reminded Mick Stokes that there was a plan to move to the Secular Hall.  Mick Stokes turned out to have supposed that The Accused had not intended this proposal seriously - because the Secular Society would charge a rent.  The club had never paid a rent and the scheme seemed uneconomical.  He had therefore maintained insufficient secrecy, the Leicester Chess Club had found out about it and had now arranged to meet at the Secular Hall - paying a considerably higher rent than that negotiated by The Accused.

This did not please The Accused at all.  He regarded himself and Highcross to be the legitimate members of  the Leicestershire, now Leicester, club.  This had been taken over by interlopers who had bought a year’s membership and the right thereby supposedly to vote to strip the club of its assets (and its name).  There had been a case in the High Court in the nineteenth century brought by the Athenaeum Club in which it proved to be illegal for outsiders to buy themselves in in this way and strip assets.  The longstanding members retained their voice irrespective of whether they had paid or been allowed to pay current subscriptions.  The Leicestershire Club (as opposed to Wigston) had also been a club for the classless and class members had exerted their social superiority, as they always did, to steal what belonged to and had been created by the efforts of others.  The carpetbaggers, in The Accused’s view, were incapable of organising anything and he should be asked to return to organise the Leicester(shire) club.  Mick Stokes had now allowed these interlopers to discover and steal the Accused’s plans, contrived by his own efforts, and the illegitimate Leicester Club was not only thereby rescued from certain demise but put into a position to grow into a considerable force.  In the long run, this was not in the interest of chess in the city.  They had already chosen to pay too high a rent and if  they were allowed to dominate the scene it would never be possible to set up an economically financed centre for chess in the city and there would eventually be no chess clubs in the city at all (as the readers know, was to be the case in the year 2003).  It is true that the club would have run at a loss at the Secular Hall, though not at as great a loss that the Manchester Hotel scheme promised.  The accomodation was small, remote, cost money and was for one night only a week.  It would be impossible to maintain a sufficient membership to keep subcriptions down to acceptable levels.  The Secular Hall scheme at least would provide a basis for keeping the club viable until it could again acquire its own premises.  Even now it was better for the club to meet at the Secular Hall, paying the new rent, at a different club night to Leicester (whose secretary, John Oliver, he soon discovered, had no objection to this).   

The Accused returned immediately and met Mick Stokes later outside Peter Cheyney’s clothes shop in Leicester’s city centre.  But he was now informed that Mick Broadhurst’s meeting was not scheduled, as Mick Stokes had apparently earlier in the day supposed, for some future date but had already taken place - and Mr Broadhurst had already decided to move to the Manchester Hotel.  Mick Broadhurst was to say in later years that there was no ground for The Accused’s whining.  The Accused had simply ‘vanished’  without explanation and it had proved impossible to contact him.  The Accused claims (but is this true?) that Mick Stokes always knew where The Accused was to be located.

It was likely that Mick Broadhurst and The Accused’s differing traditions in club organisation were to lead to clashes.  The Accused had set up his club as a substitute to an extended family.  The Accused had no brothers or sisters and no relatives in Britain other than his parents.  His father was ruled by his mother and he inevitably was also tyrannised by his mother but, in his career, obstructed and undermined rather than given support.  Had there been an extended family it is unlikely that he would have been defenceless against his mother being manipulated in this way by the outside threats and prejudices.  Other relatives would have divulged the facts.  The club was intended as a peer structure for classless scientists and mathematicians such as himself, people who needed to band together to construct some means of survival.  The Accused’s clubs - the Wyggeston school club and the Highcross club - had been large clubs - by a large margin, the largest chess clubs in the country.  The Accused calculated in terms of  the mathematics of  large numbers.  He did not say to himself ‘such and such a player will leave next season’ or ‘such and such a person will/might join’ but rather saw envisaged a continuous flux and knew exactly in advance how many new players could or would be recruited.  He also claimed to know exactly what level of subcription maximised income or membership or at what level subscriptions became so high that they diminished both membership and income.  Mick Broadhurst would claim that there existed no way of making such predictions into the future whereas The Accused claimed he knew exactly. The Highcross club had differed from others in recruiting directly from the classless section of the population - for whom no other club catered - and in never recruiting from other clubs, relying on its own internal training to produce adequate players for the upper boards rather than, as other clubs did, recruiting from the existing pool of stronger players.  Mick Broadhurst supposed this was really an elitism, as he saw it, an intellectual elitism in which upper board players were subsidised by the rest of the membership.

But as far as historians are concerned, the move to the Manchester Hotel, the contraction of  the club and its adoption of a nature more akin to Gambit was what in l973 happened (though there were to be further changes).  The Accused’s concept had perhaps become unrealistic.  The club members of the l950s and l960s had been scattered apart.  The club no longer had its sources of recruitment which it had had in the l950s and early l960s.  It no longer recruited, as formerly, new members at Leicester’s junior chess congress held at Easter.  The competitive educational system and the grammar schools no longer existed.  They had proved a failure (since there were no opportunities for victims without sufficient parental support and influence to overcome resistance and prejudice).  There were no school chess clubs.  It was becoming economically unviable to operate any classless structure.  The existing structure, dependent on large membership and independence from the local chess organisation dominated by the hostile Wigston Mafia, had broken down.  The Accused’s method, as Mick Broadhurst suspected, might also have been prone to paracitism, of those unwilling to contribute taking advantage of those who did - and this may have resulted from changes in the nature of society between l957 and l973.

The Accused had a theory that his British Chess Federation Grading was an underestimate.   He felt that the Leicester grading officer Neil Beasley was conducting a vendetta and including twice results during tournaments in the summer where he traditionally registered a poor performance (in particular the British Chess Federation tournament which could be regarded as at the end of one season or at the beginning of the next).  Neil Beasley suggested (correctly) that he did not receive The Accused’s full results (Most of  his games were played in other counties).  The Accused obtained a grading of  l96 during the l971-2 season, but then in l972 was graded l46, which he reckoned to be impossible.   His results were not bad and according to the grading regulations no opponent can be considered to have a grading more than forty points lower than the player being graded.   Neal Beasley used a formula which was said to be equivalent to the official computation, and involved regular (unpublished updates or reestimates of  grading) which The Accused considered to be invalid.  The Accused had devised a rapid method of  performing the official computation which made an approximation method unnecessary.   The Accused however discovered in later years that his name was put down on teamsheets in matches of  the Foxhunters Club and others about which he had not been informed or in which he had never said he would play and he was accredited with a loss (which was graded) instead of  a default (which avoided default points for The Accused’s team and enhanced the grading of  the opponent.  Team secretaries regularly chose to overlook such errors when signing scoresheets.Roger Scowen in the l950s would write on scoresheets C.E. Strein (C’est rien) when a player failed to appear and C.E.Strein ended up with a respectable grading, despite his zero per cent score.  Possibly he sometimes drew a game with N.E.Mo.  An unknown player was usually assumed to have a grading of  100, though possibly a higher figure could be used on the basis of  teams being ordered in playing strength.). 

The Accused met Lucy and Freddy again at Mario’s Restaurant, some months after their first meeting.   The Accused returned with them to their house on King’s Meadow Road.  A lorry carrying a tank (that is, an armoured vehicle with caterpillar propulsion) rolled past.   At the end of  King’s Meadow Road was sited the factory which appeared on its notepaper as ‘Royal Ordnance Factory, Chilwell’ (Chilwell is several miles away from the factory).   It turned out that an eighteen year old lad, Dan Buster, was being accommodated on a settee downstairs.   It is not known whether Dan was a relative of  Lucy.   His mother had died of  cancer in his childhood, for which he blamed his father who, he said, had cruelly maltreated her.   It was not unsual for young lads to report that their fathers had or did malreat their mothers.   He had then been brought up in a childrens’ home.   Childrens’ Home boys were expelled at the age of  eighteen and were apt to find themselves without the strandard working class opportunities.   These boys then commonly found themselves in Borstals (prisons for teenagers) or even prisons.   This had happened to Dan.   On his emergence from North Sea Camp the probation department had asked Lucy to provide Dan with accommodation.

The Accused was invited to join Lucy, Frankie, Lucy’s friend Tony and Franky’s eighteen year old beauteous lady friend  Hebe on a bed on which they were relaxing.   This was was perhaps a plot by Lucy to distract Hebe’s attention from Franky.   The Accused however did not feel certain he knew how he was expected to react.  He did not suppose that this attractive young lady would have the slightest inclination to be distracted in The Accused’s direction.   He may therefore have been negligently unappreciative.   The Accused retired downstairs and chatted with Dan.   But then the beauteous Hebe arrived down the stairs in bra and panties.   She asked The Accused whether he wanted a cup of  tea.  The Accused feared that by setting eyes upon the beauteous Hebe, with whom he had little acquaintance, within her bras and panties, he might be deemed guilty of  enjoying a physical attraction.  He had no reason to conclude unquivocably that such presumed guilt on his part would be welcome to Hebe or anyone else.   He also supposed that it might be rude of  him suddenly to abandon his conversation with Dan to drink tea with Miss Hebe.  He was too confused to realise that he should ignore the bra and panties and simply answer that he and Dan would be delighted to participate in a cup of  tea.    Miss Hebe vanished but then reappeared again down the strairs suggesting that The Accused join her for tea in the attic.  The Accused, weighing the odds, concluded it was more civil to accede with this request.  But then found himself seated in said attic very nervously.   Franky he felt might find his presence in the attic compromising.   He could desert Dan Buster and make his excuses to him later.  So The Accused repaired to the attic.  Miss Hebe claimed that Franky was occupied with Lucy and was not going to put in an appearance.   The Accused was not aware that this was a fact.  The Accused chattered nervously and shortly retreated back down the stairs.   It is possible that The Accused in this was amiss and culpably unappreciative.   He was to suppose so himself in future years.  He however supposed that Miss Hebe was too beauteous (and youthful) to have any desire for his company, that Franky might not approve of  conversation in the attic and he had read in a book that prolonged conversations in attics might lead to consequences that were inconsistent with his socio-economic status.   The Accused was lamentably ignorant.

Dan Buster related that he his delinquency had included or had commenced with his (together with friends) finding an unguarded escavating machine amongst building works in the Broad Marsh Centre.  He had caused great havoc by driving this machine around.   Either he was not caught or no acton was taken.  His recent custodial sentence however arose from his being interviewed with a view to being offered a job by a Mr Patel, the owner of  La Fabriq, a small hosiery factory on Ilkeston Road.   While the Dan was being interviewed,  Mr Patel opened the drawer of  a table and this proved to be his money store.   After the interview, instead of  departing, Dan had hidden in the building.   He waited until Mr Patel had left the building.  There happened to be a screwdriver lying on the table.   Dan used this to prise open the drawer and made off with the money inside.   However there was a camera in the room.   Dan was identified, arrested and sentenced for the theft of  the seven hundred and fifty pounds he had stolen.   [The equivalent of  two years’ social security payments].

How did Dan know there was a camera?   Had he seen any photographs?  Had the police just told him this to extract a confession?  Had he counted the money?  How much was there?  It was seven hundred and fifty pounds!...very definitely so.   But had he actually counted it, did he know the sum was seven hundred and fifty pounds before he was told it was so after he had been arrested?  ...No, he had not actually counted it.   How long had the money lasted and what had it been spent on?  It had lasted a couple of  days.   He had bought a motor bike for two hundred pounds and some clothes and had given some to friends.  When it was all added up, it did not seem to come to seven hundred and fifty pounds.... 

The Accused would be beset by a quixotic irritation at stories that did not make sense.   Had it occurred to Dan that he might have been shown the location of  the money deliberately, that he had deliberately been given the opportunity to hide in the buiding and that the screwdriver was uncommonly convenient?  This had not occurred to him.   What were the chances of  a childrens’ home boy being offered a job?   Mr Patel was a philanthropist,  Dan suggested.   Dan was not offered the job - or did not accept it because his friends would boast of  enormous (imaginary) incomes which he had come to suppose were the norm and expectation.   On the other hand, The Accused suggested, Dan was doing an ill-service to himself and his friends by victimising philanthropists.   Even with seven hundred and fifty pounds, even without being Found Out, this would have been a transaction in which, from his point of view, he lost more than he gained.  A Patel was for life, not just for Christmas.  Nevertheless, surely, everyone knew that childrens’ home boys were apt to be thieves.   Mr Patel would have known, surely, that he was.  Dan had acted exactly as it might have been predicted he would act.  The Accused did not approve of  thieving and crime.  People had to be able to rely on and trust one another.  However, it was a rule of survival never to do what was obvious or set up.   For all he knew Mr Patel might have been setting up an insurance fiddle.

It turned out that there were two more Dans, friends of  Dan Buster - Blonde Dan and Divvy Dan - the same age as Dan Buster and also brought up in childrens’ homes, who might at times be found sleeping on Lucy’s settees or floor.   The Accused was walking with these three down Wilford Lane towards Kings Meadow Road when they were stopped by a policeman.   The policeman asked Blonde Dan his name, then Divvy Dan and then Dan Buster and going round in a circle, then asked Blonde Dan again - and Blonde Dan, through a lapse of  concentration, gave a different name than he had given first round.   Then it suddenly occurred to the policeman that had had recorded four names but there were only three Dans.   The policeman tried to sort this out only for greater confusion and greater numbers of  Dans to be generated.   Eventually, however, the number was reduced to three.   What were their criminal records, asked the policeman.   So they told him.   The policeman then checked on this on his mobile phone.   Policemen in those days already had them.   He then declared that Blonde John could not be Blonde John because Blonde John in addition to the compulsory convictions for burglary had a conviction for indecent assault.   This sounded to The Accused as an inappropriate charge to land on a teenager but it turned out that such charges were commonly inflicted on young boys in or from childrens’ homes.   On another occasion The Accused was walking in the same place and in the same direction with the same three youths and also with Franky.   Franky suggested that Dan Buster run a race over some two hundred yards with The Accused.   Franky was aware of  The Accused’s running speed but Dan was not (and The Accused was lightly dressed, whereas Dan was wearing boots).   The obvious expectation was that Dan, a fit youth, would win easily against the inoffensive looking bespectacled and supposedly feminesque Accused.   The outcome was so inevitable, thought Dan, that he declined.   The two other Dans also supposed that The Accused did not have a chance.  But Franky insisted.   The Accused ran at what he supposed was a moderate speed, no more than necessary to keep up with Dan, who however confessed exhaustion and defeat before a hundred yards had been completed. 

Those who claim state benefits find themselves severly impoverished when those living under their roof claim to be paying a rent.   This is because the amount of  the rent is deducted from the householder’s payments by the DHSS and is then paid to the lodger instead - and the lodger keeps it for himself.   It may also damage a householder financially when a lodger claims to pay a rent or even does pay a rent when the householder is  not claiming state benefits.   Lucy differed from The Accused in that her word was obeyed.  Partly this was because she was a woman.  Males commonly accepted women as authority figures but in their own world of  men recognised only authority enforced by physical strength (though The Accused did enjoy a degree of  immunity to this rule).   Settee-lodgers habitually claimed to be paying rents.   Social security claimants regarded this means of  supplementing an income as their right and may not fully have appreciated the troubles they caused the owner of  the premises.   Whenever Lucy discovered that a youth was claiming to be paying her a rent she would immediately evict him.   The eviction might not be for long..but during the period when it was in force the youth would be banished to The Accused’s room at Wellington Square.   The Accused was not aware of  anyone ever claiming to be paying him a rent at Wellington Square but he was not claiming state benefits and was in no danger of  paying insufficient tax!

[Who pays the rent in a male household depends on the bullying status of  the participants.  Where the landlord is the more powerful bully, the tenant pays the rent to the landlord but does not claim it from the DHSS - and the landlord may tell the victim how to acquire the necessary money.]

Dan Buster was the Dan who most frequently stayed with The Accused and, indeed, he was eventually virtually a permanent fixture.   Ex-childrens’ home youths were regularly compulsive thieves, stealing sometimes apparantly for the sake of  it rather than to some purpose.   The Dan’s explained that in a childrens’ home there was no concept of  property.   Whatever they might have would be stolen.  It seemed to The Accused also that the hardship caused by theft was in a childrens’ hospital concealed.  The children were not allowed to be deprived and whatever was stolen was replaced - whereas in a family, theft leads to a hardship which cannot be immediately remedied.  The consequences of theft are therefore more likely to be obvious and to breed morality or dissuade a thief from further thefts.   

So Dan Buster on his first visit rewarded The Accused’s generosity by stealing The Accused’s briefcase-sized and shaped transistor radio cum record- player.   The Accused walked over to Canning Circus Police Station, with Judd, to report this.   Girls would follow Judd in the street yelling “David Bowie!  David Bowie!”.  But the police appeared to have no objection to David Bowie.   They offered him a job wielding a typewriter, trying reports (but did not ask The Accused).   Typing, they said,  was the bane of  their existence.  Judd said he might - but as it happens did not follow it up.   The Accused related in passing the story of  Dan and La Fabriq - pointing out that Dan might have been naive.   Criminals embellished their deeds.  Seven hundred and fifty pounds was carried greater kudos than three hundred.  The Accused was later told that the police had, on the basis of  what The Accused had said, investigated the possibility of  the theft being a set-up and found no evidence of  it.   The Accused had misled them.   It is not clear how or what they had investigated but The Accused had not supposed that Mr Patel had set up Dan and had not expected any investigation (and, particularly so, not without his knowledge).

However, when Dan heard that the police had been informed, the radio turned out merely to have been borrowed.   The Accused, for fear of  theft, also deposit some documents in a suitcase in the left-luggage office at Broad Marsh Bus Station.   This inconvenient location resulted eventually in The Accused overstepping the time limit for acceptance of  the government’s takeover bid for British Leyland and his remaining one of  the few minority shareholders.   The government’s offer of one pound a share was paltry but a higher price than The Accused had paid for them.  But without the prospect of  the remaining shares being bought by the government the price was likely to become lower (and did so awhile).   The government originally refused to purchase The Accused’s shares despite his claiming that they were legally obliged to do so and that it was unreasonable to impose a time limit - though the government did some years later impose  compulsory purchase onto the outstanding shares at the same price (which meant that any potential interest on the cash equivalent had been lost during the interim).

Since the l980s it has been financially profitable for former childrens’ homes inmates to claim that they have masturbated or been masturbated by childrens’ home wardens or priests.   To have been on one occasion allegedly masturbated a priest or to have seen his erect penis is worth a quarter of  a million pounds whereas other forms of  abuse chronically endured (as for instance suffered by The Accused) and more unequivocably traumatic are worth nothing.   The Accused’s young protectees made no such claims affecting childrens’ officers but he was sufficiently trusted for information to be shared which was not habitually revealed to outsiders.   Blonde Dave asserted that in childrens’ homes younger boys were invariably buggerated by older boys - in hierarchical order according to age.  A younger boy could avoid being chronically buggerated by everyone else only by being patronised and protected by some older boy who however thereby earned a monopoly of  buggeration.   Buggeration was not necessarily unequivocably welcomed.   This was why so frequently it was the youngest member of  a street gang who was the most violent and unpleasant.   He was trying to convert the status of  buggeree into the status of  bugger.

Although no mention was made of  any demands or favours on the part of  the childrens’ hospital staff, these boys and also most of  the other ex-childrens’ home boys The Accused was to encounter in Nottingham did say that they were usually expected to render favours to the men who were prepared to offer them accommodation.   The Accused was the only man they had ever met, they would say, who offered shelter without asking for payment in return.   The picture of  the world which was imparted to The Accused was not one which generated delight.   The men who extolled these demands appeared to be what were known as heterosexuals, imbued with an alcoholic form of  sexuality with no connection with love, affection or pleasure, tough guys who would never be accused or suspected and whom nobody would dare to accuse or suspect. Only victims were accused or suspected. 

The reader has become acquainted with facts relating to The Accused’s appointments at Carlton Hayes and Chestnut Grove, the assassinations perpetrated by Dr Alami at Alder Hey Hospital and the recruitment of  doctors for hospitals on the closure list which might provide a considerable motivation for the gerontocracy to cover up facts and to discredit The Accused.   For this reason, The Accused’s medical career might be expected to be doomed, though to evade compensation claims this was unlikely to become overtly obvious within a year from his departure from Chestnut Grove.   But the excused would not have been exposed to this had he not been classless, neither working class nor Public School (or neither Public School nor financed by his parents).   He was believed to be the only classless British medical graduate and he alone amongst British graduates had an early career in closure list hospitals rather than teaching hospital circuits.   But there were other persecutions, also resulting from his being classless, which could be taken to be prejudice against the classless or  delusions or accusations habitually levelled by the Public School against the classless.

It is not known fully to history what influence Mr Ernest, the retired surgeon who was working a locum at the Herts and Essex Hospital might have had.   Mr Ernest espoused a concept of  ‘sickness’.   Sickness was neither bodily nor mental infirmity.  Mr Ernest was reputed to be a Born Again Christian and leader of  ‘The Christians’ on the General Medical Council who were regarded as conducting vendettas against people of  either gender or all genders whom they accused of  having contact with the penis of  some environmental person.   However, this concept of  ‘sickness’ has its origin in the pre-l940 psychiatric degneracy theory which is represented as a form of  eugenics but is actually the condemnation of  those who are not born with some stereotyped means of  survival within parental social class.   This obsession with degeneracy commonly arose as the Prep School Syndrome (or ‘moron abuse’) of  the Military Officer Class in which all fear the Accusation by Woman (of  interest in environmental penes) which is also a self-accusation and passed down hierarchy, every hierarch accusing and buggerating the person next below in hierarchy.

The Assassinations committed by Dr Alami at Alder Hey might have discredited the gerontocracy through exposing their recruitment of deliberate preference for and appointment of  bogus doctors.   However the invented a story that Alami was mentally ill, suffering from ‘paranoid schizophrenia’.   Instead of  being the hunted, the gerontocracy became the hunters and were able to use their psychiatric kangaroo procedures to persecute those who did not have the preferred social class and family background.   Posterity records the leader of  the witchhunt as being Sir Denis Q Basher Hill, the longest standing member of  the General Medical Council and also Chairman of  a committee of  the right thinking (as is the term used by Eugenicists) at the British Medical Association.   Sir Denis Q Basher Hill was supposedly the ‘representative of  the medical profession’ on the Merisson Committee which was set up to ordain means of  repetition of  Alami incidents.   This eventually led to the l978 Medical Act and the setting up the GMC’s so-called Health Section, a centralised Psychiatric Kangaroo Court, outside and above the law under the absolute dictatorship of  Basher Hill.   The languague used by Basher Hill on this committee is highly suggestive of  Prep School Syndrome and uses the terminology ‘sickness’ for the supposed affliction of  Hill’s intended victims.   This is still used by the GMC’s Health Section together with other Neodarwinist or Degeneracy Theory terms such as ‘unfit to practice’.   This promotion of  a GMC (and gerontocracy) with enhanced powers was however also accompanied by the promotion of  means of financing this GMC, or its lawyers..the Annual Retention Fee.   The gerontocracy’s proposals were universally opposed by the medical profession - but the NHS is an employment monopoly and the GMC could turn anyone into a doctor by producing a temporary registration certificate.   Those who openly opposed were ruthlessly persecuted.  So few dared do so!   The venom was directed mainly against members of  the Junior Hospital Doctors’ Association, who were given a platform by the journal World Medicine,whose editor was not an NHS employee.

However, despite being espied by Herr Hexen Jager (Mr Ernest), The Accused was appointed for two weeks locum registrar in Casualty at Liverpool’s Myrtle Street Childrens’  Hospital.   Liverpool, according to Mick Stokes, who was a Roman Catholic with an Irish mother, was the capital of  Ireland.  Liverpool proved to be devastated by unemployment - with everywhere derelict and abandoned buildings (including the Cavern Club, once popularised by the Beatles).   The economic collapse of  Liverpool was obvious to The Accused as soon as he set foot - as it would have been to anyone else.   The extent of  the devastation, however, was not many years realised by the rest of  the country.   The local council’s efforts to raise money inevitably met difficulties with the result that the local Labour Party was to be derided by Labour Party leader Neil Kinnock.  Local M.P.s were pilloried as dangerous left wingers and local councillors expelled from the party.   These, as might be expected, were on the left wing of  the party, but this did not diminish the practicalities they faced.

The Accused exchanged a few words concerning the affairs of  Liverpool with a long-haired, blonde-haired blue-eyed youth he met in the station after disembarking from the train.   The Accused was always anxious to glean knowledge of  the places he visited.  So he accompanied the youth to resume the discussion at the nearby museum  The Accused then embarked upon locating Myrtle Street Hospital.   The Accused formed the impression that Liverpudlians habitually leaned by thirty degrees or more to one side as they walked.   The Accused would ask pedestrians the way to such and such a street.   He would probably have taken little notice anyway, but  supposed he might as well solicit an opinion.  He intended the person accosted either to give directions briefly or to admit ignorance.  But what invariably happened is that the pedestrian hooked in the next pedestrian who passed by, asking, with an Irish accent: “Do you know the way to Suchandsuch Street?”.   Then that pedestrian recruited the next pedestrian (Pedestrians were commonplace in Liverpool), asking, in an Irish accent: “Do you know the way to Suchandsuch street?”.   This would continue until a great crowd had gathered, all pondering over this ponderous question.  Eventually one of  them would announce: “Suchandsuch Street is two hundred yards up the road.   You can’t miss it!”.   Then the gathering would dissolve.   Then The Accused would look upwards and see the street sign: “Suchandsuch Street”.   On the way The Accused made a telephone call and mislaid thirty pounds in the kiosk - as much as he expected to earn over the two weeks!

Although The Accused had the title ‘registrar’ his job was Casualty Officer, as it had been at Nottingham with an SHO title.   The most  obvious difference between registrars and housemen is that nurses chase after registrars - but this was not evident at Myrtle Street, perhaps because they was nobody around to chase registrars or because nobody knew that The Accused was a registrar.   The Accused was not overworked at Myrtle Street.   The turnover at the Casualty Department was meagre when compared with Nottingham (and The Accused also recalls no official duties on any other surgical or medical firm, though The Author is of  the opinion that they existed but that The Accused does not remember).  However,  the nurses were also in the habit of  dealing with patients themselves, ignoring the doctor, palming off on him only the least serious cases.   Perhaps this was fortunate in that the cases at Liverpool differed from those at Nottingham (and from those of  other hospitals at which The Accused had worked) and there existed no colleagues whom The Accused could consult.   Neither were the nurses highly communicative, nor did they appreciate The Accused’s methods or take note of  any explanation.   They found it incomprehensible that he spoke to patients rather than parents, particularly when the patient was too young to reply.   They also believed that male children (only male children visited the department) should be afflicted with scars.   The Accused felt at times that there was an embarrassing absence of  work,  that he was not doing anything when on duty.   It is not known whether this was the privilege of The Accused or whether all Paediatric Casualty Officers in Liverpool had this experience or whether Casualty Officers were traditionally so incompetent that nurses had learned to do without them or supposed they were decorations or had to act a role without any therapeutic function.   

The sun shone brightly during the day. So The Accused, when off duty, wandered out, as was his custom, wearing only shorts and plimsolls.   A medical consultant insisted that The Accused was a friend of  Janie Jones,  a lady who had befriended members of  the Conservative Party, and considered this apparantly a serious mental illness, though The Accused was not aware of  any acquaintance with the lady.  It cannot be proved, however, that he had never met her.   After The Accused had completed his locum he participated in a weekend congress at Kirby, a suburb of  Liverpool which was to figure in a popular television soap opera, complete with the lawn on which The Accused slept during the nights.   It is believed The Accused had an enjoyable time but did not register a scintillating performance.

Amongst The Accused’s intended projects was to write a textbook of  antipsychiatry.   Since he expected to hammer the psychiatric faith in electroconvulsive therapy he felt that this ambition had to be kept secret.  Those who threatened electroconvulsive therapy risked being ECT’d.   However, he felt that his room at Wellington Square was not big enough.  He needed office space for his files and papers.   He did toy with the idea of  getting a bigger flat.   The Accused did inspect a nearby larger room complete with a large double bed which the Indian landlady indicated he was at liberty to share with a friend.   She herself went to work, she explained, but The Accused would be attended by and served cups of  tea by her young schoolgirl daughter, who looked as if  she had at least another four years to serve at school and was standing by her mother grinning and throwing admiring glances.   The sophisticated - and The Accused was not sophisticated - might diagnose that the little girl was adopting this role in proxy for the mother.   The Accused might have felt less alarmed had he diagnosed this.   But the rent was also five pounds a week.  It occured to The Accused that five pounds a week represented capital of  five thousand pounds, that it was cheaper to buy a house - and a house would have more rooms and offices.
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