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The Accused had found himself forced to appeal to the Ministry of Health and Trent Regional Hospital Board (on behalf of a consultant) to help him deal with alleged criminality at Carlton Hayes Psychiatric Hospital, near Leicester.  It turned out, however, that there had been a two tier National Health Service, with the more favoured hospitals manned by and for the more favoured social classes with others, on the ‘closure list’, manned by staff which in the view of the gerontocracy belonged to the inferior or degenerate classes, the events within which hospitals were hidden from the public.  It was very easy to discredit, deport or psychiatrise the staff of  such hospitals, should they threaten to blow whistles, and the plan had been that these hospitals one day would vanish, the staff would also vanish without trace and the public would never Find Out.  According to the evidence presented, the government or gerontocracy engineered a major conspiracy to make it appear that the defects of  these hospitals were to be blamed on innocent staff, with the gerontocrats who were really responsible sitting as judges in secret kangaroo courts in which the victims were falsely condemned as suffering from mental disorders.   The disasters caused by the gerontocrats became the way of strengthening instead of weaking their position.  So The Accused found himself victimised at his next appointment, in the same region, at Nottingham Childrens’ Hospital (which was shortly to be closed and replaced with a more noble department at a new hospital).

The medical profession and NHS was a law unto itself.  Medics who had qualified in England had a Public School or Military Officer Class tradition in which sons followed the footsteps of fathers and in which, if victimisation of the son proved ineffective, the parents were threatened.  Since Accused-dad was of foreign origin the Accused’s parents were exceptionally vulnerable.  The Accused found himself threatened with psychiatry because he had supposedly ‘criticised the hospital’ and, according to Accused-mum’s own account, she was herself threatened and reduced to a psychosis.  In medical circles The Mother is the supreme authority and can therefore be used by the gerontocracy as their instrument.  The Accused found it necessary to abandon his work in Nottingham and, fearing that his mother would be used to effect his capture and psychiatrisation was forced to go into hiding and also to sell his home, 299 East Park Road (which was jointly owned with vetinary surgeon John Vivian).

In monetary terms, perhaps, The Accused made a profit on 299 East Park Road, but in actual terms the sale was at below current market value and in a market in which, at any rate in Leicester, prices were sharply rising on account of immigration and were to rise also because of market-rigging by government policy and the free availability of mortgages to those earning incomes.  The Accused, with no prospects, refused income throughout his life and under no illusions that the future would be any different, could not afford rented accommodation (because he had no long-term security and because rented accommodation was then significantly more expensive (taking a rent of £1 a week as equivalent to capital expenditure of £1000).  Not only was The Accused thus deprived of  his home but his chess club was without economically viable premises and indeed it seemed likely that in future years no chess club at all would have the necessary resources to meet in the city of Leicester.  Housing in Nottingham, with less immigration, appeared to be cheaper than in Leicester, even to the degree that it was cheaper to live in Nottingham and to commute to Leicester.  The Accused in l973 hired an attic room in a Nottingham tenament, 7 Wellington Square, but found it insufficiently large to accommodate the papers and books required for his various projects - and it was not economical to move into larger rented premises as opposed to buying a cheap house.

The housing market was affected by various exigencies not evident to the public, which will be discussed in future chapters, such as the vast purchases by local councils of  private housing in l974 supposedly to save private builders from a slump and threatened bankcruptcy.  It was however well known, at least to the Accused, whose mother was an expert on Public Administration that the policies of  the l957 Housing Act (or supposedly so) were to be replaced by those of  the l974 Housing Act, originally formulated by the Tory Government but passed by the l974 Labour administration without opposition.  The history of government Housing Policy will be discussed in greater detail in future chapters but it is here relevent that the old policy was one of mass confiscation and demolition of excellent inner city housing stock which would today fetch high prices.  All houses, such as remained, which had been constructed in the l880s housing boom (according to historians, by Irish labour no longer required for the railways), were under threat.  Subsequent studies by The Accused revealed that if a house supposedly had a missing tile the council could do no more than ask the owner or tenant to replace it, that it was not permissible to declare a house ‘unfit for habitation’ and demolish it when it was not unfit for habitation and that even if it was the owner or occupier was to be given the option of effecting repairs.  Similarly it was not permissible to confiscate without compensation.  However, public authorities have the means to employ lawyers and victims do not and, accordingly the law and tradition became perverted and councils confiscated these houses en masse without paying compensation.  The real motivation behind l957 policy was to get rid of the inner cities populations, scatter them and break up their communities.  The l974 policy,or nominally so, was to preserve the housing and communities and for the government to subsidise improvements in the houses, the communities and in employment prospects.

It was evident already in l973 therefore that some houses already condemned under l957 Act clearance schemes would not be pulled down after all and also that if an inner city dwelling was not currently under Compulsory Purchase Order it was unlikely ever to be so.  It was not a great surprise, as some have suggested, that there was going to be a great inflation in house prices.  It was obvious.  Also, the prices of  these particular houses were likely to arise above prices that were determined by the threat of the l957 Housing Act.  Such as The Accused were therefore under pressure to buy somewhere to live before it was too late.  Events were to prove that Leicester was to adopt a more unequivocably l974 policy than Nottingham.  The Accused suggested to John Vivian that the chess club obtain premises in the Braunstone Gate region of Leicester where houses currently under l957 Act CPO were available for a nominal price.  Such houses were bought and sold because traditionally when a CPO was declared the houses were not demolished for at least another ten years.  The price charged for those not currently under CPO was not much greater.  On the other hand, there was danger of recurrence of  problems that had surfaced at East Park Road,  The Accused could not afford to take risks and John Vivian pointed out that those which from the Accused’s point of view were the most reasonably priced, at two or three hundred pounds, were not aesthetically impressive structures and not necessarily adequate for the purpose.  For this reason it also seemed unlikely that the existing CPOs on these houses would be rescinded - so that there would be demolition without compensation within an unknown number of years and a need for further replacement.  The Accused had also perhaps under a mistaken impression that if such premises were to be required there was no urgency.  The CPOs on these houses in fact were abandoned and they were eventually to change hands for high prices - but they were then demolished to make way for new roads (though in such circumstances compensation is paid).    

The Accused’s own investigations suggested that it was for his own purposes cheaper to buy a house in Nottingham and to commute than to buy a house in Leicester.  He accordingly inspected hundreds of  inner cities premises in Nottingham as they came onto the market.  They all had defects except 9 Harley Street, which by the standards of  the time was small, though the largest house on the road and large by present day standards.   9 Harley Street was advertised as having a bath (council bath - two hundred yards down the road).  This was convenient to The Accused who needed available space for other purposes and could not afford the heating required to make a bath in the house practicable.  The council bath as cheap - though within ten years there were no longer to be any public slipper baths anywhere in the country.  9 Harley Street was advertised as for sale for £700 - whereas all other premises were being offered for at least £1250 and usually for over £2000.  Why the price was so low was not clear, though the estate agent intimated that he did not expect it to be sold.  Unsold houses, he explained, were automatically purchased by the council.   He had perhaps only gone through the motions, inserting a few lines into a newspaper to fulfil legal requirements but not intending to make a sale.   There were various tricks and stratagems involved when estate agents sold houses to councils, housing associations or to themselves.   The price paid for the house might not be the only source of  income or  there might be benefits in establishing evidence for a low market price.  The estate agent, however, now insisted on a price of  £950.

The Accused had learnt from his mother how to conduct ‘searches’.  It involved only a visit to the council’s planning office and the visitor in those days was given access to all documents without any fee being charged (whereas now there is a standard form submitted to the council, usually by lawyers, in which the planning officers fill in the required information and charge a fee).  So these ‘searches’ took The Accused no more than a few minutes.  It turned out that there was an outstanding compulsory purchase order on the premises dating from l936 not via some Act of  Parliament whereby houses were declared unfit for habitation and no compensation was payable.   The Order had been issued because the site had then been thought to be needed to provide a playground for the Lenton Infants School.  But the school had now moved to a site on the other side of  the main Sherwin Road (the continuation of  Castle Boulevard, of  which Harley Street was a tributary) and it would be impractable to extend the playground across the main road and 9 Harley Street was too far from the school to be included in any such project.

This old and abandoned Compulsory Purchase Order had been issued under the Town Planning Act and therefore even if it had been extant it would not have threatened confiscation without compensation.  The was no order under the more dangerous l957 Housing Act and no threat of such an order.  Since the l957 policy was to be abandoned and this house was in excellent condition it was reasonable to suppose that there would be no such CPO.  Even if  there was, current practice was to delay enforcement by ten years - by which time the l957 Act surely most certainly would have been forgotten!

Nevertheless, The Accused based his calculations on the possibility that there might be such an order and that the house would be able to remain in the house for five years.  This seemed a very reasonable assessment of  the worst possible scenario.  So the calculation assumed not that a rent was paid but that there was instead ‘depreciation’ on the house.  The sum of four pounds a week depreciation can be obtained by dividing the price of the house by its expected life span.  Since the objective was then to replace the house and there would be price inflation, this simplistic calculation is not per se realistic.  If it was a matter of putting an amount aside each week, that amount would have to increase with inflation and what had already been laid aside would have to expand in proportion to inflation (in house prices).  In those days only an insignificant amount was spent on rates (the predecessor of council tax).

On the basis of  information then available it was clear, without the need to perfom any complicated calculation, that the scheme was viable.  The Accused would not be using all his resouces to buy 9 Harley Street.  He would budget himself to four pounds a week towards the ‘depreciation’  plus no more than four pounds a week (or it may originally have been intended to be £2.50) for other expenses.  The house would give him sufficient space to accomodate the papers and books he needed for his intended journalistic and literary activities - and for the secretly intended textbook of  antipsychiatry.  He did not then have enough income or capital to enable him to get a job or earn a living in the sense that those who belonged to social classes had jobs and income, but he could gradually build up the resouces he had.  If he lived frugally he could gradually build up capital until even he had sufficient to become working class and earn a living at working class level.  Five years was a reasonable period within which to accomplish this.  Also, the world evolves and there is for every person a year in which he is readily accepted into the system whereas he would be rejected in others - and The Accused reckoned that l980 would be the year in which the world had caught up with him.   Subsequent events might suggest that there factors unknown to The Accused and that he had miscalculated - but nevertheless had Nottingham Council in l979 not refused, the reader might suspect improperly and illegally, to pay compensation for compulsory purchase of  9 Harley Street, The Accused would have had sufficient resources for his plans to succeed.  1980-1 was to be spectacular in terms of achievement but unproductive because of monetary deprivation!    

The Accused did not trust anyone to do anything on his behalf, had taken a few minutes to conduct the ‘searches’ before deciding to buy the house and did not suppose that ‘searches’ by any lawyer would be any more efficient or effective.  He needed no lawyer to perform ‘searches’.  Nevertheless it was then compulsory for a lawyer to be appointed to enact conveyancing and such a lawyer performed searches.  The lawyer’s tardiness in doing so was his excuse for a five month delay in effecting the sale.  In the course of  this the palaver The Accused in shocked tones that the house was not on the city map and not registered in the rating office.   Perhaps in view of  that The Accused might not wish to buy the premises after all.  Whatever was the City Map?  9 Harley Street was certainly on the map The Accused had inspected at the City Planning offices and it had a rateable value and, presumably, the resident paid rates [though the reader has heard the story of  the Tolmer Cinema in London, property of  University College, escaping rates because not on the map!].   The lawyer for the vendor or estate agent assured The Accused that they were continuously pestering The Accused’s lawyer but that because he was a ‘one man practice’ he was  prone to delays.   The Accused was therefore forced into waiting in Nottingham for these five months or more (it seems to the author to have been over six months) to finalise the purchase of  9 Harley Street and was over this period unable to apply for jobs. 

Dan Buster and sometimes Blonde Dan, according to The Accused’s diaries, were staying at 7 Wellington Square during September 1973.

    “How do you change your name ?”, asked Dan Buster, “Do you need a deed of  covenant?”.

    “No you do not!”, replied The Accused, “All you have to do is to stand up, face Mecca - it’s over there - and say three times “My name is now Bruce Lee!”.”

 So Dan stood up, faced the East and intoned three times: “My name is Bruce Lee”.

So Dan Buster was henceforth really called Bruce Lee, but to avoid confusion or to compound it, we will continue to refer to him as Dan Buster.   To make things easier, The Accused was now also referring to himself as T. Dan Smith and the entire household plus visitors referred to themselves by the forename Dan and hindname Smith.

The room was provided with a large bed upon which were piled half a dozen or more blankets, separated by sheets to satisfy what The Accused supposed to be requirements of  propriety.   This meant that several people could sleep on the same bed but be separated by sheets and blankets.  There were pillows at each end of  the bed, with The Accused sleeping at one end and Dan or Dans sleeping at the other.

Dan Buster and The Accused, and perhaps some more Dans, would go in the evening to the La Chic Club, where they were provided with warmth and a cheap meal (that is entrance was free or cost five shillings and that included the price of  the meal).   They would return to Wellington Square (There is no record of  The Accused visiting Greasy Lil’s with the Dans.  Perhaps he thought it was potentially too rough and that they might not have sufficient diplomatic).   They returned usually via Maid Marion way, rather than what the Accusd supposed was the more direct route through the Broadmarsh Centre, Slab Square (the local name for the central Town Hall Square) and Derby Road.  The Maid Marion Way route was never patrolled by police, but the Slab Square route was so regularly.  Officers travellled to and from Canning Circus Police Station, a hundred yards from 7 Wellington Square, via this route.  The police liked to stop anyone with whom they were not acquainted - and also to chat with those they knew.  They might also have some current excuse for searching people.  It was useful for them to have a panel of acquaintances who did not object to being stopped and searched - and, in any case, criminals frequented the Mario’s and La Chic clubs and returned by that route.  The Accused was somewhat secretive - or took precautions.  He claims that the politicians squealed about the South Africans and the like, yet he was paid more attention by such people was given less trouble.  They did not kow what precautions to take.  It was not unusual at that time for men to have no pockets and The Accused regularly visited La Chic not only without pockets but without any form of  identification (and no keys or anything else, except a small amount of cash).   This policemen supposed extraordinary.  They supposed he must be one of their own number, or the like, under cover.

Wellington Square could be reached via Ilkinston Road by climbing up steps and going under an archway under the tall Victorian Wellington Square houses or tenaments, but nobody ever used this route other than to show off  their knowledge of  geography and obscure alleyways.   It was usual to travel via a short footpath, the only other route of access, known only to residents and their friends, from Derby Road, opening onto the ‘square’, more realistically a communal yard, via a three foot high wooden garden gate.  Gate.   The Canning Circus Police Station was on the other side of  Derby Road, opposite and to the East (nearer the city centre) of the path to Wellington Square.   The Accused and the Dan or Dans would be likely to be asleep in the mornings, but if not, or if  they arrived back late or thought it was time for a celebratory meal they would have breakfast at Ted’s Caff  on Derby Road, opposite the Police Station.  Ted and his Caff appear in an article by The Accused in World Medicine of  March l974.   Ted was approaching the end of  his years and took a kindly attitude towards The Accused and the Dans.  “How much for breakfast?”, The Accused would ask, and there might be a short discussion listing all the available commodities that could be piled on the plates and Ted would name a figure which seemed to The Accused hardly to meet the cost to Ted of  buying the food.   Ted used a Baby Bellin cooker.  He explained that he saved electricity by using the plate on the top of  the cooker also to heat the oven underneath instead of  using the separately provided circuit in the oven - a trick to be later adopted by The Accused.   “I know who you are!”,  Ted would say, meaningfully but without amplifying further.  Maybe Ted thought The Accused was IRA or maybe he thought he was MI5.  Ted explained to The Accused how a person with a grudge anxious to blow up civic buildings could obtain dynamite, without fear of  discovery, from collieries ‘up the road’.   Ted would also lament that if  he had had his life again he would be gay.   Neither The Accused, nor the Dans, supposed that they might be regarded as gay or attractive to men..  though Dan Buster in particular was greatly chased after by women and they may have stood out in a company of  hefty labourers in the work cloths.... and perhaps Ted was trying to pre-empt any possible prejudice.   He was boss in his own shop.   His excuse was that he had found women, in particular his ex-wife, to be avaricious and selfish. 

Dan Buster and  Blonde Dan one day brought Oliver Twist to Wellington Square.   Oliver, Blonde Dan explained, was a contemporary of  theirs at the childrens’ home.   He claimed to be sixteen years old, but it seemed more authentic that he had left at the same time as they had and was the same age as they were or slightly older, that is to say, nineteen years old.   Oliver, Blonde Dan continued, had been known at the childrens’ home as Lassie.   This was partly because he was in the habit of  following his contemporaries around like a dog.   But it referred also to a role that was allocated to him.   It was not considered respectable (despite what had previously been revealed) in such a gathering for male youths to direct their amorous attention to others.   However,  Oliver (for reasons, if  there were any, which were not apparant) was an exception.  It was openly accepted that Oliver counted as if  a girl and no taboos were attached.

Oliver stayed in some room near Greasy Lil’s caff and not at Wellington Square but there were nevertheless some occasions on which Oliver accompanied the Wellington Square party to La Chic and back during the night.   There is no recollection of  Oliver, except on one occasion to be related, sleeping at Wellington Square, so it likely that Dans then accompanied him back home.   He was not a big powerful lad.  Perhaps the entire party went as far as Greasy Lil’s and drank tea until morning.  Oliver did not visit often. 

Lord Justice Melford Stevenson arrived in Nottingham to preside over their Crown Court.  Melford Stevenson was famous, reputed to be outspoken, eccentric and reactionary.   So The Accused paid a visit.  A sixteen year old boy was accused of  copulating with his fifteen year old girlfriend.   This was not not unusual.  There might be only a few days’ difference in respective ages and in Nottingham girls routinely found themselves already pregnant and married when when sixteen years old.  But nevertheless the youth, if  Found Out or Accused, had committed a crime and  faced a heavy prison sentence.   It did not seem to The Accused that such a prison sentence could be evaded.  If  the judge did not oblige, he stood to be pilloried by newspapers for encouraging the copulation of  fifteen year old girls.  The girl friend testified that she had approved of and continued to approve of  the copulation.  The judge sat in front of  the court writing down the evidence verbatim as it was slowly intoned.   The youth was found Guilty, Lord Stevenson growled and held a lecture.   The Accused must not continue screwing this girl, now seventeen,  when she was fifteen years old.  The youth was then sentenced to a short period of  probation, what was known in Nottingham as a ‘Not Guilty Sentence’ - which means that the Magistrate or Judge thinks that either the felon is not guilty, has committed no crime or would be found not guilty on appeal.   This seemed courageous on the part of  Melford Stevenson.   The Accused also began to learn from other cases heard that day that courts ignore the armies of  young ladies that appear to provide very convincing alibis.

The Accused was alarmed at Oliver Twist’s habit of  going round telling everyone that he was sixteen years old and that he was gay, indeed,  promiscuously gay.   The claim that he was as young as sixteen in questionable.  There was no overt evidence that Oliver was gay and The Accused suspected that the claims were untrue - a suspicion confirmed by subsequent developments.   However it was not then legal for a sixteen year old to be gay.   The Accused would tell Oliver that for all he knew all young people were bisexual.  In fact, he was pretty sure they were.   However they did not tell him nor anyone else and nobody knew about it than their own contemporaries immediately involved.   To go round mouthing as he did was asking for trouble.  Of course, he might do so because he saw himself as some manner of  social reformer and knew how to deal with the repercussions.   But he was not a social reformer and did not know how to deal with the repercussions.   But this did not diminish Oliver’s boastings.

So when the party returning La Chic included Oliver Twist,  The Accused insisted that they return via Maid Marion Way.   On one occasion, however, the others overruled this and insisted on going via Broad Marsh Centre and Slab Square.   The Accused was not able to discover the reason for this insistance.   Perhaps there was some young lady a Dan had espied that regularly took that route back home.   So the party as they traversed the concourse on the other side of  Broad Marsh Centre were stopped by a bevvy of  policemen.   There was nothing sinister or unusual in this.  

On this occasion Oliver took the opportunity of  boasting that he was sixteen years old and eagerly and promiscuously homosexual (which, as far as we know, was untrue) - which was embarrassing to the rest of the gathering and which the police did not wish to know.   It may be that no harm was done, but such behaviour would not be tolerated in the National Health Service.

One Thursday night in November l973 The Accused had to play in a chess match for Foxhunters in Leicester.   Dan Buster was then staying at Wellington Square.   Naively The Accused supposed that Dan might feel unable to cope on his own and would be alarmed at his absence.   This is a mistake often made by parents.   The Accused gave Dan detailed instructions on all the routines and procedures he might not be able to work out for himself, such as that he had to lock and unlock the main building door, that the cooker was in a communal kitchen on the ground floor, that he had to climb up two sets of  stairs to reach the attic in which The Accused lived, that it was unadvisable invite armed robbers to the building or to reveal its location to nobody who did not know already.  It is not recollected whether The Accused travelled by train, bus or bicycle.   It is most likely that he travelled by Barton’s bus and returned by a late night Barton’s bus which was returning to its garage at Beeston, four miles from Canning Circus.   The Accused on arrival in Leicester deposited at public libraries adverts soliciting members for the Foxhunters Chess Club, which now met at the Manchester Hotel, giving Mick Broadhurst’s name as Secretary, but The Accused’s parents’ telephone number.   This did result in the recruitment of  members - and, eventually to some confusion, since those who joined supposed they had been enticed by Mick Broadhurst and Mick Broadhust knew nothing about these notices!

After the match, The Accused was worried that Dan was alone and in a state of  anxiety in The Accused’s desolate Nottingham attic and therefore hurried back (despite his having said he was not going to return until next day).    The Accused arrived in the early hours of  the morning and found that the door to his room had been padlocked from inside.   This was not customary.   The Accused knocked.  He heard voices inside and then silence.   He knocked again and announced his presence.   The door eventually opened.   The room turned out to be occupied by Dan Buster and Oliver Twist.   This proved embarrassing.   Dan had supposed that The Accused would not be returning until next day.  He had promised Oliver that he would be able to sleep (in the bed) overnight.  But The Accused was very tired.   He also needed to sleep in the bed.   So they eventually arranged to sleep by the arrangement previously decribed, with Dan and Oliver at one end of  the bed and The Accused at the other, each individually enclosed by sheets and blankets.   The reader will hear about this again.

The last chess congress The Accused attended in l973 was at Woollacombe in Devon.   The bus services to Woollacombe were vague and infrequent.   The Accused travelled, approximately, via the procedure deliniated in the context of  his journey to Plymouth.   The congress organisers laid on a bus from Bristol on Friday.   The Accused however arrived in Bristol on Thursday, stayed overnight in an all night caff,  where little occurred, and took a bus, but not the laid on bus, in the morning.  Woollacombe was deserted.   The inhabitants had departed on their winter holidays (after the summer tourist season).   There was no convenient place to sleep.  The Accused found a car park in which were stored the portable beach changing hutches which wre used during the summer - cigar shaped structures of  slightly lower diameter than a telephone kiosk.

The Accused slept during the nights in one of  these.  It was cold - but better than nothing.  The Accused informed Michael Basman that he was going on a search for  Jeremy Thorpe, leader of  the Liberal Party,  who lived somewhere in the vicinity.   So they walked along the beach, Michael Basman and Daid Parr yelling  “Jeremy Thorpe!”.   But Jeremy Thorpe was nowhere to be found.   The Accused said he would search for him at the local gay club.   Mr Basman informed him, however, that The Accused was the only gay club in Woollacombe.   The North Devon Congress had the distinction that there were so many prizes that there was virtually a prize for every competitor - but nevertheless none was awarded to The Accused!   The Accused decided it was now too cold to play in any more chess tournaments that year  - if, indeed, there were any.

On the eve of  Christmas Eve The Accused got up and shortly thereafter emerged from the front door of  7 Wellington Square.   He found Judd standing outside.   “I’m tripping on Largactil”, said Judd.  Largactil is Chlorpromazine, the first tranquilliser to be produced and still commonly used.   The Accused, despite his experience as a psychiatric doctor, had never heard of  Chlorpromazine being  recognised as a hallucinatory drug or of  being used by drug addicts or of  it being used to generate hallucinations.   Judd however insisted that it could be used for this purpose.   The Accused has subsequently encountered more evidence of  chlorpromazine being  hallucinogenic and of  symptoms of  ‘schizophrenia’ developing after  a person has been given such a diagnosis and the inevitable treatment - and of  ‘schizophrenia’ being tranquilliser addiction (with withdrawal symptoms).  Judd on this occasion claimed that this consumption of  a tranqulliser was a reaction to depression or  untoward circumstances.   Judd and their friends were to be evicted from the house  in which they were living.    The landlord, a Mr Green, had allowed them to squat in the premises, which were in a clearance area and subject to a compulsory purchase order, but had now decided to evict them.   This was apparantly because the council were intending to enforce the compulsory puchase order.  Landlords might feel that they have more chance of  being  paid compensation if  the premises are vacant.

If there was nothing else involved - and Judd said there was not - then it seemed that the landlord  had  nothing to gain by  evicting  the sisters from this house, known to some as the Dolls’ House, and it might even be illegal.   Judd had solicited an opinion at the local police station and had been told that it would be illegal to use force to evict the sisters.   However that did not mean that force or threat of force would not be used and that it would not be effective.   Although The Accused was at Harley Street to experience the Council in its worst light,  it is likely that they would have rehoused the sisters immediately had they been told in time.  The Accused went with Judd to the house on Wilford Road, where the two Justins and John were in a panic though  Cindy was already asleep in bed.   Justin’s ‘husband’ Ted arrived briefly to commiserate.   The Accused  phoned round the various agencies - but all was closed for Christmas.   This included even the social services department - and there was no emergency on-call social worker.   So Mr Green had timed his eviction well.   The youths suggested that The Accused stay overnight, sleeping in Cindy’s bed.   Cindy, however, was asleep and not waking up and despite his friend’s reassurances The Accused felt that Cindy might be alarmed to wake up and find The Accused beside her.

The sisters were evicted next day (Christmas Eve) by what was described as a party of  hefty Irishmen.   The reader may suggest that The Accused was conveniently absent.   The Accused, however, did not believe that he knew at what time, if any,  these gentlemen would arrive and he supposed that his presence would be contrary to his friends’ interests.   The presence of  a person who might be suspected of  being aquainted with the law might cause the raiding party to overreact or  rig up pretences to protect themselves.   The sisters were then put up in their nearby premises by Woody and Jamie.

Two months later  The Accused happened to be in the Nottingham Guildhall, where the Magistrates’ Courts were being held.   He encountered John Parry, who was then fifteen years old or had recently been so.   John was about to appear as defendant, accused of stealing electricity.  The Accused had not realised that the eviction was resulting in criminal charges against the squatters rather than against the landlord.   The sisters, or at any rate, John and Judd, had been accused of  stealing electricity.   There were two aspects of  this.  Firstly, the electricity had been disconnected prior to their arrival at the squat or had been so soon after.   The squatters had then reconnected it.  John explained how this was done.   Secondly, money for the electricity used supposedly had not reached the electricity board.   John said that he did not know who had reconnected the electricity - and that all the sisters claimed not to know, though each supposed it must have been one of  the others.   John said that it was the landlord’s responsibility to pay the electricity bill and that they had given him money to pay for it.  Judd, said John, had retained a lawyer (the appropriately named Mr Bird) who had advised him to plead guilty (which defence lawyers invariably did.   It was believed that accused persons were always found guilty and that if they pleaded not guilty they received a bigger sentence).   Judd had been fined twenty five pounds.   John felt however that the relevent facts had not been presented and rather than employ a lawyer and plead guilty, he was representing himself and pleading not guilty.

The reader may suspect that defendants do not always tell the full truth.  If  the sisters had an electric fire (The Accused did not see one) the electricity bill might be astonomical!   Nevertheless there had to be a suspicion that this was a charge which under normal circumstances would not have been brought and that it was brought out of  vindictiveness, to provide a justification for eviction or to brand the squatters rather than the evictors as the evil doers.   Although the charges were brought by police (represented by their in-house prosecution lawyer, Sargeant Richie),  there would usually be complainant - a person who has sustained injury or loss.   Was this then the  East Midlands Electricity Board?   If so, their timing was convenient... and their objective could be expected to be recovery of  the money, not criminal charges.   If  there was no secret who was using the electricity was this not a case of  an unpaid debt  rather than of  theft (and, therefore, a civil rather than criminal matter)?  How much money was owed the electricity board - and why did the Electricity Board not negotiate for payment in instalments (which the sisters were prepared to do)?   It was surely not the policy of the nationalised Electricity Board to bring criminal charges against poor people who did not pay for necessarily fuel.  Either the charges were waived or the debt was deducted as so-much-a-week from social security payments.  John (and later also Judd) said it was the landlord who was the complainant and that he had not complained until after the eviction.    The complaint, they said, was concocted to retrospectively to justify the eviction.

If the account given by John and later Judd is correct then it is unlikely that they had committed any crime.  But it is very difficult to construct a plausible case against the sisters, at any rate of  theft rather than debt, even assuming that John’s account was euphemistic and the worst possible circumstances existed.  Let us consider the possibility of  the transaction, whether it be theft or debt or whatever, involving the sisters and the electicity company but not the landlord.  Under what circumstances does a debt become theft?  This obscure case was not ideal for the exploration of  this point of law which is not discussed in textbooks.  There is the additional complication that John Parry was too young to sign a contract or to be a client of  the electricity company... but did this convert a debt into theft?  It could perhaps be argued that the sisters needed electricity and that therefore they could be construed as having incurred a debt rather than as having committed a theft.. and it could be argued that there had been no refusal to pay for the electricity or, at least there had to be a formal demand levelled at the sisters before any action was taken.  On the other hand, a supply which had been turned off was turned on again without the knowledge of  the Electricity Board which could be regarded as naughty and indicative of  further intended naughtiness in the form of there had been some tampering with the meter and since this was naughty it could be construed as indicative of the further naughtiness of  not intending to pay for the electricity.  Although the reader might not wish punters to steal electricity, it does seem unlikely in this case that necessary circumstances had in this case been established to bring a charge of theft.

However, the landlord had been the complainant.  So perhaps there is some construction of the case in which the landlord was involved (though the case brought by the prosecution was not to suggest that he was).  If so, surely, either the landlord had paid the bill or had received a demand for the bill or was held to be liable for the cost of  the electricity.   It could be claimed, if the landlord had paid for the electricity, even if after it had been consumed, that the sisters had stolen the landlord’s electricity or that they had stolen the money by constructing the situation in which the landlord was to part with his money to the electricity board.  It could be argued that such theft existed when the landlord had paid for the electricity even if he was not responsible for paying for it, the sisters had not known he had paid for it or if he himself did not know he was paying or paid by mistake.  If the landlord has not paid then perhaps there has been theft in the sense of  landing the landlord with a debt.  Whereas the electricity board, if owed the money, might be expected to prove that it had asked for it and that there had been a refusal to pay or attempt by the debtors not to be identified, this might not be expected from the landlord.

To determine whether there is a debt or theft then perhaps the nature of  the sisters’ residence has to be defined.  As far as we are aware they had not been unwanted residents but rather this was a case such as has already been described as sometimes occurring in a l957  Act Clearance Area in which a landlord tolerates the presence of a tenant, without charging rent but at the same time absolving himself of any landlords’ responsibilities.  But in such a case it can be argued that the landlord is no longer the landlord, that he has abandoned the premises and handed them over to the council (in accordance with a principle which was to be defined in the case Harris v Birkenhead l976).   Or did the landlord simply not know they were in the house or chose not to know?  It is very difficult to construe circumstances in which the landlord would be charged for the electricity - and the prosecution was not to claim he was responsible, nor that he had received a bill nor that he had paid for the electricity.

The reader may not approve of  theft of  electricity even if this is restricted to necessity and performed by the poorest in the land, may not have great faith in the sisters’ intention to pay any debt that was incurred (though, in fact, they paid their debts) and might not appreciate legalistic arguments that absolve the sisters.  There has however to be considerable suspicion that this landlord did not suffer losses because of  the sisters’ presence and that he had not objected to their presence (though we do not wish to be prejudiced against landlords and it could be so).  It suspicion extends to the possibility that the landlord panicked because he supposed that he might lose compensation because there were residents in the building - and the council was shortly to take over the building and demolish (though the landlord might also have been 

wrong in such a supposition).  It could further be suspected that the eviction was illegal - that there had been no objection to the tenants, that the landlord had willingly conceded a right of  residency and that the eviction was illegal.  Accordingly the cynic might suppose that the charges against the sisters were contrived to justify the eviction retrospectively.  This could misrepresent the landlord - but as the story appeared the unsatisfactory nature of the eviction seemed to be the main issue and not the alleged theft of  electricity.  In the absence of this eviction, payment of the alleged debt would have been routinely negotiated with the electricity board.

John asked The Accused to appear as a witness on his behalf.   Thoughts had flashed through The Accused’s mind such as have been explained, that if John’s story was true he was certainly innocent.  There was no reason for John to lie to The Accused.   The Accused was on John’s side, would not have been have been greatly surprised by a story of greater culpability and needed to know the truth to be of assistance.  But even supposing that John was not telling the unvarnished truth, it was difficult to justify the prosecution.  The Accused therefore possibly be able to point out the weaknesses in the case presented - though almost certainly he was not entitled to adopt such a lawyerly role in Court and almost certainly it would not have helped Mr Parry.  Magistrates were unlikely to be impressed by clever arguments.  They are not supposed to be lawyers but more to be able to recognise what is right and what is wrong.  The necessary facts or allegations John could present for himself.  The Accused might however be a manner of  character witness or provide arguments in mitigation.  He could however not appear as a witness to events relevent to alleged theft of  electricity.  John nevertheless insisted that The Accused appear as witness.

The Accused had recorded in his diary his own experiences on the eve of  Christmas eve.  The Magistrates agreed to delay the hearing until The Accused had fetched them.   The Accused ran at great speed back to Wellington Square,  could not find his diary, and ran back again.   The practice of  defendants always pleading guilty and of  always being found guilty did and does on occasion lead to no genuine charges or  evidence being presented.   It was not explained by what logic and what evidence the charge of  theft was justified.   John put The Accused into the witness box.   The Accused gave an account of  the distress and despair of  the squatters on the night before the eviction and also drew attention to the manner of  the eviction itself, though he was not of  this a direct witness (though he was of  the mental conditions or behaviour allegedly consequential on this - and John was himself witness to the facts).   The Accused’s presentation consisted of conversation between The Accused and John, The Accused even by that means prompting John in the presentation of  his case or The Accused questioning John rather than John questioning The Accused.   The Magistrates may allow liberties with procedures when a defendant defends himself - but are not obliged to do so.

The Accused was astonished at the ferocity of  the police prosecutor, Sergeant Richie’s resentment and emotion at The Accused’s evidence and the outcome of the case, which he attributed to The Accused.   The Accused formed the impression that he was being promised with retribution (Was there retribution?).   The spokesman of  the Magistrates said that they feld that The Accused was ‘technically guilty’ but gave John a conditional discharge.   This was not necessarily innocuous since it created a criminal record (though one as a juvenile).   The Accused felt that had Judd told him about his case, a more succesful defence might have been mounted in his case too.   The twenty five pound fine was unjust.   Next thing he would be unable to pay the fine and end up in prison.  So The Accused walked over to the Court Office and paid the fine.   The Accused did not feel he could afford the money but felt he was obliged to rectifiy an injustice.  Judd later informed The Accused that he would not have asked The Accused to pay, had not expected him to pay, but appreciatd the gesture.

The Accused learnt that the (Tory) government, or at any rate, the Ministry of  Health, had instructed hospitals that henceforth they must employ only locums provided by agencies.   The reader has been provided with enough information to assess the wisdom and possible ulterior motivations of  this edict, which was reversed by the Labour government when it came into office in March l974.   Then it was too late to rescue The Accused.   There existed only two agencies - the British Medical Association and the Agency run by the alleged Australian.   In The Accused’s view both of  these agencies were right wing extremist and it was immoral to be associated with them - and, in his view, it was compulsory to be a dubious doctor with a driving licence.   The Accused had been so traumatised that he felt that he could not take on substantive (non locum) appointments.   Was this edict the work of  Mr Ernest and his alleged gang?   So this in itself was sufficient reason for The Accused now not being able to find further employment - though he had in any case been obliged to desist from further applications because he was waiting to finalise the purchase of  9 Harley Street.

Although there may have been some unexpected change or changes of circumstances which resulted in The Accused henceforth being unemployed, The Accused had been making inquiries as to alternative means of  earning a living.   He wrote to Oliver Zangwill, Professor of  Psychology at Cambridge, saying he intended to abandon medical practice.   Professor Zangwill, it turns out, regularly found jobs for his former pupils.  Professor Zangwill and also The Accused’s supervisor in psychology at Cambridge, Alan Watson (Editor of  the British Journal of  Psychology) wrote back that their pupils regularly expressed such misgivings about medical careers but that they eventually changed their minds if  they ploughed on.    Professor Zangwill suggested that The Accused apply for a post at the Addenbrooke’s Hospital at Cambridge to conduct a trial of  the efficacy of  electroconvulsive therapy.   No doubt it was Professor Zangwill who was behind this project.   There had never been any scientific trial of  electroconvulsive therapy except that in Canada conducted by Penfield which had suggested that the controls (patients given the full ECT procedure, but with no current passing through the electrode) performed better but not within the designated level of  statistical significance [that is, it was not confirmed that bogus ECT was any less useless than real ECT].   However, the Addenbrooke’s Hospital was National Health Service, not Department of  Psychology.   Within the NHS and Medical Profession ECT was a religion.  Any scientific trial of  ECT was certain to be sabotaged and any doctor volunteering to conduct it   was certain to be persecuted.  No report of  any such trial was ever to be published.   So The Accused did not apply for this post.

The Accused also wrote to the Civil Service Commission suggesting he now join the Secret Service based at Cheltenham (now better known as GCHQ -for which he understood he had been accepted as a schoolboy) providing some excuses for an application beyond the usual age for entering the Civil Service.   He received a letter back stating that he was not barred by age or anything else, but that he should write directly to GCHQ rather than applying via the commission.   The Commission, presumably, had checked up and this sounded like a positive response.   The Accused, however, since he had much else to which to attend delayed pursuing this further.   But then in early l974 (that is some months after the events currently being related) Hugh Alexander,  the chief cryptoanalyst and friend of  The Accused, died of  a heart attack.  This seemed suspicious.   Alexander had seemed in perfect health.   Several chess masters in Russia, known to chessplayers to be in a similar line of  business, had previously died prematurely of  heart attacks.   The impending fall and actual fall of  the Conservative government in l974 as in l964 had led to a furious backlash by the Public School, evident at all levels of  politics and convulsions in the Civil Service.   There was even talk of  a coup d’etat.   It was The Accused’s impression that the Public School had taken over - and therefore he did not pursue this prospect further, though there is reason to suppose that efforts were made to contact him.

 The Accused applied for post as a drug company rep - an easy and highly paid post open to medical graduates.   He was informed that he would be accepted with open arms - provided he had a full driving licence.   Similarly, all opportunities for medical graduates, except NHS junior doctor posts,  without exception,  were conditional on possession of  the full driving licence.   The Accused applied for a part time post at Ladbrokes, the bookmakers,  which, from his point of  view, would have provided a more than adequate income but was told that they employed only people who already had a full job, whose national insurance contributions were paid by the other employer, or students, for whom, at that time, national insurance contributions were not required.

The Accused applied for unemployment pay.   This might be expected to have generated seven pounds, the amount of  social security supplementary benefit payments given to the chronically unemployed, the supposed minimum for survival, plus an ‘earnings related’ payment of  another seven pounds.   The Accused had worked virtually continuously for  four years, averaging over a hundred hours a week.   He was told he was not eligible for this payment because his contributions for the previous year were one week short.   This could have been remedied had The Accused been paid for the period over which he had been travelling or had he been self-employed and paid his own national insurance contributions.   The Accused would have been willing to do this and nevertheless accept the NHS wage that was a fraction of  the wage paid agency locums, but the NHS refused to employ self-employed doctors!   The Accused was entitled to a considerable amount of  overpaid tax.   He did not however have a  P45 form.  He claims it was stolen by the administration in Plymouth.   To recover the tax it was necessary to contact all the tax offices serving all the hospitals where he had worked.   None of  these offices had any record of  The Accused’s tax payments and he was given the runaround, each office referring him to some other office.   Eventually the Inland Revenue claimed the time limit had run out for claiming a tax rebate!   The Accused had been forced over his four years of  labour to pay a considerable amount to the British Medical Association’s superannuation scheme - a levy imposed despite there being no prospect of  his ever receiving a pension, despite the fact that it created hardship that impeded his career, despite the fact that it was illegal compulsorily to deduct such payments.   It turned out that the payments could be returned only after seven years of  absence from the medical profession - and then only a half!  [Though The Accused felt that all that prevented the whole from being extracted was inability to finance expensive lawyers].   The Accused has been permanently occupied in protecting himself from persecutions and to this day has had no rebate from this horrendous superannuation scheme whereby the poor without prospects contribute to the rich.

There is a catalogue of  alleged schemes and businesses which were allegedly undermined by Accused-mum.   The Accused had since childhood felt that Accused-mum and he should develope Briarwood as a market garden (Accused-mum-dad had been a market gardener) rather than Accused-mum desparately envying the inaccessible modes of  employment of  the English Townie ladies.  Because tulip bulbs kept in outdoor flowerbeds over winter have a high mortality (and because they are in any case forever replanting flowerbeds, gardeners and councils are in the habit of  digging up tulip bulbs after they have flowered and throwing them away (and getting new bulbs for the next season from nurseries).  So The Accused collected tulip bulbs from Nottingham Council and put them into pots in the garden at  Briarwood.  But then Accused-mum yelled and yelled and tipped them out!   The Accused’s giant-leaved dandelions, a salad that might grow wild and feed the nation, was pulled out by Accused-dad when he felt a compulsion to prove to Accused-mum that he was useful.   The Accused also was keen to breed a winterproof potato - one that could become an indiginous wild plant.   The scheme was simply to plant potatoes and leave them.   The winterproof  tubers would then survive over the winter and produce more tubers.   The Accused would have liked such a plant to be available should he have found himself destitute and therefore planted potatoes in hedgerows when travelling  between Nottingham and Leicester by  bicycle (Such  journeys took The Accused two hours, including stoppage time at caffs).   The Accused also composed crossword puzzles.

The Accused was additionally cultivating an intended career as a writer and journalist - with the immediate prospects being in investigative journalism, using his network of  underworld acquaintances as informants, and medical journalism, relying on information in the numerous magazines and papers sent his father (and other senior medics) by drug companies and other organisations that circularised doctors or to which Accused-dad belonged.   Accused-dad belonged to, or was an officer of, usually treasurer, of  numerous organisations that represented a liberal or sociological approach to matters that might interest doctors but which were more patronised by non-medics.   The Accused perhaps hoped to collar a weekly Alternative View column in a newspaper or magazine.

The tyro writer faces a paradox that unless he or she is the wife of a publisher he or she has to write in a distinctive or original style or bring something that is new to the world in order to get established, whereas, at the same time,  the available source of  income is the scripting of  routine articles or stories for magazines whose contents are predictable and can be written by an schoolgirl, typist or publishers’ wife - so that there is no opening for the writer not established.  The Accused wrote many articles and stories in his own style or on unfashionable topics which were neither intended for immediate publication or never published.   Leslie Charteris confessed that over decades he had accumulated a great store of  unpublished manuscipts and that in his latter years he used what he had composed previously.  Since he was now Leslie Charteris the famous author ancient scripts would now be saleable or saleable at a greater price.  Some of thse might be already presentably written and others, apparently garbage, could be rewritten on the basis of the same ideas.  So accumulated manuscripts are what in later years came to be called ‘intellectual property’ and have a value even if stored and forgotten in some cupboard.

There may not be a great incentive for an author to publish if he is not down to his last penny - and perhaps not even if he is.  Statisticians claim that at least one person in five has published or has attempted to publish a novel.  Writers are not a scarce commodity.  The James Bond stories were written in the l950s but it was at least another twenty years before anyone had heard of them or read them!  Many famed authors have made little or nothing in the way of cash from their writings in their lifetime.  Others survive by coneyor belt writing of  hundreds of  books throughout their lifetimes.  There are very few such writers.  

Critics often suppose that the works of such ‘succesful’ writers are of low quality.   Anyone who has made the attempt himself, however, knows that just about everything that is published exhibits considerable skill.  The Accused had an amusing style of composition and was good at dialogue but lacked these authors’ capacity for planning or constructing  a work or plot (of some predetermined length).  He was more of a scientist than an artist, not with artistic imagination but more a reporter, determined to convey facts rather than fantasy though  doing so through parody (and thus allied to Franz Kaffka, George Orwell or Joe Orton - who describe the world as it is rather than  invent).  Authors often describe the words they write as taking over, that the plot evolves automatically as they type their script.  What they mean by that is that they are not scientists.  The phrases that are conventional or easily expressed are trotted out and that determines what is described.  If the reader were to attempt to describe exactly what he observes in his surroundings he would find surprising difficulty in doing so in language or readable language.  The scientist or intended reporter therefore finds considerable difficulty in expressing himself or communicating.  If the artist faces anything that is not easily expressed, he just leaves it out or substitutes something else.  He does not have to bring order to chaos.  He ignores the chaos and invents something of his own.  The Accused was therefore well aware that even the literature freely available that was branded as bad or substandard popular writing required considerable skill, did not consider it below his dignity to read such works and realised that there were thousands of writers with greater skill than he had whose work never saw light of day.

So not only may a writer’s work be unpublishable, but he may not have any great incentive to publish.  If  The Accused sent any article up for publication, it would be returned and then reappear as the work of some wife of a publisher.  If he did produce some successful James Bond novel, it would either be sold for fifty pounds or it would sell at thirty shillings a copy - out of which he would receive one penny.  The intellectual property was worth more stored in a cupboard until such a time as the Accused set up or bought his own printing and publishing companies.  [ The technology was then more primitive and less expensive than it is today and such an ambition more feasible].  On the other hand there was a sense in which The Accused had no objection to his productions being promulgated without reward or recognition.

    “Who is the most powerful person in the country?”, asked Dan Buster.

    “I am!”, said the Accused, just as Accused-dad, half seriously, had claimed to be, in a different context, in the l940s.

    “Why that?”

    “Because I have freedom.  Freedom is power.  It is not the rich and famous who are powerful .. and power is not a means to riches and fame.. or, if it is so, it ceases to be power.  Everyone in The System is really a slave, unable to do anything except what is compulsory to maintain his existing position.  I do not depend on any employer.  I am an unemployable outcast.  That is the price of freedom - and power.  You can call it a price - but you don’t have any choice.  I have no boss to blackmail me with threat of losing my job and income - and nobody can blackmail me over anything else.  I don’t have any secrets.  I can think or say anything I like.   There are only a few people who ever say anything new or unexpected - few people who have any ideas.  So few that whatever they say - however they may apparantly be ignored - is bound to be what everyone else comes to think and say.”

Although nobody now takes the least notice of  The Accused, that was not at that time an unrealistic assessment.  The Accused saw himself as spreading ideas - not as indoctrination or brainwashing but in alerting people to think for themselves and to explore alternative beliefs and theories - and to come to their own conclusions on the basis of  their own observations and calculations.   The Accused wished the world to improve .. and did not object to being a stimulus without recognition.  Indeed, that was the necessary price.    

There are some people whose enterprises are encouraged through their membership of  a family.   There are others, perhaps, who benefit from the freedom of having no family.    The Accused claims however that, as far as is relevent towards the establishment of  long term security or means of  survival, it seemed to him then that he was subjected to the disadvantages of  family ties and not the advantages.  This he claims is the regular fate of  those not born into an indiginous social class or for whom there is no survival role available within parental social class (except for first generation immigrants, but not their children, annexed according to Degeneracy Theory principles previously explained).   The ingrained behaviour is the immigrant family is counterproductive, not appropriate to the indigenous social system.

Accused-mum would claim that she (that is to say, she and Accused-dad) kept Briarwood in Leicester so as to provide a permanent home for The Accused.    Hower to The Accused this appeared to be rationalisation.  It was necessary for the product of  Britain’s ‘competitive’ educational system or for the second generation foreigner to emigrate and for that it was helpful to have a home or secure base to which, if necessary,  to return.  It seemed to The Accused, however, that he was not provided with such security.  Nor was he provided with security by his parents when he was living in Britain, indeed while condemned to sacrificing their own interests for their sake.  When he had been homeless as a result of  the unjust persecutions at Nottingham Childrens’ Hospital (and through Accused-mum becoming involved) he found the door of Briarwood bolted against him.   The Accused regarded himself as the exploited unpaid caretaker of Briarwood.    

Accused-mum insisted that The Accused did not describe himself as living a Briarwood and that he did not put his name on the voting register (though he regularly did).   He had been locked out on several occasions.   He was threatened with eviction on every occasion on which he met his mother at Briarwood and was forever being told by his mother that he would be left no inheritance by his parents.   There had been numerous incidents, enough of  which have been related to the reader, that induced The Accused to believe that his mother could not be trusted and that her jealousy would always win in the end.   The Accused had one room at Briarwood, which contained ancient baby clothes in its furniture, and he felt he needed a room in which to work or study as well as a bedroom.   The house was so cold in winter as to be uninhabitable.  The Accused was not permitted to assist in maintaince of  the house and his parents refunded him no expenses.   Accused-mum was forever blaming The Accused for the costs of  Briarwood - including the cost of  her trips by car from London on Mondays to perform her voluntary  work at Leicester’s Citizen’s Advice Bureau.  Accused-mum never gave warning of  her appearances (though mysteriously his parents regularly appeared when The Accused had chess matches) and when she was in the house she was yelling continuously, required The Accused’s undivided attention and objected to his attending his own affairs.   His property and papers were inaccessible behind locked doors.   His friends were liable to be rudely treated.   Whereas Accused-mum’s career endeavours and studies were generously funded by Accused-dad - and on demand - The Accused was continuously made aware of  Accused-mum’s insistence that he be given no financial assistance - though he would have required very little to avoid his tribulations and to gain access to any of  numerous lucrative careers, while she was subsidised by Accused-dad to a great tune. 

Every week  Accused -dad appeared to be obliged to spend over a hundred pounds on Accused-mum’s car.   The Accused’s future was being sacrificed so that his mother could work for  Dr Adler as a medical receptionist in Golders Green, but The Accused was not allowed to take over the responsibilities that thereby became neglected.   There was no way of  communicating or reasoning with Accused-mum.   He felt that she could not have coped with his deserting her, but that she was unwilling to negotiate any viable compromise.  Accused-mum believed in absolute power and her own undivided responsibility for everything ..and to her any negotiated agreement was abrogation of  power.

Had Accused-mum offered guaranteed secure residence on her own terms - such as The Accused being prohibited to allow friends or visitors into the house, he would have accepted the offer.   If he was thus put into a position in which he could earn a living  it would in any case have been possible for him eventually to procure additional more personal accommodation.   This ambiguous status, in which The Accused was living at Briarwood yet not a resident of  Briarwood had also the effect of  preventing The Accused, a citizen of  nowhere, standing for parliament or for a seat on the local council.    The Accused was thus until November l979 to live in Nottingham returning to Briarwood only when summoned by his mother or  the requirements of  his chess club.   The need to attend to his chess club was also a reason for his being bound to the East Midlands rather than migrating to more supportive regions.    The Accused felt that had it not been for Accused-mum’s rabid opposition to chess and his chess club and her undermining his efforts that the club would could have been organised so as not to be dependent on his presence.

The right-wing Press, particularly the Daily Mail, were conducting a hate campaign against university graduates - or at any rate, those who proceeded by their own merits rather than Public School, influence and money.   These would be described as ‘drop outs’,  as communists or irresponsible left wing agitators, and cartoonists regularly ridiculed their poverty (such as their being unable to afford socks or hairdressers).   The hatred and prejudice was not directed against anyone who had proceeded by a non-competitive route, such as those who had been able to obtain employment and wages when fifteen years old and were then able to study at night school or to attend university at employers’ expense.   It did not apply to those with the bogus degrees, to outsiders indistinguishable from real degrees, awarded to those from whom no effort was ever required.   If somebody already belonged, was already employed or part of  the employment system, a degree, of any class or just a pass or a set of letters that might be written after a name, was seen as embellishing the snobbery of  the social class and earned an automatic pay increase.   But if  the classless applied for jobs, degrees would be an absolute bar against employment - or a Cambridge degree was a bar to employment where there were those with Liverpool degrees or  the possession of  a GCE  ‘A’ level was a bar where there were those who had no GCE ‘A’ levels.  If there was a ‘minimum’ requirement it was in fact a maximum.   On an interview panel there would always a social class rep breathing hatred.   The classless if  they possessed (real) degrees would be told that they had ‘opportunities’, would be ‘bored’ by the posts available and that the employer could not afford to pay the supposedly higher rates of  pay appropriate to those with degrees - whereas in fact the classless with degrees were invariably for the same job paid less than those from social classes who had no degrees or bogus degrees and the classless were perfectly willing to work for even less than the normorans (members of social classes) demanded.

Oxford graduates who had wangled production line jobs at British Leyland were suddenly sacked en masse, without redundancy pay or any other benefits available to the early school leaver if  sacked.   Workers with degrees were not wanted.   They might wish organise trade unions.    The excuse was that they had “concealed their qualifications”.    They were supposedly left wing infliltrators.   In fact, not merely could Oxford graduates, were their identity  known or acknowledged to be known, unable to obtain these highly paid conveyor-belt jobs at British Leyland.   They couldn’t get jobs anywhere (or, at any rate, Cambridge graduates couldn’t and Oxford was almost as bad).   They  had no choice but to ‘conceal’ their qualifications.   However, their qualifications were no more concealed than were the qualifications of  the gay student nurses who were to be sacked when they became eligible for adult pay rates or noticed their seniors beating up the patients.   The employers knew - and employed them because they were, because of  their degrees, easily and cheaply sackable (for the ‘concealed qualifications’ to be discovered)  - and were in no position during their tenure to complain about anything!   But why should a degree be a bar to employment?   Why was relevent whether or not a production line worker had or had not a degree?  It was not relevent, surely.  Nevertheless it was essential to conceal the university background or degree.   The applicant could invent a story, pretend to have been in prison or pretend to be younger than he was.   The Accused had no difficulty in portraying himself as younger than he was - but was not everywhere unknown.  

The Accused’s anonymity in Nottingham depended on his elusiveness.   Everybody had maybe heard of  ‘Roland’ or ‘The Professor’ but only his immediate acquaintances knew what he looked like or  was aware of  his identity when they encountered him.   If he took on a job he would be less able to rely on such elusiveness and it would emerge that he had another identity in which he was well-known to the Public School Network, well-known in Leicester, well-known as a chessplayer and qualified as a doctor.   If it was taboo to have a degree and a hundred times as taboo to have a Cambridge degree - then it was a thousand times as taboo to be a doctor.   The British Medical Association’s propaganda about there being a shortage of  doctors (There was nothing of  which there was less a shortage.  There was massive unemployment amongst doctors.) was believed.   Every medical graduate was supposed to have an easy route to unlimited undeserved income (which with a driving licence he had, with or without a medical qualification).   If a medical graduate applied for a non-medical job he was assumed to be some unmentionable degenerate.

The Accused felt he required an eyetest and new glasses.  It was possible for the unwaged to be provided with spectacles free of charge.  So The Accused applied to the little girl at the local optician.

“How do I obtain free spectacles?”, asked The Accused.

“I do not know!, hissed the little girl, “and if I did know I would not tell you!”

The little girl regarded The Accused as an unemployed person or ‘scrounger’.  The Accused has so often encountered such hostility on the part of  sixteen year old office girls towards their inferiors, the university graduates.  This had fuelled his impression that employment and income is the prerogative of the ignorant and stupid who because they are privilege regard themselves as in every respect superior to those in a converse situation - whom they consider to be and treat as vermin and know will be unable to defend against their machinations.  Naturally, a boss, if  there was one, would welcome sale of spectacles even if the NHS paid for them - but in the real world the tail wagged the dog and it was the sixteen year old girls at the interface with the public who exercised power and were the masters of  the masters.

The Accused did however, after receiving several similar rebuffs, found an optician who arranged an eyetest with an in-house opthalmologist.   The opthalmologist prescribed spectacles with dark blue (Crooke’s glass) lenses - to cope with The Accused’s sensititivy to glare.   Mr Robson, at the Leicester Royal Infirmary,  had prescribed these when The Accused was eleven years old - but he had then been regularly told that they were not available on the National Health Service (perhaps in the hope that his father, a doctor, would pay).   It now turned out that they were available on the NHS and had been so all along.  

 So The Accused henceforth always wore these (until Crooke’s glass ceased to be produced in the l980s), using either the John Lennon style frames or  the frames designed for the National Coal Board (for use of  miners).   Had he had such spectacles available he might have found it less of an ordeal to put up drips in  artificial light.   This also made it easier to play chess in brighly lit tournament halls or tournament halls with floodlighting or  numerous sources of  light (which might be reflected into the eyes from the shiny modern pieces which were now universally used, though they were now expensive and not three shillings a set as they had been when John Vivian had procured a supply for the Highcross Chess Club - which were never used in matches in which The Accused was playing).   On the other hand, The Accused would not know in advance whether a new pair of spectacles would or would not be adequate to counter this handicap or susceptibility to glare.  What it was in detail that made one pair of glasses more satisfactory than another is not known.  So although The Accused was to obtain a supply of such spectacles he did not necessarily always have a pair available which avoided the opthalmic handicaps he might encounter in chess tournaments or on any other occasions.  Also, unfortunately, the world of social classes is guided more by role-acting than by practicalities.  Dark glasses were regarded as pathognomic of  drug addicts,  Italian gangsters or, when worn in combination with pinstripe suits, nighclub bouncers (for which office The Accused did not qualify!).  

So although the dark spectacles alleviated the pains in The Accused’s eyes, they created a prejudice and further cause of  bar against employment and income.  In that respect The Accused was further handicapped by his being possessed of  a posh nasal Prince Charles style voice.  He was not aware that he spoke like this.  The shape of his skull was such that his voice sounded to him quite normal -  no different to that of normal people, though the objectionable accent was evident to him in recordings.

The Accused produces a screeds of lamentation over his chronic unemployment and lack of income.  He wishes to prove that he has been unjustly treated and that any unemployability is the result of unemployment.  The author will try to list some of the cries that emanate from The Accused at great length and in confused order when relating these events.  He claims have found himself at this time (and at all times) refused income and employment because he was already refused income and employment.  The early school leavers had a permanent advantage being always awarded on account of pre-existing income greater sums of money whether this be for work or for unemployment.  He thus traces his life backwards, everthing that happened being due to what happened before, the lack of income commencing at birth with his throughout life having insufficient funds to remedy the insufficiency of  funds.  He was between Scylla and Charybis in the sense that he was refused employment, income and scholarships he had earned because supposedly he was ‘not working class’ and ‘father will pay’ - but father did not pay because of  what The Accused describes as a domination of  Accused-dad by Accused-mum, through her being jealous or through her own need to find some means of  employment and income taking precedence over the needs of the Accused.  The Accused had been forced into medical studies because the parental means test on students grants left him without income over which he had any control and then his parents did not provide the required finance.  All other medical graduates he knew had been heavily subsidised by parents or their own governments.  The Accused did not require an enormous income and could have built up a secure existence with a much lower income than that earned by others - but was allowed not even that.  However, although The Accused was not earning a living, it is not true that he was not working.  The very fact that he did not earn a living conferred on him a need to labour continuously and assiduously to sruvive.  Further he provided his services to others free of charge.  In his role of  unofficial psychotherapist to the Nottingham underworld he was rendering a service which nobody else could provide.  Those who needed his aid could not afford to pay for it and where the state paid others to render some analogous service, those employed were not necessarily chosen to be of use to the victim and were not necessarily of  use.   The Accused has been criticised for having little respect for appearances - but during this period he was in fact quite presentable and at that and others with so low an income that he could not afford what to others were indispensible necessities, was not going to get a job anyway and had to give priority to relevent and practical considerations.  The Accused appears to be embittered because his chronic lack of income, a legacy of  l930s degeneracy theory or Nazi policies, left him without the  right to set up stable relationships, marriage or a family - which was the intention of  the Degeneracy Theory.   On the other hand it is not clear that The Accused was that impoverished during the l970s.  The ravages of  Thatcherism had not yet hit the unclassified.

The Accused also had to maintain the eccentricity of  always telling the truth and of  always being right - turning out eventually to right irrespective of  the initial impression or reception.    Any place he had within the community depended on his invariably telling the truth or what he supposed to be the truth and in his invariably keeping his word, irrespective of  circumstances.   It might seem that The Accused had acquaintances who would not find truth or honesty very welcome but nevertheless the criminals of  Nottingham did not object to The Accused’s open declaration to their faces of  what he considered to be facts.   They knew that to acknowledge the truth was not to condemn.  This contrasted with the attitude of  the Public School which The Accused had encountered in hospital medical advisory committees.   They were greater psychopaths, he felt, and had less excuse!

The Accused was also afflicted with the unfortunate necessity of  always winning.  It may be pretentious or inaccurate to say that The Accused, in whatever conflicts he became involved, always won.   However, there was not a justice in the world where the person who is on one occasion badly treated then receives a compensatory reward.   Or not so in a sense relevent to the present discourse.   The loser is forever victimised, and every victimisation is excuse for even greater victimisation.   However unsuccesful The Accused may have been and however faulty his judgement,  it is unusual for the rejects of  this world to find themselves still alive and in reasonably good mental and physical health when sixty years old.  

The Accused spent many hours sitting in the gallery at Courts of  Law, usually the Nottingham Guildhall  Magistrates’ Court,  partly for self-education but also on occasions enough because he had been asked to attend by accused persons.   If there was separate seating for journalists The Accused might use this.   It provided an alibi.  The Accused took out a notebook and pencil.   The Chairman of  the Bench scowled at him.   He put down the pencil and paper and then picked it up again.   The Chairman scowled again.   The reason for this was that a high percentage of  cases involved juveniles on whose cases there were reporting restrictions (unless the defence asked for them to be lifted).   The Accused did not know this - but the scowls appeared to suggest that it was not done for words spoken in Court to be recorded.   This seemed to The Accused to be pointless.   He could sit for several hours, taking no notes, and then go out and write out the entire proceedings verbatim.   It is often supposed that intelligence declines after the age of  sixteen.   This may be so or apparantly so under some circumstances.  But the basic procedures of  the computer, such as this tape-recorder capacity (where all that is said may remembered several hours but not weeks after the event) are surely intelligence.   When twenty years old The Accused would have not been able to do this.   When he was forty years old he was even more adept at such skills.   After he was fifty years old this capacity became progressively overtly reduced - either through degeneration or to his no longer having such regular use for it.   It is not invariable for people to be at the peak of  their intellectual capacities in their teens or twenties.   It may even be unusual.   The Accused might have contended with the ordeals of  his ealier years much more easily had he been older - or, as Sir Oscar puts it, youth is wasted on the young [It was Dr Tadros who revealed to The Accused that Oscar Wilde was a Sir - a baronet].

These passages are written without recourse to The Accused’s records.   It would take too long to search for them, read through them and decode them.   They were often written in some manner of  code, cipher or some version of  a foreign language.   Thus in the current version of  this work, there may be mention of court cases, whether known or unknown to the public, which did not occur at the times when the current text claims them to have occurred or which did not occur contemporaneously with the events described as contemporaneously in the text.  But the author feels that there are no accuracies sufficient to mislead.

There were two lawyers who took on (the defence of ) Magistrates’ Court criminal cases,  who then still had separate practices, Mr Bird and Mr Micawber.   The young  handsome blonde-haired Mr Bird (a name which was invariably said by his clients to be appropriate, even though after the first telling this joke had lacked originality.  ‘Bird’ as in ‘doing bird’ is a colloquial term for a prison sentence) gave the impression of being calm, quiet, and learned.  Mr Micawber was the flamboyant character who appears in television dramas, usually as the shyster defending gangsters, who invariably wins his case.   “My client, very foolishly,”, he would intone, “has committed this offence.  But he regrets it....”.  He was the mitigation lawyer.  He may not have been very effective in in getting his client off.   Magistrates’ court lawyers never were and didn’t even try.   They didn’t even believe the clients’ denials, if there were any, themselves.  “My instructions are...”, they would say, the client not realising this means “My client says so!”.   But Mr Micawber was very good at making excuses.   He brought tears to the eyes of  the audience - if  they had not heard it all before.   So Mr Micawber was the Mitigation Lawyer.  However, since their clients were invariably found guilty all defence lawyers were mitigation lawyers and Mr Bird, although he did not put on quite so dramatic a perfomance, was also a mitigation lawyer.

What clients did not know was that exactly the same defence was produced (by all lawyers) in case after case.   The alleged facts had to fit the routine format of  the case.  Guilty - my client is sorry - ten years!  Except that it wasn’t necessarily ten years.   The Court always agreed to the compromise the lawyers suggested (which was agreed by the prosecution in advance) - though this was in fact routinely repeated in every similar case.  In future years there would be so many cases that the only way of  dealing with them was the ten second case in which the defence lawyer pleaded guilty, made a proposal regarding to the sentence and the Magistrates agreed with it.   In l973 there would still be some presentation of  alleged facts preceding this - though, in cases in which a similar charge was brought, always be the same facts.   It emerged in later years that lawyers believed these stories.   They were built into their perceptions.  Their reality was adjusted to their procedures.

The nineteenth century degeneracy theorists wrote about criminal classes.  They supposed that membership of such classes was inborn in the sense of genetic (though not necessarily conferred by genes in the current biological sense) - that if a criminal baby and an aristocratic baby were exchanged at birth, the criminal would remain a criminal and the aristocrat would remain an aristocrat, just as, at least to some degree, a bird remains a bird and a bird-eating cat remains a bird-eating cat irrespective of formative environment.  The term ‘criminal classes’ is here more used in the sense of being trapped, just as the members of every social class are trapped.  But being social classes they are master-race or normorans and not classless, but become unclassified if  they do not take up the opportunities of  their birth.  The ‘criminal’ is offered a compulsory means of survival in which he not only commits crimes but is found out.  The fines, non-payments of fines and prison sentences are part of his means of survival.  As class-members or normorans this life-style is a routine and it is not relevent whether they have actually committed the particular crimes for which they have been sentenced.  Their stories have to fit into the normoranic social system - to conform with those of the lawyers.

For the person trapped into the criminal mode of survival, therefore, it does not matter that the defence lawyer always pleads guilty.   The criminals life perhaps is not be envied - but then lives are not to be envied.  By being found automatically guilty he gets the best option available.  Lawyers are thus within the system and always steer their clients into being found guilty - just as psychiatrists always steer their victims into schizophrenia.  The world of normorans is one of inevitability.  There may however be aberrations in social system where an innocent  non-criminal person is accused and it is not convenient for him to be found guilty.   He may not be able to survive in the system reserved for criminals.  The degeneracy theory point of view is that such a person has transgressed into an experience forbidden to his social class (being accused of  a crime) and is therefore a degenerate, particularly despicable criminal and deservingly a victim who is by this procedure eliminated.  The innocent victim may however wish to break the inevitabilities of  the system and be found innocent.  He has to defend himself and not employ a lawyer.  John Parry was not found Not Guilty, but he was found less guilty than Judd, who employed a lawyer.

A man in his early twenties had battered a passer-by on the street.   There was no reason for  this - other than that The Accused had been drinking alcohol.   This was the excuse.   Sure enough he had had seven conditional discharges for similar previous offences.   He was given another conditional discharge.   The Accused did not know whether this was justice or not.   Perhaps the bully was not responsible for his actions and perhaps he did not deserve punishment.   But it appeared that there was an immunity offered to conviction for violent assaults - or  there were lenient sentences which failed to protect everyone else from the crimes they most feared and the crimes that were most dangerous.   On the other hand,  there were heavy sentences for some crimes where, supposing they had taken place,  there had been no danger of any harm being inflicted on anyone and where some innocent harmless person was sent to prison to be victimised.  It did appear there was a Neodarwinist  respect of the bully and disdain and victimisation of the victim.   The Accused did not feel he was morally entitled to feel that Magistrates should be dishing out longer sentences but felt nevertheless that there was failure to appreciate a problem - the increasing threat to the public of  bullies and the ineffectiveness of  the criminal procedures in providing protection.   The Accused did not believe that victims were inferior beings, as per Degeneracy Theory, or that their being victims proved they deserved to be victims.   Punishment might not be the answer to violence.  In all probability it was not - since per se it was more violence and  ratified the rule of  violence.   But there should be more awareness of  the realities and more effort to promote human brotherhood and morality.   He felt that here again those who should be leading and were in a position to lead were adopting a cowardly silence.   Those who were blessed with talents that were denied others and who could be using them for the benefit of  the others were using them only to embellish themselves.   

There was another case where the accused appeared to be accused of  nothing and no evidence was submitted of  his having  committed any crime.  However, instead the asking for the case to be dismissed, the lawyer mouthed that he was applying for an order under section 60 of  the current Mental Health Act under which he would be detained indefinitely (and routinely for not less than one year).   This was justified with great emphasis and pomposity, the lawyer apparantly convinced this was the right thing to do and the Magistrates not doubting it.   Defence Lawyers in Communist China, and to a lesser extent those in Russia, had a reputation for being state employees, or part of  the state system, employed to ensure that the accused was found guilty.   It was supposed that there was a commissar who said: “You are selected to defend this enemy of  the state.  If  he is not found guilty or the impression is given that he might not be guilty, then you will never practice as a lawyer again - and be sent to the Cathay Salt Mines!”.   The defence lawyer was then seen as getting together with staff:  “How are we going to get this felon convicted?”.   The lawyer then supposedly deliberately lied in court and prevented The Accused from speaking in his own defence.   But events that to the outsider might provoke such an interpretation were regularly occurring in Britain.  In fact, an adequate prosecution case was virtually never presented, even when The Accused later discovered, as was usually the case, that The Accused was guilty of  something, though it might not be the charge on the sheet.   It was accepted by criminals that they would be found guilty of  the wrong charge.   They had gotten away with plenty, they would say, and it made no difference.   But it did mean that methods of  detection and court procedures were a mockery.   They  might be appropriate to a community of criminals but there existed no protection against the innocent being convicted.   The British could look outside their own community and Russia and they saw what they supposed was a deliberate conspiracy.   But the same was happening, under their own noses, in their own country.   They did not notice it and it was not a deliberate conspiracy!  Also, not only in this case, but commonly, psychiatric orders or psychiatric treatment was used to prevent an accused person from being found not guilty when there existed no case against him.   The effect again was to victimise the victim.

There was also associated with these perceptions of  legal procedures the curious phenomenon of  the alleged suicide or hanging in prison.   In those days these were regularly reported in newspapers but each appeared to be treated as a separate case with no connection seen with any previous similar incident.   It was never suggested that these hangings were rather frequent and that outside prison hanging is a rare and not necessarily succesful procedure.   The Accused had even been taught as a four year old child by Accused-dad hanging is never due to suicide.   According to crime writers, judicial hanging is not per se invariably effective and other measures are superimposed to ensure decease.   How come that all these alleged felons knew the effective technique of  suicide by hanging?  Informants have told the author that conditions in prison are so terrible that suicides are to be expected - and that hanging is the only form of  suicide for which there are materials available.   Nevertheless it appeared to The Accused that an extraordinarily large number of  these suicided persons were on remand, were accused of crimes that aroused public emotion and there was no convincing evidence against them.   There had to be a suspicion that this was another mechanism for the victimisation of  the victim.

The author suspects that it was in l974 rather than l973 that The Accused was approached by a young man who told him that his sixteen year old boyfriend, the son of  a High Court Judge,  had been stopped by police for no reason outside a gay club.   He had then been transferred to a prison without any charges being levelled.  In the prison, it was said, he had hanged himself.   The young man said he would like to know whether this was true.   Moreover, the boys’ family would like to know - but because of  the father’s position could say nothing.   Could The Accused find out?

    “So you are saying that his sixteen year old boy was locked up in prison for no reason other than he was believed to be gay, though he had committed no offence and was charged with none, was raped by  the prison staff and then killed so he wouln’t talk  - or when it was found out that his father was a judge and that it might not be so easy to discredit his character”.

    “Yes, it might have been that he was punished by prisoners for being son of a judge..but he was alone in a cell....to be honest, that is what I wonder might have happened”.

The Accused said he would make inquiries.   He did.   It was not difficult to find acquaintances who had been in the same prison at the same time.  The Accused would relate the known facts and wait for comments before voicing the feared interpretations.

“I am not saying your wrong.”, would be the reply  “But if you are right, you will never be able to prove it”. 

The Accused informed another informant that he would be interested in some information about events in prisons.   The ex-inmate appeared to be willing to cooperate.  But as soon as The Accused mentioned hangings, the informant clammed up.   That was a subject about which, he said, The Accused would discover nothing.   The Accused said that he did not necessarily need specific information, but might be interested to know about prison procedures sufficiently to know whether particular events were possible.   The answers to these innocent questions about procedures did seem to suggest it was possible.  But when the informant saw what The Accused was getting at,  he averred that there aspects of  life in prison that it was not regarded as permissible to discuss outside prisons - which regulation, irrespective of circumstances, no prisoner or ex-prisoner, regardless of circumstances, would not dare to transgress.  Prison life, however, differed from that in the outside world more than that The Accused appeared to suspect.  The Accused claims to have ‘sent’ agents into the prison to listen and report - by which he presumably means that they found there way there without any negotiation on his part.   But they discovered nothing - or probably not.  This judge, an excellent judge, much more competent than the Freemasons in the London High Court,  and his family, had a lot of  bad luck.   In some regions judges and their families are out of  place, classless and victims.  

[On the whole it is easier to explain prison hangings as being what medics call ‘voluntary’ than self-afflicted.  They are even predictable and particular common amongst those on remand for unpopular crimes for which, on the evidence, they are unlikely to be found guilty]

 During the winter of  l973-4 there was the miners’ strike.  Or the Arab countries may have decided to charge more for their oil.   Or both.  The price the Arabs obtained for their oil was about one percent of  the amount eventually charged their customers in Britain.   The customers in Britain would surely not have noticed a massive increase of say l.5 per cent in the amount paid the Arabs.  The price increases nevertheless precipitated a major crisis (quite apart from it possibly setting a precedent for more price increases - though Britain was soon to produce [relatively expensive] North Sea Oil and the government might have had equivocal motivations surrounding price increases).   In Yorkshire the five pound note was known as the Arthur Scargill - because before Arthur Scargill became Secretary of  the National Union of  Mineworkers no miner had ever seen a five pound note.   The NUM now again argued that miners were underpaid.   There was a growing  tendency in Western society for retail profits and the incomes of  middlemen and retailers to be far greater than the prices charged by and paid by the producers.   The fraction of  the price of  coal, when it reached the eventual customer (a householder or a power station), which was paid to the miners was disproportionately low when compared with other moieties, especially the retail margin.   Miners were not on a starvation wage, but had the issue not become an emotionally loaded political issue there would have been much public sympathy for miners, particularly face workers.  The average human would not have volunteered to be a miner for any price.   There was an additional problem that with the increasing reliance on oil,  there was increasingly less consumption of coal (and with increasing mechanisation, less miners were needed to produce the same amount of  coal - and also the tunnels of  previously separate mines were being  joined up, with all but one of  the connected pits being ‘closed’ and the workers made redundant).   The NUM argued that government policy was shortsighted and that there should be greater efforts to preserve mining communities.

There was a tradition in the Public School of  regarding industrial disputes as a class war, as us against them, which had emerged during the pre-war  General Strike in which the Military Officer Class saw themselves as Britain against the Bolshies and became an army to undermine the strike.   A similar enthusiasm was aroused in l973-4.   The Public School was at war with the nation.   The Public School controlled the propaganda media.   Prime Minister Ted Health has been claimed by some to have been driven to an acute psychosis.   The country was subjected to the ‘three day week’ (though there were no efforts to change production methods and the nature of  the economy to engineer the same standard of  living with lesser production and consumption of  energy).    Arthur Scargill was seen as the devil whereas the NUM Chairman, Joe Gormley (later Lord Gormley!) was seen as the goodie.   Although Scargill was based in Sheffield,  Nottingham (which was not that far away) was seen as the centre of  the strike.   It was also a critical area in the sense that whereas Yorkshire and Wales had a tradition of  full-time miners who came from families of  full-time miners,  in  Nottinghamshire there were part-time miners who might just work one shift a week and be satisfied with the financial proceeds.    They did not have the traditions and solidarity of  the Yorkshire and Welsh miners.   They might simply drift away during the strike.  Pits in Nottinghamshire and Leicestershire offered the best chance of  undermining the strike.   Nottingham became saturated with secret agents of  all descriptions from the world over and a centre for tricks and conspiracies.

There was a high profile court case which went on for a very long time (in the Crown Court) in which a miners’ trade union official, Joe Whelan, was charged with shoplifting (and found guilty by a jury).    Local shopkeepers (shopkeepers traditionally supported the Conservative Party) in mining areas, The Accused was informed,  took on the attitudes propagandised by the Tory Press and refused to serve striking miners: no work, no food!   Armies of  anti-miners tried to surround and cut off mining areas to prevent food from being imported - though food was procured by Polish miners and smuggled in.   There was little evidence of  unruly behaviour amongst miners, but there was a great plethora of  trouble during the strike.   Joe Whelan obtained some food for his family during a period when food was in short supply - from a shop belonging to a keeper who opposed the strike.   Whelan denied that he had any intention of  leaving the shop before paying for it - though the information given The Accused suggests that the shopkeeper might have been unwilling to sell it.   It was claimed by miners and supporters of  the strike that there was no factual basis for the charge of  shoplifting and that it had been invented by anti-strike agencies to discredit Whelan (which it did).   There were so many conspiracies in Nottingham during those months that the possibility of  a frame-up cannot be excluded.

The Accused was in the crowd when the Scottish NUM President Mick McGahey arrived to hold a speech in Nottingham.  “Gahey”, he explained, was Scottish for “shit”.   He was described in the Tory Press as a ‘card carrying member of  the  Communist Party’.   Why were members of  the Communist Party, asked Mr McGahey,  always ‘card carrying’?   The Communist Party did not issue any cards to its members.  This a reference to the British Communist Party - the British having been emphasised since the Russian invasion of  Czechoslovakia.   Britain, McGahey, was an island built on coal.   It was foolish to abandon this natural resource.   If the government laid off the miners, they might find that they had developed a taste for another life and never come back!   Those standing with The Accused pointed out to The Accused, a gentleman who sitting down and taking notes.   This, they said, was Mr S. Branch, a member of  the police Special Branch, who went round all the meetings addressed by members of  the communist party taking down all that was spoken. [Most conspiracy theorists claim that  employees of  MI5 patrol meetings addressed by  Communist Party members - though they probably have tape recorders - and it is the job of  the Special Branch to arrest them - or of one  Special Branch Officer - there are not many of  them - assisted by two hundred ordinary police officers].

On the next occasion The Accused met Mr Branch he (that is Mr Branch) was at La Chic with a friend.   Mr Branch offered to buy The Accused a drink.   The Accused said he did not drink - but Mr  Branch  bought it anyway.   They were two merchant seamen, said Mr Branch, on a long vacation.   He was earning a living meanwhile as a journalist - as a sportswriter,  composing articles mainly about football.   His brother, he said, was a prisoner currently sitting on the roof  of  Gartree Prison (a high security prison at  Market Harborough, ten miles  south of  Leicester) protesting his innocence.   He was hoping to help his brother alert the government to the injustice to which he had been subjected.   Was The Accused perhaps interested in a career in journalism.   Would The Accused perhaps write a quick article so that Mr Branch could assess his abilities.  The Accused supposed that Mr Branch was perhaps trying to get The Accused to write something which he could use himself.   He was not going to write anything that enabled anyone to assess him and would not write anything cribbable.   So he wrote a humerous football report on a match in which the England team had lost by six goals to zero on account of  bad luck, cheating by the opponents and the ludicrous decisions of  the German referee, who had been bribed the opposing team.   There was nothing  original about this.  It was itself cribbed from Peter Cook or some similar satirist.   Mr Branch assessed the article very wisely, confiding that it was very promising.  No doubt Peter Cook was not lacking in talent.   He folded the paper and put it in his pocket.   Then he invited The Accused for a cup of  coffee at the flat he shared with his friend.   The Accused had formed the impression that Mr Branch claimed to be in  Nottingham only temporally, on some mission concerned with his brother’s hoped-for appeal.   He had not expected him to have a flat.  The Accused did not wish to cause offence by refusing - and he had never previously had opportunity to investigate the affairs of  the Special Branch.    When The Accused arrived there turned out to be no coffee in evidence nor equipment for brewing coffee nor much else in the room - a commonplace set of  findings when coffee is promised.   Then the two men started yelling at each other aggressively as to whether The Accused was friend of  the one or  the other.   They went on arguing while The Accused escaped.  Perhaps that is what they wanted him to do.   The  Accused mentioned this to Judd next day.   “So they started fighting over you, did they?”.   Supposedly The Accused should have laid down the law and reprimanded them for this unsatisfactory behaviour.    The Accused was to encounter Mr Branch on one further occasion, several months later, when he posed as an insurance salesman.

Who was Mr Branch?   Twenty years later The Accused saw a photograph in a national newspaper of  a man who bore an uncanny resemblance to Mr Branch.   This was a journalist and ‘friend of  Judy Ward’, with whom he was photographed together with another friend of  Judy Ward.   The Branch lookalike had for years investigated the case of  Miss Ward and had agitated for her reversal of  the verdict brought against her ... eventually succesfully.   This was a considerable achievement for Mr Branch- Lookalike.   Miss Ward was convicted of  being an IRA terrorist.   The evidence necessary to convict anyone of  such a crime was an Irish accent, a plastic carrier bag and the ‘expert evidence’ of  nitrogen on the hands.   ‘Nitroglycerine explosives - and Marmite and fishpaste - and skin and plastic carrier bags -contain nitrogen.   It is the Expert Evidence that is conclusive.

Miss Ward not merely had an Irish accent, a paper carrier bag  and nitrogen on her fingers - but had confessed.   With such devastating evidence against her she might be expected to confess.   Members of  the IRA sometimes did - if  it avoided some innocent person being convicted, if  there was any chance of  that.   IRA members obey orders and therefore, presumably, she was ordered to confess.   However we do not know why she was ordered to confess.   The authenticity of  this confession was supported by psychiatric reports.  Years later it turned out that the psychiatric reports were fakes.  Fair enough.   They were written by Ministry of  Health Psychiatrists.   We already know what their reports are worth.   It turned out, twenty years later, that there was a genuine report, of which nobody had heard, written, supposedly by a psychiatrist who was unkown to The Accused.

However Accused-mum mentioned in passing in l994 that it was Accused-dad who had written the authentic report on Judy Ward, for the Home Office, in his capacity of  psychiatrist (or ‘psychotherapist’ as prison psychiatrists are called) at Holloway Prison.   Accused-dad reported that the claim that Judy Ward was a member of  the IRA was ridiculous.   The IRA considered itself a highly disciplined army.   It would never employ anyone as unreliable as Miss Ward!  She would confess to anything and her ‘confession’ should not be taken seriously.   The gerontocracy and Ministry of  Health however considered it of  prime importance that Authority should be seen to infallible and if  Ms Ward was accused she had to be guilty!  Accused-dad however was bound by the Official Secrets Act.   Nothing that went on in Holloway went on inside.

Accused-mum was surprised that The Accused did not know that his father was the psychiatrist who had written the ‘authentic’ and suppressed psychiatric report on Judy Ward.   He had known that Accused-dad had written a report on a chronic confessor and that he had considered the suggestion that she was a member of  the IRA comical but had not known it was Ms Ward, the story had perhaps not registered and he may not have then realised the likely relevence of  Ms Ward to his own experiences.

On Good Friday in l974 it emerged that The Accused was victim of  an MI5-style conspiracy.  But why?   It was something to do with Accused-dad being born in Dublin.   That much was made clear.   The Accused suspected that his father was the likely intended victim.   His father had secrets to be Found Out, whereas there nothing to find out about The Accused!   The Accused was to suspect that his father had deliberately directed whoever it was that was out to get him in the direction of  The Accused, who is the strange world of  medics in which sons are identified with fathers, was taken to be the same person as Accused-dad!

There may have been no plot or conspiracy at all.   No explanation has been given - and as in other situations in this story where no explanation has been given by the perpetrators there are many theories.   The reader however should not scoff at ideas of  conspiracy theories during l974.   Britain has never had a better time for conspiracy theories.   An Irish Child Psychiatrist (who closely resembled The Accused’s friend David Webster) wrote that bombs did not improve the mental state of  children.   The Accused read this article and did not realise that this was a controversial thesis.   Bombs during World War ll had had a permanent psychiatric effect on adults and even though children might be more resilient it was not eccentric that bombs were not in their best interest.  But MI5 thought otherwise.   One of  their major missions was to facilitate the war against the IRA.   If  the doctor did not like bombs, it sounded very much as if  he did not like wars - and, therefore, the war against the IRA!   It is very unlikely that Ted Heath or Harold Wilson would have instructed MI5 or any of  its members to procure young boys so that the doctor could be persuaded to examine their testicles so that the doctor could then be accused of  indecent assault and sent to prison.  Nevertheless that is some MI5 person did!

The story was published in World Medicine.  It was hardly credible!   The Medical Gerontocracy was the most active and intransigent component of  what The Accused calls KGB5, known to other conspiracy theorists incorrectly as MI5.  KGB5 is to the Public School what the IRA is to Sinn Fein.  The Accused claimed that mental disorders were environmentally or socially created, not inborn degeneracy.   This made him to KGB5 as the late Leon Trotsky was to the late Josef  Stalin.  This led The Accused to set up what he claimed were more thorough security defences than those surrounding the Prime Minister - or at any rate he set up unpredictability and confusion, the security device used also by the late Adolf  Hitler.  If  MI5 had tried to set up The Accused he would have made quite sure that their evidence was false and provably so!  Here there was a psychiatrist who had suggested that mental disorder had some environmental origin - to wit bombs - and he had suggested it and had handed out his name and address.   He was invited to take these boys onto a camping holiday.   He knew he was being set up by MI5.   The parents knew he was being set up by MI5.   The boys knew he was being set up by MI5.  Everyone knew he was being set up by MI5 except possibly MI5, who never knew anything.   An MI5 officer had as much chance of  being unnoticed in Ireland as a dinosaur in chicken hutch.   Yet the psychiatrist fell for it and pleaded guilty.   The reason for his falling for it, supposedly, was that he was threatened with violence or fatality should he refuse to fall for it!  Well, yes... That could have happened.   Perhaps.

Historians have not fully unravelled what Denis Q Basher Hill was up to in those days, but reports not only in World Medicine but in less bolshie sections of  the medical press make it clear that they were up to something.   Their impregnable castle was to be the General Medical Council, under its new guise defined eventually in the l978 Medical Act.   At present the new organisation was evolving with the creation of  a limited number of  what were described as ‘elected’  members, a provision which had been conceded after  agitation by World Medicine and the Junior Hospital Doctors Association (which World Medicine supported).  However, the medical profession is without political leaders or genuine politicians and the medical profession are not in the habit of  casting votes - and would not know whom to vote for if they did.   So the majority of  these ‘elected’ members were merely nominees of  the British Medical Association and, according to The Accused, an extraordinarily large number were  South Africans.  The Medical Profession had no liking for the GMC, whether in its new form or the old, but the Chairman of  the BMA, had despite protests from his own members and committees, agreed to the GMC retention fee on behalf the medical profession.   The gerontocracy also overrode the vast majority in all other matters relating to the evolution of  this New GMC.   Nevertheless the ‘elected’ GMC members included several JHDA members, at least one of  whom was South African, and Dr Michael O’Donnell, the editor of  World Medicine.   Myre Sim, a germanic psychiatrist, took a violent dislike to the JHDA and he and his gerontocratic friends tried to get JHDA reps expelled from the GMC.

It was possible to travel between La Chic and Wellington Square via a private housing estate, owned by an Oxford College known as the Park and considered the preferred locale of  the status seeker.  Dan Buster,  Lassie and The Accused returned from La Chic with the disk jockey who was performing at La Chic who invited the party to his flat.   Dan Buster liked to keep himself to The Accused’s party and to keep his distance from any men who might be enamoured by his looks (which most were).  He was anxious therefore that the visit should be brief.   The exact events that took place are recorded in The Accused’s diaries and in several other documents which are not immediately available - but according to these accounts the disk jockey neither showed any interest in Lassie nor had the opportunity of  doing so without being observed - and he was not observed.

The author has omitted mention of  a catalogue of  young  people of  various genders who visited or did not visit Wellington Square during the eventful period The Accused lived there and might feel they should have been mentioned because they played an important part in The Accused’s life or The Accused in theirs and the validity of  this document as a sociological study and as a full and honest account of  The Accused’s activities is diminished by their omission.   Some may not wish to be mentioned, but should they specifically ask to be mentioned, the text will be amended to include them.  As matters stand however the author has felt it necessary to hurry the reader through this period as rapidly as he can and to mention little beyond events publically known or which can be connected up with publically known events - which is how history is written, though this may give a misleading picture of  sociology and psychology.   The claim that there is no truth beyond public knowledge and consensus is false.  The Accused had during this phase dealings with many young people who were trying to set up peer structures or  permanent relationships and who might be supposed by the better than thou, because they had been and continued to be prevented to be doing so, to be doing no such thing.  Perhaps one day it will be possible to give a fuller account and excuses for any concealments, but these words are not written on that assumption.
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