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The Accused commenced his Open University  Studies in l977 and was awarded an ordinary B.A. degree in l980 and B.A. degree with first class honours in l981.  In modern nomenclature this degree would be called a B.Sc..In l977 he studied two foundation courses, in  Technology and Mathematics.   Since the Regional Supervisor felt that it was impossible to study two foundation courses in one year the Open University had paid fees for only one course but Accused-mum,  previously parsimonious, had paid for the other.  The Accused obtained distinctions in both courses and thereafter the Open University paid all fees.  The Accused in l978 studied a full subject, Linear Mathematics, and two half subjects - Analysis and Mechanics.   The Linear Mathematics course was the Open University’s basic general second level course in Applied Mathematics.  There was also a corresponding full subject course in  Pure Mathematics.  At university level what is known at school as pure mathematics is called applied mathematics and what is called applied mathematics at school is called physics.  Pure mathematics is a term used (at universities)for more abstract or  theoretical aspects.  The Accused was to take all the available third level (honours) courses in pure mathemtics, applied mathematics and physics - enough to qualify separately for an honours degree in any of them.  He therefore needed also to accumulate some background in pure mathematics either through course material or private study or through working it out for himself.   Later in the course he flicked through the Pure Mathematics second level course material at the Open University centre in Leicester and found that he had covered all therein.   Athough this was not what was he expected,  he did find himself more condusive to applied mathematics and physics than to pure mathematics.

Pure mathematics concerns itself  largely with formal proof  of  theorems and although The Accused did devote much time to this and found it challenging and interesting and even useful he felt that the ultimate conclusion was in many cases unprovable and that the end result of  painful study of the proofs and arguments was the discovery of where or how some assumption or invalid deduction had been smuggled into the reasoning.  He compiled a series of  mock pure mathematics proofs.  There was, for instance, the theorem that in every continuous set there is a point that does not exist.   The proof  begins with ‘Let x be the point that does not exist”.  The set is then divided into to two parts,  One of  these parts contains the point x.  This part is then subdivided again and the part containing the point x again subdivided .. and so on until a set is isolated containing only the point x.   Since the point x has been identified it exists.  It was The Accused’s impression that if such a proof  is suffiently complicated - clouded with enough smoke - then the student can memorise it, the tutor can ask “Do you understand the proof?” a sufficient number of  times, explain it a sufficient number of  times and award marks for it a sufficient number of  times and that thereby another mathematician is produced who recites the proof in full confidence blind to any deficiencies it may contain.   Mathematicians were also beginning to discover convoluted proofs that it was not possible to prove anything.   This meant that The Accused would find himself devoting much pain, time and labour to the proof  of  some proposition and then come to the conclusion that the alleged proof was so flawed that he could not bring himself  to reproduce it.   The Accused may have been mistaken, but nevertheless he had formed the impression in subjects other than mathematics that the expert or the brilliant student who coasts to the first class degree has a capacity for absorbing theory which is even obviously illogical and absurd without noticing the illogicalities and absurdities and that this is combined with a capacity for writing about the false conceptions in a very literate, learned and convincing manner.   The Accused did not sail through towards a first class degree, even though that this impression may be given by the grades obtained and by the fact that he took more courses and substantially more honours courses than required.   To understand anything he had to study it in great detail, proving or verifying everything from fundamental assumptions.  What might take a few minutes for other students would take many hours for The Accused.   There were perhaps others who were less thick-headed than The Accused who did equally well or better, but the attempt to understand rather than merely absorb may have made it comparitively easier to cope with the more advanced work based on earlier work.

The ‘Analysis’ subject was more pure than applied mathematics and dealt with calculus.  Mechanics was mechanics and was a preparation for future courses in physics.  In the student covers all the course material, he completes one ‘unit’ per week in each full subject (Linear Mathematics) and one unit every two weeks in every half subject (Mechanics and Analysis).   

There was a Linear Mathematics summer school.  At the time The Accused was bogged down with a unit which dealt with linear programming.   The reader may be under the impression that linear programming is easy.  The highly jaundiced Accused assures us that fifteen year olds with the priivlege,facility or necessity of leaving school at that age were  head-hunted by Industry,  dressed in white coats, put on a two week training course to learn some repetitive task and then dubbed ‘scientists’ and paid at least £30,000 a year (which is six times as much as paid to someone with a  Ph.D. in physics, who, in any case, would have been unlikely to get a job).  Some of  these were ‘linear programmers’ - and paid £60.000 a year.  To earn this money they sat in front of  a computer and pressed a button.   This may not have been too difficult - until the computer or  program was changed, when they were sacked, replaced by newly trained scientists and had to scour the newspapers for vacancies for linear programmers trained to use their now abandoned computer program and to push their now obsolete button.  The purpose of  linear programming to Industry was to save money - though the schemes company directors promote to save money and the fees they pay to think up predictable suggestions often appear to cost a great deasl more than they save.  Linear programming learnt by university students who have to perfect a thousand topics any one of  which would make them scientists if  they were trained by Industry may by some of our readers be regarded as easy.  It can be reduced to an algorithm -do this, do that, do that.  The student is programmed in the manner of a computer.  Nevertheless The Accused found linear programming inordinately difficult to understand.

Since The Accused needed a distinction in his examination, not remedial training on early units, he shived the summer school lectures and lay naked in the bright hot sun in a secluded patch of  long grass endeavouring the painful exercise of  trying to understand linear programming.   A young Jewish lady,  Miss Rowena, decided to locate him, strip down to her bikini and lie beside him.   Miss Rowena came from Golders Green.  Her father had been told by Dr Einstein (a graduate of  Saint Catharine’s College, Cambridge, but older than The Accused) that he suffered from Parkinson’s Disease.

Accused-dad had been told by Dr Einstein, already in l969, that he suffered from Parkinson’s Disease.   The Accused did not believe this.  Accused-dad was in the habit of  shaking in the presence of  Accused-mum.   He had a severe anxiety state, and had had it for most of  his life, not Parkinson’s disease.   Accused-mum was to say that Accused-dad trekked off to Dr Einstein by his own steam to be given this diagnosis.   The Accused hjowever inists on a different story.  Accused-mum worked as a receptionist and filing clerk for Dr Adler, a Golders Green general practitioner.   She read and absorbed the case notes, whether accurately or not, and it was in her nature for this medical education to fuel her fantasies and anxieties.   She noticed that all Jews over the age of  fifty five were suffering from Parkinson’s Disease.  In those days Parkinson’s Disease was a standard diagnosis planted on all who were seen as growing old.   At the present day the term Alzheimer’s Disease is used instead.  In the l970s however Alzheimer’s Disease was still a relatively rare ‘pre-senile dementia’  (the other being Jakob-Kreutzfeld Disease), that is, an intellectual deterioration somewhat similar to that which supposedly sometimes afflicted the elderly but of  earlier onset.  It may be that present day older people are plastered with tranquillisers and other drugs which cause the appearance of  dementia and the (mis)use of  a term identified with dementia as a general term for aging is (apparently) justified.  Dementia however is not necessarily a feature of  aging, nor of Parkinson’s Disease nor of  Alleged Parkinson’s Disease.  Accused-dad did not suffer from any degree of  dementia.   So Accused-mum decided that Accuse-dad suffered from Parkinson’s Disease.  She was worried about Accused-dad, she reported, because when she spoke to him for hours on end she then discovered he had not been listening and did not know what he had been talking about!  Indeed, that is not evidence of  Parkinson’s Disease  (‘Paralysis agitans’), which is characterised by tension in the muscles which causes stiffness in limbs, difficulty in walking, with a forward stooping gait and short footsteps - and narrow small handwriting - and a characteristic tremor noticable particularly in the hands and fingers.  So it was Accused-mum who dragged Accused-dad to Dr Einstein. It was Accused-mum who did the talking and Accused-dad did the shaking.   So Accused-dad had was declared to have Parkinson’s Disease.

Parkinson’s Disease was fashionable.   Harold Wilson, the Prime Minister, suddenly resigned.   Everyone supposed this was some manner of  conspiracy.   Maybe he was aware of  some great government scandal or the South Africans were threatening to expose his affaire with a Zimbabwian rentboy or  that he was a KGB spy.  “Ah yes!”, said The Accused, “The idiot!  He’s let some medic persuade him he has Parkinson’s Disease!”.  “Ah yes!”, said Accused-mum - and Accused-dad, “He’s got Parkinson’s Disease!”.   It was to turn out eventually that either The Accused or his parents had been right. But According to The Accused Accused-dad had not had Parkinson’s Disease, had not got Parkinson’s Disease and the drugs prescribed by Dr Einstein given him by Accused-mum even in a dosage much lower than that prescribed were causing Parkinsonian symptoms and worse.

Accused-mum also had convinced  herself by her study of  casenotes that she was ill and she was accumulating an increasing compendium of  drugs prescribed by Dr Adler for an enlarged heart and high blood pressure.   Blood pressure is usually measured using a sphygnomanometer. A cuff is wrapped round the arm (above the elblow) and air is pumped in -while a manometer measures its pressure.  Using a stethoscope placed at the front of the elbow the pressure is detected which is necessary to stop the flow of blood (in the brachial artery), a pressure which during the duration of one heart beat varies, the lowest being ‘daistolic’ and the highest ‘systolic’.  The pressures exerted externally to stop the flow are marginally higher than the pressure in the artery.  When doctors speak of ‘blood pressure’ they regularly refer to measurements taken this way.  This would not matter if all ‘patients’ were affected equally - but when the subject is comparatively obese, as was Accused-mum, the measurement can be misleadingly high.  Further error was likely to be induced because Accused-mum took and interpreted her own measurements.   Although systolic pressures might be relatively high, the diastolic pressure was normal (varying between 70 and 90 mm Hg, while 80 is taken to be normal).  According to l960s teaching this is due not to hypertension but anxiety.  According to l960s teaching, also, hypertension in ‘middle aged women’ was harmless and should not be treated.  In The Accused’s view the progressive prescription of more and more drugs for the effects of aging and the side effects of drugs was in any case unhelpful and dangerous, a cutom compounded out of theory and anxiety rather than practicality.

The Accused supposed that his views on Parkinson’s Disease and alleged Parkinson’s Disease (and other alleged diseases) were eccentric - arising out of  an unique internal view of  the medical profession - and when reciting them to other people was careful to point this out and to say that they therefore should not accept his opinion without observations of  their own.   He found however that Rowena’s opinions were even stronger and more unequivocably expressed.   The Jewish population in Golders Green, she said, suffered from an internal snobbery.   So everyone had to do the same as everyone else.  Therefore all of  them ran to Dr Einstein.  Dr Einstein automatically diagnosed every person over the age of  55 to be suffering from Parkinson’s Disease.   The Accused’s parents had described Dr Einstein as a ‘neurologist’ but Rowena now said that Parkinson’s Disease was his only diagnosis and that he used it as synonymous with ‘old age’.   Her father had been suffering from nothing, she averred.  Dr Einstein was the scourge of  Golders Green.  [Readers may find that they become less fit as they grow older, but it may be unwise to give a name to it if this is taken also to justify the prescription of drugs (which may give the impression of psychosis or dementia).  Readers should if possible find other ways of preventing or overcoming such handicaps].

Rowena invited The Accused back to her chamber and informed him that whenever she attended summer schools she selected a man with whom she was to copulate for the duration.   Now she had selected The Accused whom she supposed was an exceptional prize.   Golders Green has its own attitudes.   The Accused normally, however obvious the invitation, however bikiniless the young lady, assumed that nobody could find him other than inferior and repulsive.  He had so been educated by Accused-mum: that he was inferior to all other people in all respects, incapable of  being loved and befriended - and that if  he even considered the possibility of  it being otherwise he would be guilty of  delusions of grandeur, locked up in a mental hospital and his father, on account of  the disgrace, would lose his job.   His mother appeared to believe this.  She had been in the habit of  going round searching for evidence of  criticism or rejection of  The Accused and if  she found out about any criticism or rejection there would be serious repercussions.   That Miss Rowena succeeded in her ambition was a considerable achievement.  Despite numerous young ladies having attempted, and mostly unequivocably, few had succeeded, -none since 1973, and only two more (once apiece) thereafter, before The Accused became old and no longer of  interest to anyone.  Rowena, who had been well pleased, repeatedly during this summer school urged The Accused to renew his acquaintance, but The Accused was throughout his life always beset with anxieties and things to do and she was not to succeed.   “There will always be another time”, though The Accused - and so it was to be during subsequent years until there was no longer any chance of  any other time.

Accused-mum’s impression that all is laid on at universities and that students do not have to pay for anything - a reason for his being refused funds during his earlier university studies - was in part derived from her experience of  Open University summer schools.  The cost of  lodgings and meals was included in the composite fee.  There was also a hop or party laid on.  Potential gatecrashers were identified by asking: “What is a CMA?”.  The doorman’s surprise The Accused (who tehn appeared comparatively young by then OU standards) knew what it was and so he conceded that The Accused must be an O.U. student.   Those who did not know were excluded - which left a few middle aged people standing around drinking cocktails and little interested in The Accused.  Also laid on, in students’ rooms, were a couple of  sachets of  coffee, and of  milk and of  sugar and two paper cups.   The Accused preserved these just in case he found an excuse for inviting to his room for a discussion on the works of  Galileo a young man, on vacation from another university, son of  one of  the Warwick University professors who lived on the site. This young man originally supposed The Accused, since he seemed younger and more artistic in dress than other O.U. students, to be part of  the BBC film crew on the site.   The Accused was always beset with urgencies or anxieties and on his last Friday night at summer school,  his anxiety was -should he depart that evening, in which case he would have to catch a bus to Coventry’s Pool Meadow coach station, then a bus to Leicester - the last one left at eleven o’ clock and then travel back to Nottingham next day.. or should he stay overnight in his room - which perhaps was not permissible, perhaps it had not been paid-for, and complete the entire journey next day.. or maybe part of  it... Might there be this otr that in Nottingham or Leicester urgently to which to attend?  Should he do this?  Should be do that?  Nevertheless The Accused visited on the final Friday night the Warwick University students’ place of  entertainment - a large hall, with a bar, tables, seating and a dancefloor, on which this aforesaid student was dancing with a friend.   The Accused occupied himself otherwise and waited until the masses had dispersed and only he and the aforesaid student remained.   That was as per textbook.  They then walked towards the students’ residence, which was also on the way to The Accused’s room... but it was getting dark, perhaps the Professor would be getting anxious over the late hour,  perhaps he had not better not invite the youth to consume the coffee, maybe The Accused had insufficient understanding of the works of  Galileo, maybe the student was not interested in the works of  Galileo... So The Accused just absented himself and returned to his room.  Next day as he was carrying his suitcase through a gateway he was approached by Rowena, on her way home.  She thrust into her hand a slip of  paper on which she said was her address in Golders Green.   She said that she had left a letter for The Accused, also with the address on it, in her room (or ex-room).  The Accused supposing therefore that there existed another copy of  the address, just slipped the paper into a pocket or a matchbox and went to collect the supposed letter.   He found however only a bare room and not a letter and rapidly left (which perhaps had not been the plan).  He then met Rowena again, briefly, and she said there was no letter in her room.   The paper she had given him was the aforesaid letter.   She had seen him approaching the gateway and had taken it out to him.   The Accused then asked again what the address was and she told him.  They then parted.   But The Accused was forgetful, and as he regularly did, rapidly forgot the address.   He also had a habit of  losing slips of  paper  on which were written addresses or  telephone numbers.   The Accused was unable to find again the currently relevent slip of  paper.

The Accused did not know Rowena’s surname ..so there was no point in scanning a telephone directory.   He scanned the personal columns for a while in the Open University’s journal ‘Sesame’.   He discovered no message.

There is a possible sequence to this.   The Accused did keep his eyes open for a possible sighting of  Rowena during his visits to Golders Green.   But he did not notice her - and perhaps memories fade and people change in appearance of  the years.   The Accused was to inherit his parents’ house in Hendon in l995 but circumstances caused him to remain in Leicester.   He would take a weekly day trip by bus to London.   In the year 2000 The Accused sat in a Linda’s Caff on Golders Green bus station.   A lady whom he seen sitting in the caff on a couple of  previous occaasions was sitting there again and moved over to The Accused’s table.  She lived in South London, she said, but visited, for studies at some college, Golders Green every Friday morning and after that lingered awhile before returning home - but she was definitely in Golders Green only on Fridays.  It was a hot sunny day, she pointed out.   Was there some nearby park, perhaps, where they could lie in the sun and chat futher.   Perhaps when dealing with The Accused she should have been more specific.   She was not familiar with Golders Green, she said... Did The Accused perhaps know of  some nearby park?   She might have expected The Accused to remember that Hampstead Heath was a  mere two hundred yards from the caff.   The Accused however had forgotten!   Rene Bulter had recently moved into The Accused’s Hendon House - and The Accused had all manner of doubts, anxieties and  distractions.   She suggested that they meet again, but she was only in Golders Green on Fridays - and although The Accused was there on a Friday on this occasion,  coaches on Fridays tended to be booked up and  the fare was significantly more expensive than during the week - so The Accused felt he could not afford to travel again on Fridays.  So they confessed to one another that they would not cross paths again.   The Accused had wondered whether this might have been Rowena - since he was an age at which nobody who did not  know him already was likely to express an interest.   Rowena had met The Accused when he was sunbathing on a park and had been there because she was (temporally) a student nearby.   Perhaps it was she and perhaps she was uncertain of  his identity and was dropping clues in the hope that he would recognise them.   Whether so or whether not, this was another example of  The Accused’s characteristic stupidity.

The Accused had been ill-prepared for his previous degreeexaminations at Cambridge - a story related in earlier volumes.  If  a candidate is hoping to obtain high marks in an examination it is usually necessary to practice examination technique as well as to be familiar with the subject.  The Accused had learnt from previous experience that it was imperative not to revise during the night prior to the examination.  Preferably there should be at least a complete rest from studies over at least the previous day or the candidate should go on some manner of  holiday.   The Accused did however sometimes find himself preparing for Open University examinations until 9 p.m., but no more, on the previous night, but he would have been trying to relax.  The Open University syllabus was clearly defined as a series of  printed units and it was possible to plan a timetable.  This did mean if  necessary working inordinately hard to complete the courses in time or early, even at the expense of  being exhausted at that stage of  the programme, so as to leave a sufficiently long time for relaxed and adequate preparation for the examination.   The Accused would plan to keep two weeks free to work again through all the units in all subjects, from beginning to end, to go through all the exercises and to work through past examination papers.   This included self-imposed trial examinations under mock examination conditions.   The Accused was in the habit of  performing at such private mock examinations rather better than he did in actual examinations - this had been so too in the past - almost invariably completing papers in a third of  the time allocated and scoring l00%!   Examinations in any subject in any university or set by any examining board tend to be repetitive or similar.   This is particularly true in mathematics and physics (wherea also differing universities may have similar courses and examinations)  The standard question may not appear year by year in identical form - but it may differ from one year to the next just in the numbers and symbols.

 Speed is very important in mathematics examinations.   The Accused had been exceptionally rapid in his calculations as a schoolboy - according to his claims, in a class of  his own, perhaps even  calculating at several hundred times the speed of  the next fastest!   The Accused had not yet slowed down and perhaps had even speeded up.   This speed was important to him.   Without it he could never have gone through the exhaustive and, from other people’s views, unnecessary analysis of  every topic to create sufficient understanding for him subsequently to remember it.   He had in his school days not been well prepared for mathematics examinations, or, at any rate, learnt no algorithms and would even in the examination have to deduce methods and proofs from first principles - for which he required his speed.   At the Open University he would also face examination questions which for him were unfamiliar and which were some puzzle.  He therefore had to recognise and complete the ‘easy’ questions in a few minutes a piece so as to have adequate time to tackle the more difficult questions, or those he supposed more difficult, where he would have to deduce some method from first principles.   Open University courses often had a few extra ‘optional’ units where the material was regarded as more difficult and which only students who had some interest in the subject (and who would be expecting a grade l or grade 2) were expected to tackle.   The majority of  students did not even complete the ‘compulsory’ units, preferring to aim for a thorough understanding of  the earlier units and to tackle the examination questions which referred to them.  The Accused absorbed all the course material including what was ‘optional’  - which from the point of view of taking examinations could be useful since questions referring to them tended to be comparatively simple [and also, although The Accused’s methods might require inordinate labours to gain understanding - once he understood, he was also apt to find short cuts].  This degree of  preparation for examinations may be regarded as akin to cheating  - as becoming an expert in examinatioins rther than in the subject.  Butt such high marks are required in mathematics examinations that is expedient.  Amongst the routes to getting first class honours, familiarity with what will be asked in the examination (without some preliminary hint from the examiner, as commonly happened to favoured candidates in other universities),may be the least dishonest.  Examiners claim that the standard question is necessary because there are few alternatives to be devised which take the time allocated to an examination question to answer (that is, new problems take considerably longer).

 The Accused took his Open University exams at Nottingham University, not far from 9 Harley Street.     

He knew from experience that he performed poorly in the morning.   The Accused was not subjectively aware that he was performing  badly in the morning when taking examinations or playing in chess tournaments.  He might not even notice that he was performing badly and, if he did, he attributed it to other factors, but it was evident that results in the afternoons and evenings were much better than those in the mornings.  His performance in chess tournaments on Sunday mornings was comparatively good but an explanation for that lay in the fact that both The Accused and everyone else were tired on Sunday mornings, and perhaps The Accused more than others, but The Accused through his experience as a doctor and through the requirements of  his lifestyle had to be less handicapped  than would be other people suffering a similar level of  fatigue.  Fortunately enough the Open University were obliging enough to permit The Accused to sit the afternoon examination sessions if  they were available.  The Accused’s poor performance at Cambridge could well have been explained by the high percentage of  morning examination papers.

However well prepared a candidate is for an examination, there may still be some insuperable mishap when the paper is taken or some panic which impedes his performance.   Fortunately this did not affect The Accused in most of  the Open University papers or if  it did he was able in time to find remedy.   It is not unusual for a candidate to suppose when he faces an examination paper that he cannot answer a single question, but nevertheless find himself completing the paper.   The Linear Algebra paper was one of  those in which ‘full marks may be obtained for about five questions’ (or some other number) - which The Accused would tackle by answering all questions.   There was one question, referring to the ‘optional’ material, which amounted to finding the solution to a polynomial equation.   It was possible to deduce the solutions, or so The Accused thought or hoped, because there was an integral  numerical term and, according to The Accused, the solutions had to be integral factors of  this term.  So the equastion, if there exist solutions, can be solved bu guessing - though the number of integral factors or alternatives is limited.  If the number guessed does obey the equation that per se proves it is a solution.  If one solution is found, this may automatically produce another or others - and it is also possible to check that the solutions found are all the solutions there are.  The Accused inists that this method, which takes a few seconds, was the only way of obtaining the solutions, and provably so and that anyother mettod was bogus - but it unlikely that this is what was expected.  So this was worry, though perhaps a minor worry since this was a question on ‘optional’material which nobody else would have attempted and a zero mark for it per se would not necessarily affect the overall grade. 

There was another question which also involved solving an equation, which we can call question five, which was not so easy and The Accused was not convinced he had used a valid method and had obtained a correct answer.  The Accused while pondering prior to attempting the question had looked round and seen the other candidates looking very wise as they moved their pens over the paper... and looking very wise as they answered question five.  The Accused did not look wise, not even when applying pen to paper but, rather, puzzled.  This apparently confident approach of colleagues threatened to discourage The Accused - but other examination candidates always seemed very confident and The Accused instructed himself not to be affected by it - nor by the fact, of which he claims to be aware, that everyone else was confidently producing all different final answers to the question - none with any resemblance to his own.

After the examination was over The Accused walked down the isle between the desks and was asked by another student:-

    “What did you get for step three in question five?”

     “????????!”

The student then expanded on his anxieties that perhaps the result he had obtained at step three  was not correct.   The Accused had no notion what the student was talking about - what step three might be, did not wish to discover at that point that he had mishandled the question himself, was inclined to ignore the question and not to comment.  On the other hand, it also struck him that the scientist’s obligation to pursue inquiry dictated that he explore this phenomenon further.  In his younger days The Accused might hae been admit ignorance - but, although he may not have been entirely cured, experience had taught him that this was not a useful attitude to adopt.  So The Accused confessed that he did not know what the student meant and asked him to explain the method he had in mind.

The other student promptly wrote out an algorith for solving this manner of  question  - that is a series of steps, in the manner of a computer program, such as (i) add  A to B to obtain the number C  (ii) add fifteen to C to obtain the number D  (iii) take the square root of  D to obtain E. (iv) divide E by A-B to obtain F, which is the number of  beans that make five.  The Accused at first looked at this algorithm in its own right rather than in relation to solving question five.   He was amazed!  He had never encountered such an algorithm.  It was a very good algorithm.   This student had performed some feat in memorising it.  The Accused had encountered similar problems before and his recollection of  how he solved them had preumably facilitated his solution on this occasion (assuming it was correct, which it may not have been), but he had memorised no precise method.  He just blundered through.   The Accused was impressed but even when he was examining the algorithm per se, that is, in relation to the general form of  the problem to which it applied, The Accused had a nagging feeling it did not apply to the problem in the examination.   So The Accused looked at the examination paper and, thinking aloud, pointed out respects in which the problem set differed from the problem to which the algorithm applied - and confessed that he could no see how the algorithm could be applied to question five.  The Accused was not trying to discourage the other student but was absorbed in contending with a mystery, as he was wont to be, without any awareness of the other person’s emotions, though he did feel it would be an injustice were the other student’s magnificent algorithm turn out to be inapplicable to the question.  Nor did The Accused convince himself that his own observations were certain to be correct.  But the other student also maintained an emotionally neutral scientific attitude and immediately confessed that his algorithm did not apply to the problem.

The reader has previously encountered The Accused’s relative incapacity for memorisation of algorithms or habit training.  In his school days he had noticed that mathematics teachers did at least sometimes impart algorithmic step by step mathematical methods.  He also noticed that some or most of his colleagues adopted such approaches even where he felt they introduced unnecessary complications.  His own approach of relying  more on logical deduction and relying on discovering relatively brief methods seemed to him much easier - and he saw himself as less skilful than others rather than more.  There was also a danger that his non-standard methods might not be understood - or this was so at times later, during his Open University Course.  On the other hand, during The Accused’s childhood, during the era of the state ‘competitive’ schooling system, the minority (or classless) who were supposedly selected for higher education were expected to take a cognitive rather than algorithmic approach and to do so to a greater degree in proportion to where they stood in the hierarchy of academic expectations.  Algorithmic methods and habit training belonged to social class - to those who were to be offered jobs.    It would be incorrect to say that The Accused did not use methods or that his solution of two similar problems, on two different occasions, did not resemble one another - but the methods emerged from study and practice rather than their being ab initio learnt.  The method as written out would also not necessarily be exactly the same on the to occasions and might even differ considerably.  He would have to think out how to solve the problem afresh on each occasion - and would also, if there was time, verify this by using other methods.  Algorithmic methods were becoming more a standard routine of  students and teachers in the l970s than they were before - and much more so during the Thatcherite workingclassification era of the l980s.

The Accused would claim - and the reader may find some substance in this allegation - that although algorithms had in the l950s been a panacoea for the supposedly not so bright - or for cramming schools and Public Schools - they were more difficult that ‘cognitive’ methods, resulted in a great deal more time to reach a similar endpoint than ‘cognitive’ methods, resulted in a very restricted understanding and an inability to tackle problems that differed very little from those to which learnt algorithms applied.  Under the l950s system also there appeared to be in general an increasing reliance on memory rather than intellectual processes with alleged descent down the intellectual hierarchy or snobbarchy.  Students at Cambridge University might rely greatly on memory.  So much material was consumed that this had to be the case.  Nevertheless it was noticeable that other universities, supposedly less prestigious, with apparently very limited syllabus, required a much more detailed and precise memorisation of that syllabus.  The Accused felt that the more memory-dependent methods that later became routine resulted in a limited view of the universe and failure to comprehend the forest because of close focus on a few trees.  It might seem that computers are very clever and that it is useful for humans to think as computers think - and education was becoming geared to the needs of industry, for working class attached to computers who had to behave like computers (whereas formerly the allegedly educated were those denied employment).  Nevertheless it can be argued that the algorithmic approach misunderstood the purposes of education and condemned students to a great deal of work with limited outcome and with limited preparation for building onto their understanding.  Computers in another sense are not very clever and people were being assumed to be idiots, treated as idiots and made into idiots.  Or if computers are very clever, humans are not capable of performing so many operations in so short a time and must use their own short-cut methods.  The Accused felt that the more Thatcherite approach was not only persecution of the cognitively inclined but of the succesfully algorithmically trained for whom employment was reserved.

The Accused supposed that he his performance was sufficient to secure the ‘full marks’ and that he was likely to obtain nearer l20%.   From what he says, however, it does not seem so.  He refers, as the reader has been informed. To two dodgy answers.   He seems to assume that there were no errors in some  ‘about five and a half  questions’ (the stated number for full marks) or that if ‘five and half questions’ was really the requirement for full marks, that it remained so after scaling of the marks initially awarded to those sitting the examinations (that is, if half the candidates scored 100% or over, then 120% might become 100%).  Fortunately for The Accused he was awarded a distinction (grade l) on this full subject - fortunate also because this was equivalent to a distinction in two half subjects.   He was awarded only grade 2s in analysis and mechanics (in both of which subects the continuous assessment grades had been adequate).  He obtained a fair proportion of overall grade 2s in the subjects he was to take - was combined with enough, or more than enough grade ls to obtain first class honours it does suggest performance that was less perfect - and in most cases perfomance that was below his expectations after taking the examinations.   The Accused felt that he was being marked down because the examiners expected stereotyped answers and that they did not understand his calculations or approach - and was not overanxious because a limited number of distinctions, preferably at third level, were required (and he was taking more subjects than necessary, though he did eventually find he was registering for more than permitted).  It is possible that the standards were high and that a grade 2 was a fair score.   But that is hardly an adequate excuse.  These grade 2’s, surely, were below standard.  Grade ls must have been awarded (and were so).  They were required to obtain first class honours degrees - and it was not intended that none should ever be awarded.   Although the intention evidently was to set high standards, the impression given at summer schools was not that the Open University’s clientelle was such that The Accused could not compete with them (unless they were others secretly sunbathing somewhere).  There remains the alternative that The Accused was registering seriously substandard performances despite supposing that they were adequate.  If so, it would be interesting to know where he was going wrong.

It could be argued that no more than the minimum number of  third level courses (four half subjects) should be taken - on the assumption that second level courses are easier and that higher grades are more likely to be obtained.   There are also contrary arguments.   It is not inevitable that the higher grades will be obtained on the supposedly easier courses.  In The Accused’s case his record suggests that he performed better at the supposedly difficult and that he might be expected to get higher grades in the ‘difficult’ subjects.  The maximum number of courses permitted before being awarded an ordinary degree was twelve half-subjects (or it may have been fourteen) and the author is under the impression that this was also the maximum permitted for an honours degree.   The foundation courses did not count in the total nor in the assessment of  class of  degree.  Ten half subjects were included in the computation of  the class of d egree (that is, the ten were chosen which optimised the class awarded).  These numbers may be incorrect, but they do not affect the nature of  the argument.   At least four of  the half subjects counting towards the class of degree had to be at third level.  This meant that a grade l at third level would count in the total (unless the student had been awarded eleven or more grade ones at third level, a consideration that does not affect the argument) whereas a grade l at second level might not.   It was also to be expected that the examiners expected some grade ls at third level for first class honours (though it is possible that they did not).  Further although it was an objective to obtain the best possible grading, this objective had lower priority to obtaining the maximum available education.   Although The Accused’s Cambridge degree was not a miracle in quality, in terms of class awarded in examinations, it was a world record in quantity.   The Accused’s Open University degree was also a world record in quantity.  There was, in any case, no second  level courses in physics. mathematics or computer science available besides those taken by The Accused, other than the pure mathematics course, which was unnecessary, and courses in modelling which The Accused felt he should regard outside the scope of  the degree he was taking, whereas there enough or more than enough third level courses within its scope.  The only argument for taking second level courses in preference to third level courses was irrationality or anxiety: “You might fail all your third level courses.  Then you will regret your decision!” - an argument typical of  the medic.   There is a possibility of the decision being regretted but even if it so (which it may not be) it does not follow that it was not correct.  The notion that a particular course of action is overambitious or self-opinionated is tempting but has to be ignored.

The Accused therefore chose to study in l979 - it seemed a reasonable decision at the time - one justifiable on scholastic requirements as well as in relation to the grading system - two half-subjects at second level, one computing, the other statistics, and two half-subjects at third level, one in mathematics and one in physics.   These we will take to have been courses in electromagnetism and partial differential equations.  If not, it does no harm to mention at this point these two courses, which The Accused did study.

The statistics course was an ‘MST’ course, which means it was ‘maths for scientists’ - on the par with the combined ‘pure and applied maths’ A levels that were taken by non-mathematical scientists when The Accused attended the Wyggeston School.  The Accused had been taught statistics by Mr Chambers when a psychology student at Cambridge in l963-4.   This has been related as no great success.  However, The Accused, using Mr Chambers’ textbook, which he had not had sufficient funds to buy when he had himself been a student, had then given his mother lessons in statistics to help with a foundation course in sociology - and thereby learnt thoroughly what he should have learnt at Cambridge.   Probability theory had formed part of  The Accused’s school mathematics education.   It might appear therefore that this statistics course was an attempt to grab an easy distinction - and, if so, it succeeded.   However The Accused was not aware that this was supposed to be an easy course, if, indeed, it was.   It was the only second level statistics course offered by the Open University and students were required to read through two sizeable textbooks (which the Open Univeristy, on account of  The Accused’s poverty, provided and which he later bought off them - since anything he once touched became unpresentable).

The Open University offered two alternative second level computing courses.  The Accused read through the units - for what it was worth - of  both.   Both had a considerable amount of  supplementary material which appeared neither in continuous assessment nor examinations so perhaps overall the two alternative courses contained similar material.  However the course The Accused did not take concerned mainly computer hardware whereas the course taken by The Accused was (for the most part) a course in computer programming for mathematicians using the ‘BASIC’ computer language, which was then standard and had been designed for mathematicians.   At the time the author writes these words (the year 2002) the education provided by this course has long become less relevent to current practice.  The ‘computers’ which people have in their front rooms or at work are not computers at all, or, if  they can be used as such, nobody knows how to!   They are machines or toys provided with pre-set programs.   By the end of  the l980s it was still possible to use available computers for computing and to write programs with a language resembling BASIC on which a manual would be provided.   The computers of  this nature which the author has examined however have supposedly fitted with facilities for computing and programming but these facilities turned out to be non-functional when he tried to use them.  So it may well be that the facilities did not really exist but nobody knew how to use them, nobody wanted to use them and nobody found out.   Every computer manufacturer, in recent years,  with every new computer,  has produced a new computer language and in theory but not practice this can be used on their computers.   Manuals on these alleged new languages - but the language could be learnt if  the owner of  the computer enrolled and paid for a three year M.Sc. degree course - if  he or she was accepted.   Manuals have altogether become scarce and is customary for punters to be required to entrol into training courses, whether the computers are really computers or not.  The Accused did in later years use the most up-to-date machines which when new were ridiculously high-priced (though the up-to-date from his point of view was not an improvement), intended for the classless rather than the unclassified, and would find that this discs after three years became obsolete in design and that no computers remained functional or obtainable that used them. [The author is puzzled at the allegation that in December 2002, when the original version of this paragraph was written, The Accused as still using long obsolete computers and programs and suspects that his problem was more lack of modern technical knowledge rather than lack of modern money.  What relevent knowledge he has comes from his associate Alan Bennetts and not from what the l970s had to offer in the way of a degree in computer studies].

It did seem in l979, however, that computation as taught at the Open University might be useful - and students wrote their programs in BASIC on other Open University courses.   However at the summer schools of  Open University courses in which there was use of  computers the nature of  the computer and computer operator in Industry was already exerting its influence.   The majority of  OU students came from the employment system.   They had not been excluded from it in the manner of The Accused.  They could neither use computers as computers nor write programs.   They would whine at The Accused in bewilderment and puzzlement saying they could not understand how this could be - since their jobs were to use computers and write programs.   Although the Open University and the universities on whose campuses on which the summer schools were held were well supplied with computer terminals, there were still only a limited number.  Five million and five is a  limited number.   The Accused, when queuing up to use the computers, therefore, would do the work of  those sitting at the computers and of  those ahead of  him in the queue so that he could get onto the computers himself.   There was however a lady at a summer school who proved able read directly tapes perforated in computer machine language which The Accused at the time could do too.  Although such liberalism was better than nothing, it turned out also that such reading of tapes was her job at GCHQ.  At the time the difficulties the industrials had with computers appeared to be a deficiency, whereas it later years it seemed more that The Accused suffered the deficiency.  The reader in this work encounters many other examples of  workingclassification requiring peformance of specialised functions within an organised social or industrial system rather a more general overview as possessed by The Accused (and of denial of training in such specialisation to those not born workingclassified, or, if the training is acquired, this not being recognised because it is not via the required Training Course).  There were presumably one or two ‘scientists’ working for Bill Gates but the computerisation of society created an employed populace trained for tasks so simple and specialised that they would formerly have been regarded as the prerogative of the uneducable (though they were now the required norm).

The Accused sat his written examination in computing on November 2nd l979, on the day some people took possession of  the house who were later claimed to represent the city council.  That might be an excuse.  The Accused thought there was nothing wrong with his programs, but he was awarded only a grade 2 for the subject.  He was puzzled.  His excuse was that teachers of  computing feared that their subject might be considered inferior, on a par with knitting.   They therefore insisted vocally that computing was a ‘science’ (rather than a man-made game, such as chess).  Those who defensively boast of  representing science regularly claim their subject is ‘precise’ and also that is so in a manner that is a guarded secret amongst experts.  There is therefore a tendency to introduce rigidity and dogma where it is not needed and to insist on precise recitation in exams of  the exact verbiage in the model answers.  Some assert also that this is because English computer scientists cannot speak English.  This at any rate is The Accused’s excuse for an examination peformance which he supposed to be faultless which produced a Grade 2 in a subject where faultless performance might be expected to be routine.

The Accused was unable to understand the third level course on Partial Differential Equations.  He was awarded a grade three for the course - the only course on which he was awarded worse than a grade 2.  He could not understand the units.  He could not understand the textbook.  The Accused could find no alternative textbook which was of  any assistance.   There was general formula for the solution of  partial differential equations which occupied the greater part of  a page - and The Accused could not undertand its derivation.   There were known solutions to a catalogue of  partial differential equations - and supposedly proofs or derivations of  the solutions which were independent of  the fact (and sufficient proof) that the given solutions proved correct when substituted into the equations - and there were standard problems to which these solutions were applied.   The Accused blundered adequately through the continuous assessment but found himself in a state of confusion at the examination.   In retrospect it has to be suspected that the examination took place on a morning rather than an afternoon and that The Accused was therefore not fully functioning.   Also, this course may have been most profitably tackled with by regarding it as concerning the application of  the solutions to the equations rather than the derivations of  the equations - and by assuming that an algorithmic approach was compulsory.   The Accused however was hoping to gain some clear understanding of  the theory of  partial differential equations and to be able to solve partial differential equations as opposed to learning the already known solution solutions of  those partial differential equations which had known solutions.  There may have been a misunderstanding not oly by The Accused but by mathematicians in general to what degree attainment of  such an objective was possible.  The Accused’s more recent attempts to rectify his deficiencies in this subject have failed to produce a clearer understanding.  It was also in this subject (though not in others) permissible to take into the examination hall the textbook, the course units and any other document or crib.   The Accused knew that the answers to some questions could be copied verbatim from the textbook and that others or the rest could be copied out with the numbers changed but the same algorithm.  The Accused supposed that it would take too much time to copy out from the textbook or it may have been the tedium of such a procedure that dissuaded him from it.  It does not seem to the author that the questions were difficult.  The examination questions in this subject are very much standard and although there may be few candidates who understand the underlying theory if the questions where the method could be memorised in advance by rote plus those where all was required was to copy out verbatim from the textbook was sufficient to acquire any necessary mark.  The Accused rightfully regarded himself generously treated even to obtain a Grade 3 and his performance is neither adequately excused nor explained [though he does seem to have been afflicted with a psychological dysfunction when sitting the examination].   The Accused nevertheless wrote to the Open University complaining that he had found this course unsatisfactory.   A member of  the course team wrote back that the course could not have been inordinately difficult or incomprehensible because one student had been awarded 98% in the exam.   The Accused did not reply to this.  He did not wish to upset the course team.  It might have been difficult to copy out the answers from the textbook within the time allocated for the examination, but nevertheless The Accused felt that this was the only means whereby such a mark could have been attained and that the existence of  such a mark reinforced The Accused’s criticism.  On retrospective review it does not seem certain that this is correct, but nevertheless The Accused’s suspicions of  this course were shared by others -including mathematicians working at the Open University. This course was after 1979 abandoned by  the Open University.  The need for a better understanding of this subject is one of many as yet uncompleted tasks facing The Accused.

The Accused was awarded a distinction in the third level course in electromagnetism.

The Accused in l965 - an incident previously described - after temporally interrupting his studies (less temporally than he had intended), while cycling from Leicester to London,  bought a pork pie during the journey.   It contained a nail which chipped a small piece from a molar tooth.  A dental student at the London Hospital had then dug a hole in order to insert a filling.   The Accused was then told this was a ‘temporary filling’ and that he had to obtain a permanent filling from his ‘own dentist’.   The filling however was so temporary that if fell out of  the tooth before The Accused had reached the exit from the room in which the London Hospital Dental Department treated its patients.  The Accused had no fixed abode, did not have an own dentist, was not in a position to make appointments and keep them .. and in any case, dentists are apt not to work on the NHS and to charge money.   The Accused had neither been inclined to seek attention for this cavity subsequently, nor did he know how to commission a dentist nor could he afford to.  The cavity had undergone no further deterioration.   At 9 Harley Street The Accused was initially too poor to drink tea with sugar - and if  he did happen to drink tea and to sweeten it he used saccharine rather than sugar.   He was also too poor to smoke cigarettes!  However, once he commenced his Open University studies, rather than study at home he would take the units he had to read with him when travelling around town - and he regularly spent time reading the units at the nearbye Roland’s Caff.   Roland Gower, who owned and ran the caff with his wife, was a retired army catering officer (that is, a mini-Colonel Saunders).   There The Accused would buy cups of  tea while reading his Open University documents - tea with sugar.   The result of  this was that the cavity in the tooth began to erode and eroded further and further.... and further.

The Accused had already learnt from his dental school colleagues when he was a medical student at the London Hospital that dentists pull teeth preferentially when there are other treatments available.  Although they charge money for the other procedures - and if  they perform them privately may send a bill to the NHS as well, pulling teeth is relatively rapid procedure and although a tooth- pulling (known possibly as a ‘dental extraction’) may earn less per item it earns more per hour.   A dentist did not expect to work more than half a day a week to support his yacht, golf-club and childrens’ school fees at Eton. The Accused’s prejudices were confirmed.  He suggested to dentists that they pulled out the tooth, repaired it and put it back in again - an operation he supposed required anaesthesia.  He even suggested that he repair the tooth himself if they put it in again [It turns out not to be that simple for a person either to treat his own tooth in situ or to push his own tooth back in].  The dentists however were unaware that this could be done!  The experiment was worth trying.  Although there might be some technical problems to overcome in pulling a tooth out, repairing it and putting it back in again, it would, if succesful, be an easy and useful procedure for a dental surgeon.  There seemed a curious lack of enterprise amongst dentists!

The Accused therefore borrowed a textbook of  dentistry from Leicester’s public library and read it.   He He then went to a supplier of  medical and dental chemical materials in Nottingham but was told that the materials required for making a dental filling were supplied only to registered dental practitioners.   The Accused had some understanding of  what was required from his studies on the Open University technology course.   Also, Cambridge medics, in theory are also trained in dentistry, though, in fact, they are not.  The Accused felt that this monopoly was not in the interests of  the individual or the public.   Dentists, he felt, did not give a good service and many people could not afford a dentist, particularly those on a low or zero income claiming social security who were disqualified from free dental treatment by the means test.   This happened when savings exceeded three hundred pounds.   The Accused obtained materials from Hind the Chemist on Clarendon Park Road in Leicester.   This was still one of  the few remaining shops at which it was possible to buy such and such a chemical by name - and Mr Hind would locate it in one of  his many ancient Victorian style containers and bottles.   Since The Accused  had an old school knowledge of  inorganic chemistry, pharmacology and ancient remedies and Accused-mum had before him made up her own chemical mixtures rather than buying  commercially marketed made up products,  and since The Accused was the only person who had ever heard of  half  the preparations that had resided for decades in Mr Hind’s antique bottles,  The Accused was on friendly terms with the aging Mr Hind and no questions were ever asked.  However, it was not possible to obtain all  the chemicals used in any standard filling or amalgam or, if so, they were not in exactly the correct form.   Preliminary experiments to examine the properties of  various mixtures (prior to any attempted use) suggested they were unlikely to be adequate.  There appeared to be no experience or knowledge of  how to compose effective material for tooth fillings amongst dentists consulted - who turned out to use commercial pre-mizes only available to dentists - nor was such knowledge possessed by anyone else.  The Accused’s attempts to insert his own fillings however may proved short-lived however because of the difficulty in keeping the mouth dry when and immediately after the attempts were inserted.  At any rate, The Accused’s efforts were unsuccesful.   The Accused did not want to loose the tooth - and in hindsight this was a reasonable decision - but he could not stem the disintegration of  the tooth - or could not persuade himself never on any occasion to consume cane sugar (that is sucrose.  Invert sugar - fructose and/or glucose - which are expensive - does not rot teeth).   So The Accused evntually found himself  suffering from severe toothache (particularly so after drinking tea with sugar or in cold weather) - which significantly handicapped him during chess matches!   He used various analgesics - in his ignorance even allowing aspirin tablets to lodge near the tooth - which burns the gums and does not relieve toothache.   None of  the analgesics chosen appeared to be effective. The Accused did not then know of  the use of  cloves or clove oil to relieve toothache,  but he was under the impression that whisky or vodka might have some limited effect - though it does not improve the quality of  chess.   It might appear to the reader that there exist all manner of  remedies both for repairing disintegrated teeth and for remedying toothache.  But either dentists do not know of  them, or they are unwilling to experiment or  they do not perform them.   Dentists engage also in class discrimination and are apt to suppose that a potential client does not deserve dental attention beyond indiscriminate tooth pulling unless both female and rich.   Eventually The Accused felt that the erosion and pain had reached a degree at which it was essential to find a dentist, even if  it was just a matter of  extracting the tooth.   In theory there was in every city an office where any person can arrange to be allocated to a national health dentist and where he can be directed to a dentist for emergency treatment.  However  both in  Nottingham and in Leicester the story was that there were no dentists willing to perform work for the National Health Service.   Medical general practitioners could be required to attend to patients sent to them, but not dentists (though it is possible that people in offices invented this story and  were discriminating against The Accused).

The Accused travelled to Leicester to play in a chess match.   After the match, after dark, he was walking along Albion Street, a minor thoroughfare not far from the city centre upon which there was a bombsite which The Accused had previously noticed and wished to investigate.   A handsome young man who introduced himself as Ferdinand Delesseps, an engineer, engaged The Accused in conversation.   The Accused introduced himself as a chemist, or gave the impression of  being a chemist, and confessed that he had always wished to improve his understanding  of  engineering.   There was much on the bombsite and its environs that was of  interest to engineers and chemists - or there might be.   The Accused was in the habit of  gathering information from wherever it was to be gleaned and therefore felt it was necessary to examine this bombsite.   He had noticed it previously but had been in a rush to contact an aquaintance at the nearby Dover Castle public house and he had on this occasion deliberately taken this route to in order to examine it.   Mr Delesseps to The Accused’s surprise agreed that what remained of  bombed out buildings might provide clues about lost arts of  Victorian housebuilding and joined The Accused in his researches.

The Accused, whose toothache had been playing up during the chess match, called again next day at the NHS executive council centre on London Road, opposite the ‘gate’ of  Victoria Park (it had a gate, built as a war memorial in addition to the large war memorial in the park itself, but the park had no fencing) and it was suggested that he call on a dentist on Narborough Road (about two and a half miles away) who, on, it was now said was on that day dealing with emergencies.   The Accused sought out the dentist in question.   The Accused’s powers of  identification and recognition were limited - most peoples’ are - but the dentist turned out to be a smart young man who seemed to be the identical twin brother of  Mr Delesseps - who also mentioned that The Accused was a chemist and mentioned it again after The Accused denied being a chemist.   Although there may be no connection between the dentist and Mr Delesseps,  Mr Delesseps had been mentioned in this tale because it may be of  psychological interest that the dentist may have had a twin brother.   The Accused supposed that he was not nearly smart enough to appear in the surgery of  an elevated person such as a dentist and expected to be thrown out - but the dentist was very friendly and civil and attended to The Accused without a murmur.  He confessed however that he understood nothing about the possibilities of  extracting a tooth, repairing it and repacing it that The Accused suggested - and pulled the tooth on behalf of the National Health Service and did so free of  charge.   Perhaps he was a youngster with a new practice and had not yet established a full clientelle of  private patients.  The Accused in later years was also unable to afford a dentist on his income and his savings were too high for him to qualify for free treatment and, over decades, the loss of one tooth had a domino effect, with the loss of  further teeth.

The Accused travelled to Leicester for another chess match.   When it was over he was tired and possibly he could have stayed overnight in Leicester.  However he felt that duty called and he took a late Barton’s bus by which he could officially or unofficially, it is recalled which, he could reach Beeston bus station, four miles from Harley Street.  He walked back from Beeston and crossed over  towards Harley Street across  Sherwin Road.  He was tired and not fully alert.   Suddenly he noticed a motor bike which he had not seen, now only fifteen yards away,  speeding towards him.   He faced the motor bike.  How should he react?    It seemed to him that he could not safely evade the motor cycle  - that if  he tried to he would be more severely injured that in he stayed put.   Also, there is not on the streets invariably a convention or obvious choice as to which way each party turns when they are on a collision course.  If  they both turn East then there could be greater confusion or panic than before.  So The Accused stayed put - giving the motorcyclist, should this be possible, the opportunity to choose which way to swerve (though The Accused suspected that the bike was too close for this to be possible).  The motor bike skidded over his foot and overturned.   The Accused feared that the young man driving the motor cycle might be injured (though he had handled his spillage very well) or that thebike might be damaged... and that he might be responsible.   The young man, however, got up and instead of  shouting and swearing and blaming The Accused, apologised, blamed himself and made no comment about possible damage to himself or  his bike.   Again and again the young man suggested that The Accused might be injured and that perhaps he should take him to the Casualty Department on his bike or call for an ambulance (offering to stay until the ambulance arrived).   The Accused, for his part, was more worried about possible consequences to the motorcyclist and, whether The Accused was injured or not, he felt that nothing should be done which broadcast the incident and might therefore cause discomfiture to the motorcyclist or endanger his licence.   Although the motor cyclist thought the accident was his own fault, The Accused thought that The Accused had been tired, insufficiently alert and observant and that it might well be The Accused’s fault.  The Accused did not wish the motorcyclist to be punished for his uncommon civility - and he had a poor opinion of  East Midlands Casualty Departments.

The Accused had noticed - and the motorcyclist had noticed it too - that his ankle was swollen and that the foot was turned slightly outwards.   But at that stage there was no pain.   This became evident later.  Very definitely The Accused did not wish to visit the Casualty Department and he declined all suggestions and offers.  Quite apart from his view that the local Casualty Department was utterly incompetent,  it was his experience that medics or  medical departments and experts of  all types - but particularly incompetent medics and algorithmically organised hospital departments - impose on patients treatment they do not want, or bad treatment, without their permission or without telling them are going to do it before they have done so.   When patients agree with anything that is proposed, the medical services are full of  smiles and kindness, but if there is any refusal or protestation then their true nature is exposed and the patient becomes the victim of  aggression or persecution.   The Accused felt that it was certain that the Casualty Department would insist on putting the leg in plaster.   They would be too stupid to think of  anything else.   The Accused was in any case sceptical of  the use of  plaster where the patient is not going to subject the limb to further injury, but his case... it was all very well for a person with a job who could just sign off, take a holiday and sit in a chair and do nothing.   The Accused therefore wished to enclose the injury in elastic strapping, which was then manufactured as rolls of  ‘Elastoplast’.

However, Elastoplast strapping of the species The Accused had in mind was to the general public no longer so easily obtainable.   Everything is commercialised for a mass market of  monkeys and shops sold tins containing tiny patches of  elastoplast or tiny rolls of  narrow elastoplast or of  a thin inadequate fabric with adhesive on one side - whereas in the l940s adequate materials would have been found in any  household medicine cabinet.  Furthermore the National Health Service was a vehicle for  boosting the profits of  suppliers.   Drugs and equipment were bought at astronomical prices and this in turn boosted the price of  any medical materials directly available to the public.   The trend was also on its way for old fashioned shops to disappear and to be replaced by monopoly chains which sold only expensive, shoddy packaged goods in minute quantities at extortionate prices.   It was not a practical possibility for the impoverished Accused to buy adequate strapping - and if  he asked for it at the hospital he might be faced with a gang of  aggressive hoodlums who insisted on plaster being slapped on his leg.  They were Public School Boys and he was not.   They were dangerous - self-opinionated idiots above the law who might even ship anyone who disagreed with them to a lunatic asylum for their brains to be destroyed with ECT!

As with dentists, so with doctors.   The profession constituted a monopoly which alone was given access to the necessary materials and the public had to make do with treatment which might not be the best.   Although The Accused had no evidence of  the existence of  bogus dentists, he fully expected the city’s general hospital to be riddled with Public School Boys and fake medics.    The Casualty Officer who had attended Tom Ashcroft had seemed to The Accused to have been a Public School educated self-opinionated fool.   So The Accused had to improvise.   He procured a  pair of  long hollow cardboard cylinders to which he referred as ‘emergency crutches’.   He had bound round his foot a variety of  stockings, scarves and devices to provide tension and pressure as required.   Perhaps there was a fracture - but he was not going to impress on anyone else that it was more than a torn ligament - and if  there was any displacement, he would have to deal with that.  He felt however that initially he had to wait until the swelling subsided and that he had at least for two or three days to avoid aggravating the injury or any displacement already present.  The Accused was lying on his mattress, with the ankle, with a selection of  scarves knotted around it, resting on a pillow.   He felt that matters were proceeding without complications - so long as he was allowed sufficiently long so to rest.

But there was banging on back door.  The Accused ignored it.   He had, after all, left it unlocked so that there was no need for him to answer.  But the banging continued - on and on and on.  Somebody appeared to be intent on battering the door down.   So The Accused painfully hobbled downstairs.   On opening the door to the breakfast room at the foot of the staircase, which on this occasion was closed, found Boris Petroff standing on the other side.  Boris insisted that The Accused proceed to the Casualty Department.   Some great disaster would befall The Accused, he appeared to believe, if  The Accused did not do so.   Boris would give him a lift.  The Accused explained that he intended to do no such thing.   There was too much of  a danger of  the foot being put into plaster.   Yes, The Accused would be playing in the chess match - which was one reason for him not being in plaster.   Boris persisted and persisted.  The Accused just wanted him to go away.  He felt that his ankle was in danger of  being damaged by his being forced to stand on the stairs instead of  resting - if, indeed, the laborious hobbling down the stairs had not already done so.   But Boris persisted.  He seemed to be in greater distress than The Accused .  Boris was going to disintegrate with anxiety if  The Accused did not hand himself over the incompetents at the General Hospital.   So eventually, since Boris would not go away, and there was no other means of curing his anxiety, The Accused agreed to go to the General Hospital Casualty Department but with the objective only of  asking them for a roll of  elastoplast which he would take away and apply himself.  [Hopefully the reader had not been confused by the fact that elastoplast is also sometimes called ‘plaster’ and that anhydrous calcium sulphate, the substance The Accused was trying to avoid, is called ‘Plaster of  Paris’].

The Casualty Department was a sight which had to be seen to be believed - organised in the manner of  factory conveyor belt.   There was a table curved in the arc of  a circle, behind which were seated the t the personnel, and, at on a throne in the centre, the Casualty Officer - a fat public school boy in a blue pinstripe suit with, over it, a white coat.   He was just there for decoration.   There had to be a Casualty Officer.   In front of the table (that is, nearer the centre of the circle) there was in front of each personnel a chair - and the client passed from chair to chair.  The first point of  call was a nurse or clerk who filled in a Casualty Card.   The Accused said he had not come to have his broken ankle treated.   He could do that adequately himself.   He had merely come to ask for some strapping which to use for this purpose.   If  they did not have any available or did not propose to remain further.   This went on deaf ears.  It was not part of the algorithm.   An algorithm is akin to the machines in call centres which 2002 readers may have encountered.   If  A then press one, if B then press two, if  C then press three... if  the caller is not inquring about A, B or C, there is no way of proceeding.  So the nurse or clerk wrote on the treatment card ‘ankle’ - which was irrelevent to The Accused’s query but the only response available.   The next stage on the conveyor belt was the X-ray.  The Accused did not need an X-ray.  He knew what he was going to do.   The X-ray made no difference to the treatment.   The only reason for the X-ray is that it might at some later stage make a lawyer happy and avoid the hospital having to pay damages.   The Accused was not going to sue anyone.   To his mind, to err is human and to sue is vindictive.  He was prepared to say so in writing.   But the X-ray was the next step in the algorithm and there existed no alternative.   Apart from the lawyers, the reason for the X-ray is that it gives the Casualty Officer, the next stage on the conveyor belt - one further seat up on the curved table - something to do.   He can put the X-ray on a screen and stare at it.  He is, of course, firmly glued to his chair behind the table from which, all day, he never moves and can hardly see the patient and cannot see the foot.  But he stares at the X-ray on a screen and perhaps takes it down, puts up another X-ray, stares at it, takes it down, puts back the original X-ray and stares at it again.   The general public suppose this is very clever and they have to think they have been seen by a doctor, though in fact he is redundant to the operation.   A teacher may put an X-ray on a screen when teaching pupils - so that they can see it and he can point features of  interest.  But The Accused doubted that in his entire career he had ever put an X-ray onto a screen or even been provided with a screen.   If necessary, it can just be held up to the light (or the sun coming through the window).  Since the back of  the screen is opaque, The Accused could not see the X-rays.   It seemed to The Accused that the mind of  the Public School Boy might not be entirely immobile.  It was like a clockwork mechanism - a set of  cogwheels, and it was quite possible that one of  the cogs was occasionally jerking, trying to rotate through a thousanth of  the angle subtended by a tooth and then snapping back again.   The Accused would have liked to see the X-ray and point out the fractured fragments and shreds, if  any.    The Accused asked the immobile Public School Boy sitting on his throne, at the centre of not a round table but merely an arc of a round table,  what he could see - and whether perhaps The Accused too could see the X-rays.   (The Accused had actually seen the X-rays as they flashed past on their way to and from the screen).  But this was not in the algorithm and the Public School Boy may have been wearing earplugs - and So there was no reply.   It is not recorded that the Public School Boy said anything at all.  It was not necessary.   If they had needed somebody who could speak they would have imported someone from India where everyone speaks English from birth, rather than a denizen from Toriland who had first encountered it when exiled to a degenerate foreign city.  The Accused, without further ado, passed from seat to seat along the interior of  the arc and eventually dropped off  the arc altogether.  He then found himself assaulted by some person applying plaster.  He had not asked for plaster and he did not want plaster.  But the plasterer was another  deaf-mute and there seemed no way of  averting this assault without causing major consternation and an international crisis (or a national crisis, since the entire staff were British and white - which, outside London, was previously unknown!).

Then, and only when the plaster had already been applied, was The Accused told that this was a ‘non-weight bearing plaster’.  The Accused was instructed to remain immobile and rest from work and all other activities for at least the next six weeks.   This was because the weight of  the plaster, should be stand erect, would supposedly drag on the knee and cause it to dislocate.   The plaster was non-weight- bearing in the sense of  being heavy and an encumberance.   It was also non-weight- bearing in the sense that it could not withstand the pressures caused by leg resting on the ground or some fraction of  the weight of  the body being born by the foot and plaster.  While this might be feasible advice - marginally so - if  the patient was a person with a job who could just take sick leave and do nothing.  A casualty officer, for instance.  Nobody would notice if  he went missing.   But the unemployed had to work continuously.   They could not take a break from their duties.

The Accused was informed - which was supposed to be good news - that he could go to his General Practitioner and claim a sick certificate and do so for at least six months.  Again, this may be good news to those who go to work and whose work can continue without them (which it could not when The Accused had a similar opportunity when working at Carlton Hayes hospital).  Possibly invalidity benefit was not meanstested - but The Accused still had the prejudice against state benefits more characteristic of the unemployed Military Officer Class and did not know that an unemployed person receiving no benefits could suddenly do so if disabled (if, in fact, he could).  He could not be disabled (in the sense that whatever he had to do he had to do) and therefore did not regard himself as being disabled.  In retrospect however this virtue may have been unwise and may have sacrificed free national insurance payments which might eventually have contributed to a pension.  The Accused claims nevertheless that for eight months he was too disabled to have worked in any job or to attend any interview (which is on top of a lenghty period he was unable to do so because he had only torn trousers!).  The Accused was during this period with income so low that he certainly needed some form of paid employment!

Had The Accused been informed of  this non-weight-bearing lunacy before the plaster was put on, he most certainly would have refused it.   Should he now ask for it to be taken off?   He did not want to hurt or  offend these well-intentioned fools.    He thought he would give it a try.   Then there turned out to be yet another stage in the conveyor belt.   A nurse or orderly confiscated, despite his protests that they were his personal property (or should be regarded as such), his emergency crutches and  substituted a pair of  hospital crutches.   The Accused said he did not want the hospital crutches.   He wanted his own cardboard crutches to be returned.   Whyever so?   The cardboard crutches were his own and he could not be deprived of  them.  He was responsible for their custody only to himself.   He did not wish to be dependent on some other agency.   The hospital crutches might be reconfiscated or  they might at his house be stolen or he might put them somewhere and forget about them.  Why should that happen, protested the attendant.   The attendant could not understand.   It was not part of  the routine.  The attendant refused to return The Accused’s emergency crutches, not without providing the  hospital crutches, not in addition to the hospital crutches.    The Accused pointed out that the refusal to return the emergency crutches was theft but that comment was not part of  the programming and the words neither entered his cognitive machinery nor induced any response.

The Accused tried to put up with the plaster of  Paris and the hospital crutches.   But they were completely impractical.   He had much travelling and moving around to do each day.   So he returned to the hospital.   He wanted the plaster removed.   This was refused.   He pointed out that he had in any case not given consent to the plaster.   He had considered it inappropriate at the time, had tried to put up with it and had found that it was quite definitely not appropropriate.   He wanted the plaster removed and wished to put the ankle into strapping instead.   They had never heard of  such a thing.  They refused.   The Accused asked to see the Registrar (a more senior doctor).   To them doctors were just decorations and yesmen and they didn’t want them to be anything else.   No, most certainly The Accused could not see the Registrar.   However, perchance, a Registrar, a Mr Walker, came on the scene and spoke to The Accused in his office.   Doctors in such situations may well not dare to contradict an algorithm publically and risk the wrath of  the nurses and assistants who have programmed to a fixed routine.   The Accused explained that he had heard that some supposed that plaster had advantages over strapping even assuming that the patient did not expose the ankle to further damage.   But he felt sceptical.  Strapping had considerable compensatory advantages.  Irrespective of  what orthodoxy or subservience to expertese he might recommend to others, when making the choice for himself  he saw the advantages of  strapping to be undeniable while,  within his scope of  knowledge, irrespective of  what other learning might exist, the advantages of  plaster were hypothetical.  Since The Accused could not avoid leading an active and mobile life, irrespective of  risks and phobias, for him a heavy ‘non-weight bearing’ plaster caste was not impracticable.   The hospital operated by fixed routines which, from their point of  view, minimised risk though it was not  appropriate to all  patients.  He had not come to the hospital in the first place for treatment of  the fracture and when the plaster was removed he would deal with it himself.   Mr Walker opined that the treatment suggested by The Accused was a known and respectable alternative and  had no disadvantages  when compared with the application of  plaster.   The Accused’s plaster could be removed and  the foot could be put into strapping instead.

So The Accused emerged from the Registrar’s office and  again asked for the plaster to be removed.   “Do you think you more than Mr Walker!”, snarled one of  the attendants and there was a generally aggressive attitude.   The Accused felt that he was in danger of  being subjected to violence.  Mr Walker then briefly emerged out of  his office to say ‘remove the plaster and put on strapping’ and immediately vanished again.   The attendants opened their mouths to protest but he had vanished before any sound came out.   The Accused was laid on a table and one of  the attendants attacked the plaster with a circular saw.   The attendant managed inflict a cut an two inches along the front of  the leg and, or so it seemed to The Accused, to a depth of  a fifth of  an inch into the femur.  It seemed also to The Accused that this was done deliberately.   It seemed to him at the time that it was obvious that the saw had already penetrated the plaster.   There had been a jerk, less resistance and a change in the sound made by the saw.   Retrospectively, an alternative hypothesis might be proposed that at that time of day nobody was present with any experience of  using the saw -though if  that was their problem.. that the staff needed for removing plasters was not present .. it would have been better for The Accused to have been told.   The attendants then again abused The Accused, appeared to be on the verge of violence and confiscated the crutches previously supplied by the hospital declaring they did so because he had ‘refused treatment’ and also refused to return the previously confiscated emergency crutches.   The Accused should take a bus home, they informed him.  Further treatment at the hospital - for anything - The Accused was informed - was refused.

There was no bus from the General Hospital to Harley Street and, had there been one, The Accused would not have been rich enough to take it.   The walk from the hospital to Harley Street - through the Park - was uphill.   It was painful and took a long time.   The Accused felt that his ankle was damaged more than it had previously been because of  the treatment meted out at the hospital and because of  this uphill trek with a damaged foot.

The Accused did, that evening, play in the chess match about which  Boris Petroff had come to remind him.  He was cheerful,  played an impressive game against the youthful Clarke Kent and he moved around blithely and apparently unimpeded - neither impeded by toothache nor by a fractured ankle.   The Accused felt proud of this performance!  But perhaps he was inspired by the presence of  Clarke Kent, whose beauty he much admired.   This ankle injury took a long time to heal - and although we do not know what the causes were of  all that was to happen, the effects may have been permanent.

When the ankle had apparently healed  the healed ankle remained of  thicker diameter than the one which had been undamaged.   There remained pain in the ankle when walking and even when not walking and The Accused was unable to run.   The Accused, fourteen months after the Accident, however, although he was still experiencing pains on occasion, managed for the first time to sprint along the length of  Harley Street at his former speed and without pain.  Nevertheless, The Accused over subsequent decades developed further problems with his ankle which may have been aggravated his maltreatment at the hospital and his being forced to hobble back home uphill on his broken ankle immediately afterwards.
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