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The Accused , following the fall of Chief Inspector Lunatic was afflicted with no more unruliness by his household or surrounding community beyond that imparted to the reader and hopefully adequately explained - and there were, up till incidents in l979 attributed to council employees no further burglaries (nor any ‘buglery’ - which the author has now discovered on the internet is a relatively common rendering of ‘burglary’ and not, as previously suspected, ‘buggery’).  It occasionally happens within a community that some person is victimised - but that the privilege to join in is not accorded to outsiders.   Although The Accused was during September-October l964 victimised by fellow students at the London Hospital Medical College (because he differed from them in hailing from a state grammar school and in having proceeded ‘competitively’ rather than through social class membership via Cambridge rather than London University), they would have raised considerable protest had they been aware of the victimisation he then encountered from other agencies.  Similarly, although he was victimised by NHS colleagues for being a British graduate or of suspected Jewish origin, they would have protested (and to some extent did, though their powers were limited) at his being victimised by committees and gerontocracy.  The medical profession in general and even the members of the General Medical Council would have objected to his subsequent victimisation had they been aware of the facts, which they would have seen as not their own internal discipline but as interference and persecution from outside.  The GMC ‘Health’ procedure is outside the control of  the medics on the council and hedged with regulations invented by lawyers and the late Basher Hill to prevent them ever discovering what goes on.  The Accused or his property, prior to the council gangsterism of 1979, had not been on Harley Street molested by anyone outside the area.  Harley Street was regarded as a ‘no-go area’ and if indeed he was the intended victim of some outside national or international agency, Harley Street might even have been the safest available location.  The suggestion made by the alleged Bullying Liar that alleged Council Burglaries might have been the work of criminals living within or outside the area was known to The Accused to be an impossibility.

The reader has learnt that once a person is victimised he goes on being victimised - and that it may not be helpful to be physically weak.  It is not certain whether The Accused being bullied rather less than might be expected within his own circles in Nottingham is a counterexample to this rule or not.  The Accused was only five foot eight inches in height and wore spectacles and might be in some danger of being chronically persecuted but nevertheless maintained a reputation, though there may have been little or no evidence for this, of  being a Bruce-Lee style judo expert.

Dan Buster married Snow White and, after the departure of  Mick and Sheba, continued to live with his wife’s parents,  though occasionally visiting 9 Harley Street.  Dan Buster asserted that the burglary-free regime existed not merely because The Accused was respected as a neighbour and part of  the community but because he was regarded in some awe as the like of  a magician - that he was not a person whom it was safe to victimise.  Dan said he would never break into The Accused’s house because were anyone to do so not merely would The Accused know who had done it but he would know they were going to do it before they even did so!  

People, even council employees, are predictable.  But that does not necessarily exclude the need to confirm suspicions.  The Accused was to be regularly seen painting the woodwork on the outside of  his house.

    “Why are you doing that?”, asked Dan Buster.

    “So that if anyone breaks in they end up with blue paint on their fingers and I have copies of  their fingerprints!”.

    “That isn’t very nice, is it?”.

     “Oh, isn’t it? ..You think I shouldn’t do it then?..  It doesn’t do any harm does it?.. All it would mean is that you know ..It’s scientific inquiry...”

The Accused rambled on emanating a succession of comments as he proceeded in his labours:-

    “.....  If it gets on somebody’s clothes we’ll have to wash it out with white spirit...Nobody we know is going to break in.. not with malicious intent or intending to do any damage... except council officials.  Council officials are so used to breaking into houses that they will do so even if  the back door is left open....It would be amusing to catch a council burglar red handed ..or blue-fingered!...”

However, if potential burglars  protested that such measures showed mistrust or were unfair The Accused was apt to abandon them.  After all, anyone other than a mischievous small child or a council official was unlikely to fall for such a trap and was more likely to take them as a challenge rather than a deterrent.  

The Accused did nevertheless wonder whether he might be guilty of  transgressing international law on biological warfare!  Had it been the year 2003 The Accused might have been in greater danger than Saddam Hussein of  being arrested by President Bush’s arms control  police - and the arms control police might have been running greater risk.  Unwelcome and in no way invited intruders to 9 Harley Street, council or otherwise, who were involved in the conspiracy to pull down the houses, it was suspected, found themselves afflicted with the Curse of  Tutenkhamun or (Tutenkhamun Syndrome).  They were apt to develope sudden mysterious discomfitures, such as unexplained dismissals from their posts, promotion to the Nottinghamshire Council embassy in Bierut, mysterious illnesses or even death.  If  this curse was other than chance occurrence it was more likely to be consequence of  infighting and cover-up than emanations of radiation from uranium contaminating the gold ornaments buried with the remains of  King Lear in catacombs beneath the cellar of  9 Harley Street - much in line with the mass sackings that followed successfully covered-up scandals in the National Health Service: the removal of  all witnesses.   What appears as government sponsored criminality is often accompanied by a mortality or morbidity amongst those who carryout the policies (the astronomical suicide rate, for instance, amongst mental hospital doctors) as well amongst those, not necessarily different people, in danger of exposing the facts.  One factor contributing the explanation is that the staff of concentration camps, whistleblowers and potential  whistle- blowers not much removed in social status from the inmates and the alternative scapegoats. 

[‘Alternative scapegoat’ may be the same phenomenon as ‘divide and rule’ or the allocation by the ‘ruling class’ of privileged or  quisling status amongst slave communities.  According to The Accused, although condemnation appears as guilt and punishment, the guilt is predetermined irrespectively of  the actual rather than  perceived facts.  Nevertheless there may be two ‘alternative scapegoats’, one of whom will be condemned while the other escapes at least temporally and is seen as the victim or authority figure and not as guilty.  The social system operates on the assumption that no two people are equal and the alternative scapegoats will always be perceivable as adjacent but upper and lower in a hierarchy (with the lower hierarch guilty) but they are also always those who might be expected to be each others’ closest allies - parent and child, sister and brother  or colleagues experiencing the same e injustices and pressures.  Where such a competition is created one party may develope delusions that ally himself to the persecutor and result in the condemnation of the other party without his being aware that he is engaged in such treachery.  In the present work the obvious example is the condemnation of children to schizophrenia for life because medics side with neurotic mothers who pour out anxiety- ridden delusions.  The Accused nevertheless feared that outsiders, from another culture, who intruded without invitation, risked exposure to hidden defences.] 

The Accused stored in its cellar, after it had been cleared of  piles of  old decaying clothes and other belongings or ex-belongings of  The Accused after the departure of  Mick and Sheba, sealed plastic containers, or plasticans, in which he stored various fruit juices and other agricultural concoctions which were intended to contribute to the objective of  surviving without money.   He was aware that this was experimental and that time and trial and error would be required to perfect the technique.   The Accused however did not have sufficient time and the contents of  the bottles rotted away (with expansion of  the containers through pressure of  gasses produced).  Suspicion existed that these processes were not restricted to fermentation as occurs in the production of alcohol and that gases were produced other than carbon dioxide.  No laboratory investigations took place to identify organisms, but The Accused presumed that his concoctions contained anaerobic bacteria - dangerous eccentricities that sometimes flourish in hospitals - and that whatever they were they were not likely to be friendly to unfamiliar intruders.

There existed also the resident 9 Harley Street staphylococcus.   Every hospital, street, house and family has its own personal bacteria to which the owners are resistant but which may cause symptoms amongst the initiated, even severe illness.   Visitors to 9 Harley Street were warned about this Staphylococcus.   The victim might sooner or later, usually, if at all, sooner, find himself with one two abscesses under his skin or in his mouth.   These would then go away and the Staphylococcus would not disturb the victim further.   Staphylococcal septicaemia however is dangerous disease.   In addition to there being a local immunity of  residents to the micro-organisms that lived in their houses, those living in inner cities or familiar with inner city life were prone to a great number of diseases which were not known to the medical profession or which they supposed were rare or extinct and/or dangerous or even invariably fatal.   For that matter there were also analagous syndromes that were not known to theory found amongst hospital doctors and amongst prison inmates or those recently emerged.   There was an overall collective immunity that people had not only to their own bacteria and viruses but to all bacteria and viruses that belonged to their or similar cultures even when there was no reason to suppose previous exposure.   The reader will also have been informed by historians that there exist ‘population immunities’ affecting whole countries or continents that the measles, gonorrhoea or syphilis imported by european invaders devastated populations not previously exposed - which provides an argument for or against vaccination programs, which themselves may spread microorganisms or replicating agents, according to whether the those disagreeing have or do not have shares in drug companies.  The Accused suspected that ‘outsiders’ were living in conditions that were too artificial and sterile and that if  they caught infections they were more likely to succumb to them.

The Accused himself within a few weeks of  the resident Staphylococcus becoming apparent or obvious himself contracted an abscess that under and around a fingernail.   The reader may suppose that this poses no problem - The Accused could either have drained the abscess himself or could have waited until it burst and drained itself.   But The Accused was a coward.  He never inflicted upon himself any procedure which might be painful or which might be feared to be painful - even where he had himself inflicted the same procedure dozens of  times on others without causing any pain when working as a doctor.  Self-hypnosis and hypnosis of  others are two different things.  The Accused waited until this abscess grew so larger and its walls at least in part grew thinner and its seemed ripe for bursting.  But it did not burst (nor contract and go away).   According to theory, at that point The Accused could have dipped a copper wire into a gas flame and then pushed the wire through the wall of  the abscess and released the contents.  Maybe The Accused did not possess a copper wire or maybe he was still scared.   So The Accused decided he would seek the services of  a professional colleague.  Maybe he was seeking reassurance, a second opinion or confirmation of  his own opinions - and also maybe he suspected that a professional colleague might be better equipped (such as by having a supply of  antibiotics available or an anesthetic spray of liquid carbon dioxide).  At any rate, whatever the explanation, The Accused did not lance his own abscess.

The Accused considered Casualty Departments in the Midlands as beyond the pale.  He was certainly not going to consult one of  those.   So he travelled to London and presented himself to the Casualty Department at University College Hospital.  University College Hospital was a London teaching hospital.   It did not have to employ bogus doctors.  Moreover it was associated with University College itself, a non-medical college of  London University.   London University, the world’s largest university, was a (world-wide) federation of  colleges that were independent universities rather than, as at Oxford and Cambridge, halls of  residence attached to one university.  University College had an excellent reputation amongst and did not discriminate against those who had not attended Public Schools.   Students of  University College Hospital might therefore have been expected to be less identified with class and snobbery and more intelligent or  academically competent than those at some other medical schools.   University College Hospital, therefore, might be expected to have a reasonable Casualty Department and indeed might be the only hospital in the country to be expected to have a reasonable Casualty Department.   The Accused’s expectations proved not to be unfounded.   There was no great conveyor belt of robots manning the Casualty Department or pushing people around.   Indeed, The Casualty Department was more an area of the hospital in which hardly any personnel were visible at all - nor patients.  The Accused explained his presence to a young nurse who happened to be wandering by.  Without further question she contacted a doctor somewhere in the hospital.  This proved to be a young man in his mid-twenties who, if  he was a Public School Boy, did not behave like one.   The Accused did not introduce himself as having any medical or surgical knowledge himself (other than that he presented his own case, mentioned what he supposed were the alternative ways of  dealing with the abscess and explaining what were the queries or circumstances that led him to consult a Casualty Department rather than dealing with the abscess himself).   The doctor was polite and friendly, did not portray himself as the infallible all-knowing expert pontificating to the ignorant,  was not hidebound to some narrow set of  procedures and verbal spiels he had picked up from some book or from coaching by some tutor, was not embedded in methods that had been popularised within the last six months and was fully aware of  the methods used in the days of  Queen Victoria.  He then performed the procedure himself (that is, the hot copper wire through the wall of the abscess) - without a team of robots to perform it and beat up the patient while he, the doctor, sat in a chair or was a hundred miles away or did not exist - exactly in the manner that the old-school Accused would have performed it and rapidly so, without any anaesthesia and without any pain - and then provided a supply of  what The Accused considered an appropriate antibiotic.

The reader might point out that The Accused had not treated the abscess with antibiotics in the first place, that it might well be ineffective to do so and that prescription after lancing the abscess or its perforation with a hot wire was similarly pointless and even contraindicated.  An abscess, it might be argued, is a walled-off local infection.  The antibiotic has to reach the bacteria via the bloodstream and therefore cannot get into the abscess.   The lancing or wiring is performed at a time that adequate immune responses have developed and the administration of  antibiotic merely promotes the cultivation of ‘resistant’ bacteria.   The author does not know whether any reliable comparative trials have been conducted comparing the presence or absence of  antibiotic treatment in general or in specific circumstances.   The Accused however owed some successes to pioneering the achievement temporally of high levels of antibiotic in the blood rather than the maintenance over lower levels steadily over longer periods.  He had not had antibiotics available, but this method where the dosage of prescribed and supplied antibiotics would be adjusted so that there would be a large initial dose and a large, but not quite so large second dose, can be effective in the treatment of abscesses and, irrespective of  its merits in that context, is a reasonable precaution  to prevent reinfection when the abscess is drained - but the reader’s comments are noted.  The theory has been previously discussed in the context of  The Accused’s very effective treatment of meningitis and hospital pneumonia.

The Accused has pestered the author to convey a long spiel to explain why he did not consult a general medical practitioner, the approved source of antibiotics.  Perhaps The Accused wishes to seal up some hole which he fears the reader may see in his story.  The author however cannot see that the possibility of consulting a G.P. arose.  Consultation of a G.P. was a lengthy palaver of  receptionists and appointments.  The follows another palaver with pharmacists, and prescription charges which The Accused could not afford and, if there was some form of exemption certificate a further palaver with which The Accused might not be familiar. The Accused did not suppose that there was a need for antibiotics nor that there was any compelling argument in favour of their use.   Since it is not possible to set up a reasonable hypothesis of  The Accused wanting some quantity of  antibiotics nor of what he was intending to do with them, it also not possible to construct a hypothetical prescription or non-prescription of  antibiotics but, were it possible, there might also be a low expectation of receiving these antibiotics.  The Accused was waiting for either the abscess to burst spontaneously or openable with the prick of a needle for the abscess to be ready to be drained by some other medic.  The Accused would no more have trusted a G.P. to do this than a local casualty department and would have risked the GP, had he visited him, deciding himself to operate prematurely or in some other way to panic or pressurise The Accused to visit the Casualty Department..  

The Accused however wishes the reader to be reminded that The Accused avoided Experts.  They and their acolytes turned ratty if their ‘advice’ was not blindly accepted.  He also had a specific disinclination against general medical practitioners.  After all, The Accused was the hated and persecuted critic or iconoclast of  the Medical Profession.

The Accused also insists on the reader being told on exactly how many previous occasions he had consulted a G.P.. He is afraid that The Reader might counter with ‘But surely it was not unknown for you to have dealings with General Medical Practitioners?’ and The Accused wishes to admit the full truth.   The Accused, as has previously been related, visited Dr Lenten when afflicted acutely with Bornholm Disease (which was not diagnosed by Dr Lenten).  When at Cambridge a doctor had diagnosed that he suffered from a ‘stress fracture’ of  a foot, brought on perhaps by powerful swimming.   He had ‘consulted’  Dr. Last at the London Hospital because he wished it to be discovered that he had no income and was starving.   He had consulted a London Hospital students’  G.P. when suffering from a fever during his first attempt at the medical finals examinations.   He had been ordered to sign on with and visit Dr. McGavock, at the Nottingham University Health Centre, when he had supposedly criticised the Nottingham Children’s’ Hospital and its kangaroo court wished him to be declared insane ...and had then not been impressed by the conduct of Dr McGavock’s senior, Dr. Finlay.  Dr. McGavock had been exiled to Ireland and was replaced by Dr. Flowers.  The Accused had visited Dr. Flowers with the aim of  verifying the abuse scribbled about him in case notes but when Dr. Flowers left the notes open on the desk and absented himself, The Accused was too timid to read.   Dr. Flowers was later himself exiled into a post with the Department of  Social Security.  All this the reader knows already.  The Accused’s poverty was taken by Experts to be a sign of  inferiority and justification for condemnation, abuse and humiliation - and Experts were avoided.

All this leads to the revelation that the standard do-it-yourself method of cultivating antibiotic is to cultivate bread mould.   The Accused supposed that it might not be possible to use mould for antibiotic purposes without a laboratory for extraction, that the antibiotic would have a limited antibacterial spectrum and would be produced in insufficient quantity and perhaps be polluted with poisons.   In later years bread mould proved surprisingly effective - but the doubts about do-it-yourself antibiotic remained while The Accused was living on Harley Street because he was in no position to cultivate bread mould (other than I limited quantities on wallpaper paste).  There was an inflation in food prices while The Accused lived on Harley Street, due to the establishment of  various monopolies and thus it was at different times necessary to espouse different foods, but the general picture was that bread was a luxury beyond the means of  The Accused or beyond the means of  those who ate food stored at 9 Harley Street.

It is a curious shibboleth of the British economy and perhaps also of  the world economy that manufacturer’s prices are greatly exceeded by retail prices.  At the time of  writing (2003) the prices of  many products (including electricity, food, textiles, copper and cobalt) are being sold by retailers at handsome profit margins while the losses of  manufacturers are so great as to cause bankruptcies and to threaten the means of  production.    The Accused in the l970s identified himself with the outcasts or unclassified, while those who earned a living in the aspects of  the economy beyond fundamental manufacturing were incasts or classified.   The payments accorded to the transporter or salesman greatly exceeded those accorded to the producer.    In The Accused’s view outcasts were denied the right to participate in the incast aspects of  the employment system and were forced to pay incasts inordinate sums from their own meagre resources to pay incasts to do what outcasts could do for themselves.   He felt that outcasts should shut themselves off from this incast economy, perform the tasks for themselves within their own low-expenditure economy - even to the point of obtaining for themselves their own raw materials or manufacturing for themselves.   This was a possibility and fact in Inner Cities in the l970s to a far greater degree than it was in the l980s and beyond when the former inner cities communities were or were to be evicted and destroyed.

The Accused had bought shares in Mario and Franco’s Restaurants.  He liked the sound of  the name.  Perhaps it reminded him of  Hollywood gangsters.  The firm was however taken over by Spillers,  whose main interest was baking.   So The Accused went off to the Annual General Meeting of  Spillers.  This was well attended by ladies come to partake in a scramble to fill their numerous carrier bags with free packets of dog biscuits.and non-executive directors in pinstripe suits come to share the the knock-out strength vino always availabe at AGMs.  The Accused had his misgivings about the free dogfood and vino.  The shareholders were the owners of the firm and employers of the directors.  This might be construed as an attempt by the directors to butter up the shareholders with money and goods belonging to the company.  Although there might be argument as to in what sense this was legaslly and morally the property of shareholders, its administration was the shareholders’ responsibility.  If the directors and shareholders helped themselves, then might the company’s enmployees not equally feel entitled to help themselves?    Shareholders were being trapped into approval by participation into a corporate culture with an upper stratum awarding itself the privilege to take - on the lines as the Carlton Hayes’Hospital nobs’ christmas party.  But The Accused did nevertheless discretely acquire some packets of dogfood and catfood which eventually, via himself or Accused-mum, found its way mainly to the owners of needy dogs and cats - and not to Privileged Fat Cats.

The Managing Directors at AGMs usually singled out The Accused for conversation.   The culture of low standards amongst non-executives or eminent fill-ups in the boardroom or of  keeping them and their friends happy with booze and perks predisposed to the attitudes of the latter 1990s when boardrooms were squandering money without restraint or any rtional awareness of accountacny. The Accused had formed the impression at AGMs that the skills of non-executive directors were confined to the consumption of alcohol, not necessarily including an immunity to the potency of the beverage provided.  Managing Directors, by contrast, were fully conversant with and understood their companies’ affairs.  Or most of them were.  Those who were not stood out like a sore thuimb, were apt to be favourites of the Press, prominent members of the CBI, to give money to the Conservastive Party and to blame all on the strong pound, the weak pound or the government.  The Accused knew from managing his chess club or, for that matter, his own life, that it is necessary to put up with whatever circumstances exist.  Managing directors on the whole did not blame the government, the ound or the workers.They might mention adverse factors when defending proposed or inevitable actions but it wasn’t a continuous whining “The ref was bent.  We were given a Rugger Ball in stead of a football.  The goalkeeper goalkeeper should have stopped the penalties.  The opposing player was play-acting.  None of it is my fault!”  Managing directors at AGMs.would readily chat with the plebs, even enjoyed doing so, did so in a manner tht could be understood and without any attempt to convey that their mnowledge and inteleligence was superior to that of the audience (though amongst the unclassified, not doing so may be the most effective way of doing so).

So The Accused pointed out to the managing director of Spillers that bread was now being  sold in shops at as much as five pence a loaf, whereas pillers however sold the bread for between half a penny and a penny on a loaf and made a loss on it.   The answer was for Spillers to integrate vertically and to combine the highly profitable retail sales with the unprofitable manufacturer’s sales.   The Managing Director said that the figures were not as bad as they sounded.  Although bread was sold at a loss, that figure was obtained by internal accounting in which the sale of flour, which the firm manufactured, was a separate item to sale of  bread.   The firm made a profit on the sale to itself of  flour used in baking the bread, the cost of  which was included in the cost of  the bread.  There was therefore a measure of  vertical integration which resulted in an overall profit.  The company however had no experience of  retailing and could not extend its activities into retailing.

[With the onset of  Thatcherism the price of a standard loaf was to be even higher and shops now regularly ran out of these loaves by the end of the day, remaining with only expensive loaves or none at all.  Some regulation emerged which put a minimum price on the standard loaf, which was extortionate, but producers got round the regulation by selling  cheaper (price relative to weight) double sized loaves to which the regulation did not apply (since the double sized loaves had not existed when the regulation was written].

The theory is that manufacturers sell their products in great quantity and can therefore afford to have low profit margins.   However The Accused suspected that the truth lay more in psychology.   The ‘service’ sector had been trained to become accustomed to being wasteful consumers - and consumers who paid high prices.   Workers in manufacturing industry had not.  The Accused links this to the l980s and beyond  tendency of  manufacturing industries in Britain to import and employ low paid illegal immigrants and then to move out of  Britain altogether to countries where workers are paid lower wages and the income required for survival is markedly lower.   In the l970s The Accused saw the incasts’ voracious inflationary greed as setting them up more as paracites as workers, as paracites upon those they supposed were paracites on them, and also saw their inflationary greed and extravagance as eventually destroying themselves and everyone else in the Western world with them.

 [Chapter 9.1 explains that the Thatcherite policy of converting Britain into an exclusively working class state aimed even more to cultivating the WC function of being consumers to absord the produce of  the Great Factory than their function as labourers.  To a degree the classless were also forced to absorb what was was produced for which purpose the WC saw the classless as ‘subsidised’, though from a realistic unclassified’s point of view, this was theft by the classified through forcing upon unclassified unsustainable classified’s lifestyle and expenditure.]

Managing directors, even the best of them, however, did not always know everything - and amongst those who did not always know everything was Donald Stokes of the British Leyland Motor Corporation.  Donald Stokes was at one time held in as great veneration as a symbol of British enterprise as Sir Christopher Gent (of the Vodaphone company) is today.  Stokes was commercial director and, later, managing director of the Leyland Bus (manufacturing) Company.  Leyland is a place somewhere in the North famed also for paint, but not cypresses.  While other traditional British industries were contracting, Stokes was selling more and more buses.  Meanwhile the former jewel in the crown of the British automobile industry, the former Austin-Morris company, now the British Motor Company, was selling more and more cars - or, at any rate, losing more and more money.  The Land Rovers were selling well, but he car division was dragging the rest of the firm down.  This was very embarrassing to the gvernment since the company employed many workers - who were amongst the best paid in the country.  But then Lord Stokes announced that Leyland had bought the British Motor Corporation.  This was what is known as a ‘reverse takeover’ - the smaller company taking over the larger, which also usually involves borrowing a lot of money to buy new or unissued shares.  The pundits did not feel too confident over this.  The Leyland Bus Company might be better off without the British Motor Corporation - but Stokes was good at selling buses and perhaps was also good at selling cars and the pundits put on a cheerful face.

The reader is familiar with the evolution of the story.  The Ford Company, which had a significant presence in Britain, has finally left.  The Chrysler company, which bought the formerly British Rootes or Hillman company has left.  Just about everyone from the l970s has left, except for the former BMC car division, renamed Rover, which went on eating government money and was then handed over to the German Bayerische motor company - but not without eating up more government money - then abandone by that company and given to ‘venture capitalists’.  In the l960s cars driven in Britain were with few exceptions manufactured by four firms with factories in Britain plus a few more firms, mostly also with factories in Britain, which produced sports, luxury or specialised cars.  An explanation of  the decline of the British motor industry is perceived by the reader when she walks out of  her front door.  She espies parked in the immediate vicinity, all over the pavement and the former front gardens, some thirty motor cars all produced by different manufacturers.  She will find cars produced by another twenty manufacturers further down the road.  The firms producing these cars are French, German, Swedish, Italian, Czech, Korean, just about anything.  Apart from there being an occasional Rover, none of the manufacturers are British - but some of these cars have been built in built in Britain.  This was to happen in the l980s.  The EEC imposed trade embargoes.  So the British government paid Japanese companies to build factories in Britain,which might supposedly provide jobs for the laid-off British car workers and provide the Japanese with a back door to the EEC.  More recently it has emerged that it may more be that foreign cars are ‘assembled’ in Britain or that they have a ‘Made in England’ label  appended in Britain and it has also emerged that not only is the ‘Made in England’ label not essential when exporting to France or Germany but that the factory may be built in Poland - or China.  Whatever the details, there are innumerable motor companies and they are not particularly British.  There are two problems that ensue.  Firstly, if there are hundreds of car manufacturers, it may not over the long term, on the average, be possible to maintain a major share of the market   Secondly, there will be short-term variations.  One firm’s cars may for a brief period be all the rage and then pass into relative obscurity.  It may be the firm with the most modern factory that pro-temp leads the market - and, according to textbooks, it is - and that, at the time, was said to tbe the reason for the Japanese industrial successes of the late l970s.  According to the textbooks the new equipment initially pays dividends but it soon becomes old equipment and may then produce lower dividends or losses.  According to the textbook. also, the firm has to budget for this cycle as a whole, accepting the phases of low profit or loss instead of building a replacement factory every week.  Companies however have had difficulty in accommodating to such thinking and find themselves unable to cope with temporary variations in market share as well as being laid low by the failure to retain, on the average, the former share or absolute amount in sales.   There exists a theory that the larger the home market, the less vulnerable a firm to temporary variations in fortune - which was considered to provide USA firms with an advantage and was also a reason for the EEC.  The British had lost traditional markets when joining the EEC, though may have lost them anyway, but might have preferred becoming integrated into the USA as one of its states, had the USA cooperated, to being a member of the EEC.

A retrospective view today might thus see the decline of the British motor industry as an inevitable trend and locally visible causes as having been more accidental.  Causes that were more immediately apparent during the downhill trend included the Press cooperating in a tradition of  derision of  British workmanship and, in particular, the motor cars being manufactured at Cowley.   This was unfair.  However, those who took an objective view of the quality of the product might also take an objective view of the price - and there was usually a reliable and presentable foreign model available that was considerably cheaper.  This could be interpreted as the pound being too strong or that too many roubles were being charged for a pound and was an argument for devaluation.  However, ‘strong pound’ is a thinly disguised euphemism for it being necessary for British workers, directors or pundits havig to accept lower wages or to produce more cars per man hour  (The BMC in l974 produced one car per man-year whilst Japanese rivals, with a different system of counting, produced three.).  This meant also that workers might be redundant.  In Britain it is expensive to dismiss workers who are protected by Trade Unions,  or who are company directors, perhaps even more expensive than keeping them to do nothing - but British Leyland saved some money by appointing workers with degrees awarded by the nearby Oxford university and sacking them without compensation when their degrees were ‘discovered’.   An alternative interpretation of the ‘too expensive argument’ is that British motor factories were ‘obsolete’.  This claim, together with the assertion ‘built in the l920s’ (or l940s), has often been made - but the reader and author, without adequate technical knowledge, have to fear that those who make these claims also have inadequate technical knowledge and suppose that every problem can be solved by ‘investment’ or replacing the old by the new.  British firms are in the habit of borrowing and ‘investing’ every year considerably more than they earn - which means that these investments have to be periodically written off as losses - at the beginning rather than the end of the directors’ three year bonus scheme cycle.

More in favour of the British motor car was the 1970s British government policy (since abandoned) of  taxing cars according to their size or mile per gallon petrol consumption - and British car factories were able to take advantage of this by producing small cars for the local niche market. In the Thatcherite-Bliarite era the government has justified its paying companies to provide its employees with cars as maintenance of the British car industry and, although there do exist other makes of car, this did providethe Rover company with its main market.  The creation of car-dependent culture in which nobody without a full driving licence could get a job and nobody without a job could afford to get a driving licence  did not meet the approval of Unclassifieds. 

The former BMC car division, after it was absorbed into what was now the Briish Leyland Motor Corporation, went on losing money.  The modern analogous example is the British Steel Corporation, now part of  Corus.  The Accused had attended the last AGM of the company before it was taken over by the government, as a condition for provision of more money, and Donald Stokes replaced by Michael Edwards.  

A party of human rights campaigners made their presence felt.  One of the effects of inflation and rising charges is that the minimum sum at which it is economically feasible to invest in a block of shares increases.  Those who spent £100 on shares in the l970s, if these still exist and the price has not risen more than ten times, now have unsaleable holdings.  These protesters collectively held one share or some sum almost equally absurd.  These protesters might have considered it immoral to own shares and might have preferred to pay twenty five pounds for one share instead of eighty pounds for two hundred or maybe they did not have eighty or even thirty pounds - but a small percentage of the cost of their trip would have paid for a more reasonable holding - enough to avoid losses - and the directors might have been persuaded to recompense them with an expensive bottle of wine.

“Do you have any subsidiaries in Numibia?”, asked the protesters.

Newspapers had recently suggested that some motor company was paying workers in Numibia rather less than it was paying workers in Europe.  The average wage in Numibia was a few British pence (which did not necessarily mean that it was in their interests for the British economy to be transported to Numibia).

There was a great rumble. “Numibia! Numibia!”  The loquacious Lord Stokes for once looked puzzled and momentarily hesitated.

“Is Numibia the former German South West Africa?”, asked Lord Stokes.

Maybe this was his way of suggesting that the protesters ought to buy a share in Volkswagen.  Nobody seemed to know where Numibia was.

“I think it is the former German South West Africa”, Lord Stokes continued, “on the Western coast of  South Africa.  We have a small subsidiary company in South Africa..but I don’t know of any in Numbia, wherever that is.. We have no subsidiaries in Numibia - not as far as I am aware.”

So on the face of it Lord Stokes did not know everything.  He supposedly did not know where Numibia was.  But then nor did anyone else in Britain other than Numibians. Also, supposedly, Lord Stokes did not know whether his company had a subsidiary in Numibia.  That also is possible.  Mr Morris might have decided when visiting South Africa, to buy, on behalf of the company, a petrol station so that next time he could buy fuel for his car - or perhaps he thought South Africans were more likely to buy his cars if they could also buy petrol.  It is the author’s understanding that the ‘subsidiary’ to which Lord Stokes referred was in fact a petrol station.  Then the manager of  the petrol station might, on behalf of the company, buy a field in Numibia to grow his brussel sprouts or to erect a hut for his black assistant who was not permitted by South African law to live in the vicinity of the garage.  If the field was given some name such as Numbian South African Sprout Development Corporation, then it would be a subsidiary of British Leyland.  Some correspondence would have taken place with HQ but it would not necessarily be remembered by anyone.

The British, while The Accused was at 9 Harley Street, had voted to join the European Common Market - or, as the propagandists put it, to remain in the European Common Market.   This was one of  the major propaganda points with which the population was brainwashed - that they were not entitled to vote not to join because (supposedly) they had joined already.   The Accused was at this time still opposed to the E.E.C. - not out of  xenophobia, but because he was himself an European persecuted in Britain.   Opponents of the European Common Market might retrospectively appear to have been xenophobic extremists or fascists.  There have been suggestions that The Accused was in his adolescence not far removed from being a fascist.  Chessplayers are notorious anarchists and The Accused himself was more famed for opposing and outmaneuvering power than for exercising power.  Nevertheless it is difficult for the adolescent chessplayer to renounce power politics and  militarism entirely.   After all, they might be expected to be unusually good at it!  Had The Accused been Prime Minister at the age of  eighteen, which, had it been possible, he might have been, he might have resembled the subsequent Mrs. Thatcher.   In the l970s, had he known anything about Mrs. Thatcher and had she not been a Tory, he might have admired her.  But to be a Tory was unforgivable.   It was the Tories who had cooperated with the medics in setting up the internal classist colonialist system in the National Health Service and were responsible for the hounding and victimisation such as he had endured himself and responsible for the maintenance of  the obsolete and antisocial psychiatric theory.   The Accused in the l970s did feel that Britain should keep its independence and that industrial countries should not gang up against non-industrial countries.   Britain needed treaties with countries that provided it with food, rather than a need for joining a monopolistic industrial trade cartel.

The Accused also greatly feared the increases in price that would come with common market entry and the devaluation in currency that would automatically take place.   In his view the German Mark was overvalued relative to the English pound, and this was due to psychological factors rather than economic factors which eventually would automatically themselves correct any  incongruity in the exchange rate.  People were trained to buy what was most expensive, not what was cheapest.  German goods were in Britain considered better than British goods and better at any price.   This message was daily preached in newspapers, perhaps by the right wing press as an intended tirade against the British workers and their trade unions (which were even more powerful in Germany).  It was part of the contract that when Britain joined (or remained in) the Common Market it would effect a series of  currency devaluations - though neither did this feature in the £60m of advertising sponsored by the government, nor was it admitted to be a recipe for price increases or a reduction in the purchasing power of  wages.   A case can be made for devaluation making no difference to the wages and prices in a country while at the same time stimulating exports and inhibiting imports, which may be regarded as desirable and as drawing in foreign money and therefore wealth.   There is an internal inconsistency somewhere in that argument and Harold Wilson, a former professor at the London School of Economics,  when reciting it after an earlier devaluation had exposed himself to ridicule!   There would be no devaluation, he had said, of  the ‘pound in your pocket’.   Devaluation, The Accused felt, was the fools’ answer and cover-up for the psychology and social system that led to ever increasing price inflation.  

The immediate ‘joining’ of  the Common Market would be just another surreptitious devaluation.   This was brought home by the change to decimal currency.   Ten old pence would be equivalent in theory to twenty four old pennies and what had formerly cost twenty four old pennies would in theory now cost ten new pence, but in practice - and that is what happened - would cost twenty four new pence - or fifty new pence.  The ten pence piece initially resembled the florin which it replaced, but really ten pence was a shilling and the ten pence piece was eventually to resemble the former shilling piece.  

The Accused’s views on the EEC and his opposition to ‘joining’ were generally shared by the rest of  the population.   Hardly a word, since the l960s, had been heard in favour of  the EEC.  Dan Buster went to the polling booth fully intent on voting ‘No!’.   However when faced with the ballot paper, he later reported, he had been hit by an inexplicable compulsion.  It was as if  a voice was speaking to him: “You have already joined.  You cannot vote against!”.  He found himself voting “Yes”.   Others reported similar experiences.   The Accused suspected therefore that some form of hypnosis or subliminal suggestion had been used in propaganda.   Whether or not this was used in the l970s,  he formed the impression in the l980s and l990s that such methods were then very definitely being used.

The Treaty of  Rome and EEC requirements stipulated a catalogue of  measures later enacted by Mrs. Thatcher, who portrayed them as aspects of  her ultra-right wing nationalistic anti-government government while maintaining an open stance of  derision of  the EEC.   This included eventually the ‘privatisation’ of  nationalised industries and the breakages of  both vertical and horizontal integration.   This supposedly would increase competition, lower prices and be in the public interest.  Very few people beyond propagandists, politicos and vested interests however seriously believed this.    These quixotic measures were by many expected to result in immediate collapse and confusion.  Public utilities were to be split into independent privately owned parts, both regionally, with the creation of what were initially local monopolies, and in terms of function, so that one set of firms produced gas wholesale, another set of firms owned the pipes and numerous retailers sold gas, supposedly at different prices and in competition with each other, supplying it via the same pipes (and so also for electicity and messages delivered by telephone).  The divisions seemed unrealistic and artificial and a means of  creating numerous companies paying taxes and obliged to make profits for the supply of one commodity - at the expense of the public.  This fractionalisation has recently been criticised in the context of the British railways - but initially proceded astonishingly effectively - in the sense that it functioned and there were no major hitches or catastrophes.   Similar reconstructions of  industry took place in the USA and indeed became a world-wide craze.

However the splitting up of  previously coordinated and integrated units did expose those which traditionally made losses to a continuance of  such losses at the expense of  those which traditionally made high profits - though another craze, the unlimited borrowing of  money for ‘investment’ (anything on which money was spent was ‘investment’) covered this up.   Also, the regulations as to whether and to what degree vertical and horizontal integrations were permitted seemed to be constantly changing and there seemed to be also constant rearrangements of sub-units into a differing set of  independent unitary structures.   Those who ‘advised’ on mergers and demergers made a killing.   Pundits, anxious to make money, have given companies transparently bad advice.   Company directors are effectively bribed because every time there is a merger or demerger there is an automatic payout from their bonus schemes.  At the time of  writing, the failure to recognise that there may be a need for retail to subsidise manufacturing is causing some confusion in the electricity industries.

In  Britain nuclear generation has been hived off into a separate company.  As matters stand nuclear generation is more expensive than the use of  gas or oil to produce electricity though some suspect that in a long term view, taking into the account the limited oil and gas reserves, the importance of  oil and gas for functions other than its being burnt as electricity and the prospect of  oil and gas being under the control of  foreign countries, nuclear energy is cheaper.   There are others who claim that nuclear energy may never be cheaper but that it is and will increasingly be necessary.   Nevertheless there has always been good reason for supposing that nuclear generation is expensive and that it generates unpredictable but high costs not associated with other forms of  generation.   The radioactive materials radiate continuously and it is most economical for nuclear power stations to produce and sell electricity continuously.   It would seem therefore that they are best integrated into an overall structure rather than run as a separate company.

The British Energy Company, or its shareholders, were, the reader will her in future chapters, a 2002 casualty.

At the time of the present revision, summer 2003, there have been great rumblings against accountancy practices.  These are more obviously emergent from the Bread and Circuses Policy, but the economic policies inherent in the Treaty of Rome are not clearly separable from this.  Mrs Thatcher, despite her ravings against the EEC that it was threatening the authority of national democracy, did not object to this coup d’etat whereby pundits took over economic policy.

The Accused’s chess club had depended on the permanency of  Mick Stokes not only as organiser but as player.  Although there is no record of  Mick Stokes ever playing on the top board, he could have done and by not doing so was putting the interests of  the club above his reputation - since stronger players may not gravitate towards or remain in a club if  they suppose themselves to have rivals or suppose that promotion in the board order is permanently blocked.   Also, Mick Stokes and The Accused at times (particularly in the early years of the Highcross club) felt that some opposing first team players were overrated, beneficiaries of  a psychological status ladder and that almost anyone could successfully play on the top board.  So the departure of  Mick Stokes to Harrogate not merely left the club without its long-standing organiser but reduced a formerly permanent underlying playing strength within its first team.   Although The Accused’s club first team throughout its history never came below third place in a season, The Accused at times felt that this performance was flattering, assisted by the effectiveness of organisation and by the team traditionally being less affected than rivals by shortage of  reserves.   He claimed that his team fielded the same players on any two occasions and, although it is hard to believe this is an absolute truth, it certainly was not far from the truth and was true during l977, 1978 and l979.  The club was used to being unable to field a regular team, whereas rivals, when not able to field their regular side, found themselves in difficulties.  The Accused felt also that the team was too dependent on himself  personally - and also so as player as well as organiser, his score at times being a third or more of  the team total in a season!

It was not unusual for chess clubs with teams in the first division of  their county leagues to have only one player regarded as able to hold his own on the first board of  that team and it was not usual for that player to be a temporary import, a person  who might change his allegiance during pre-season negotiations  - and such a person might even be playing, unofficially, on a professional basis (that is, subsidised by the organizer or a club member rather than the club).   The Accused did not regard such a formula as appropriate for his club.  At least three such players were required and they had to be home grown and permanent.   This policy did not necessarily contradict other policies in operation.   The atomic grading system created a variable board order and also a tendency for the entire team to converge to an equality in playing strength and grading.   The Foxhunters team had also regularly being fielding Kieth McLoughlin, the club treasurer, on fifth board, where he invariably won and The Accused on board three, where he too won, adopting an aggressive style with usually ended up dependent on lengthy tactical calculations - play which would not have adopted with such confidence on a higher board.   There was now a need for a young player who could then or eventually join the club’s pool of potential top board players.

Phil Lucas was now the club’s most eminent player.   He had for a few games been bribed, or so he supposed, to play for the Humberstone Club, but dissatisfied with the bribe or taking it and running, he had returned.   Mick Broadhurst had previously played on the top board for the Gambit Club.   The Accused, though this fact was carefully hidden, had played on the top board for the club first team more often than anyone else and continued to do so.  He had an advantage in that his opening play and style was more variable and adaptable than that of  rivals and that therefore, unlike many of them, endured with time whereas opponents’ eventually got the measure of many who briefly were local top dogs over the chessboard.   However, unlike most or all rivals, his form or playing strength was variable, he almost invariably started a new season badly and had to relearn and had to make an active effort both regarding his fitness and his play during seasons he was required to be No l player.   There were such seasons, but generally he preferred to take a back seat - and the fact that he was doing so was not noticed since published gradings adjusted themselves in accordance with the place in the team order a player played.  Published gradings depended much more on opponents’ grades than on average score.

So The Accused felt he needed a youngster, a beginner or someone currently unknown,  with a capacity to think ahead on the chessboard.   Whereas the ability to calculate or think ahead was considered to determine playing strength in draughts, this was not so in chess.   Reti, a famous chess player and theorist, had claimed that he did not think ahead or calculate at all.   It was also supposed popularly that amongst the international grandmasters there were some who calculated and played tactically and others who consistently played ‘positionally’ and avoided tactical complications or uncertainties.   In truth, it was obvious from his games that Reti calculated - and all international grand masters played ‘positionally’ and were infallible in calculation.   There are situations on the chessboard in which calculation is essential.   The Accused felt that if  a young player put his pieces on reasonable squares, developed his pieces before embarking on ineffective excursions - and could perform complicated calculations - all else could be built on.   Many with reputations had overlooked such essentials and depended on their learnt theoretical knowledge.   So The Accused’s attention was drawn when he was watching a Leicestershire county second team match by the then sixteen year old Alan Ward who on a middle order board won a game requiring complicated and lengthy calculations.  Alan was one of a set of talented players trained by a schoolmaster at the Alderman Newton’s Grammar School who had no pretensions as an over-the-board chess player yet was an extraordinarily accomplished and successful teacher.   The pupils included also Mark Hebden, who was to obtain a degree in metallurgy at the University of  Wales but was always primarily dedicated to chess, became a professional chessplayer, for which he apparently had the initial financial resources, and eventually a grandmaster,  Alan Byron, Paul Clarke and Richard Alexander, a nephew of  the Foreign Office mandarin (whom he never met).  

The blonde-haired blue-eyed Ward, despite having a surname commonplace amongst chessplayers,  was also famed for his physical attractiveness which he supposed, as the physically attractive are wont to (Paul Nutt did so as well), to be a handicap.   Alan’s father had recently died - a tragedy which had befallen also some previous players in The Accused’s club at a similar age.   Alan had won some local junior tournaments but The Accused was unaware of  this and supposed him to be an unknown entity.

In The Accused’s day noted junior chessplayers were usually mathematicians.   But apparently there was now no teaching of  mathematics at Alderman Newton’s, a grammar school, nor anywhere else - and Alan had been specialising in sociology, previously regarded more as a postgraduate subject for those who had some previous basis in science and mathematics.   The Accused is forever repeating his allegations or prejudices about the collapse in the teaching of  mathematics  - a national rather than local phenomenon.    The Accused rants that teaching was now a profession selected more on a social class basis.  It was compulsory to have a ‘degree’ in teaching.  Mathematicians were unlikely to take such degrees or be selected for them and there was a prejudice in the teaching profession against people with ‘real’ degrees who might not fit into the increasingly yobbo culture within schools.

The Accused, after watching this county second team match, was given a lift back home by Mr. Bingham, a member of  the Braunstone Club.   Mr. Bingham could never understand why The Accused made jokes about him being a supposed relative of  Lord Lucan.   Bingham was the surname of Lord Lucan, an aristocrat who according to The Accused later settled in a house with a high hedge, opposite Briarwood, in what had been the grounds of  Dr. Braithwaite’s house.

Dr. Briathwaite’s children, at least one of  whom later committed suicide, had hoped to use their house as a doctors’ surgery.   The council planning department had vetoed this on the grounds that businesses were prohibited on Springfield Road (which was stipulated also in the deeds of the houses).  This forced them to sell.   The council then announced that it was prepared to give planning permission for one use of  the site only - nobody else need apply - a National Health Service health centre.   The excuse was that a health centre was required by the people of  Clarendon Park and that there was no room for one on their own main streets, Clarendon Park Road and Queens’ Road.   There was no possible location, council officials averred, for a health centre or a  doctors’ surgery on either street.   There were within a few years to be several doctors’ surgeries and health centres on those streets.   The council also insisted on demolishing the large and architecturally significant house in which the Braithwaites had lived.   There excuse was that the patients would include the disabled and that they could not climb stairs.   It would be too expensive to install a lift.  In fact, only the lower floor was needed for consulting rooms and it was always possible to use additionally another house - or a temporary annex would have been better than what happened.   The Accused had limited authority to protest against these plans since his mother was afraid of being victimised if she opposed the council, but The Accused did submit a plan to show that it was perfectly possible to instal a lift.  The Springfield Road houses had entrance halls and stair landings the size of a large room and additionally the main staircases were occupied a considerable volume (and there was in addition the redundant servants’ staircase).  In so far that this generated any reply from the planning officers at all, they now claimed that installation of a lift was too expensive.  The Accused claims that the council and planning department had a long-term policy of victimisation of Springfield Road - egged on by the Chamber of  Commerce, because it was just about the only place in Leicester (City) where there was any land without buildings on it.. and the Chamber wanted the land for its builders and developers.  The planners also had no imagination - and councils everywhere were building stereotyped prefab health centres according to a formula foisted upon them by salesmen.  The house was demolished and the formerly picturesque garden which was an essential part of the design of the whole road, with overhanging willow trees on the side, was laid waste.  The building firm owned by the former Lord Mayor, Mr. Sugden,  erected an ugly single storey flat roofed prefab-like structure with no outside windows (to prevent drug addicts breaking in.  The Royal College of Physicians in London pioneered this windowless style, in an earlier era when it was attributed to ‘security’), but some overlooking an interior courtyard... and a car park,  plus several residential houses whose architecture did not fit in with the district.   The Accused tested whether this Health Centre served Springfield Road as well as ‘Clarendon Park’.  It did not.  He applied to sign up on one of  the doctors’ lists and was refused.   Springfield Road existed from officialdom’s point of  view only for the service of  people who did not live on Springfield Road.    There were several doctors living on the road and they had been and were not allowed to open surgeries.   The Accused, a doctor, was refused a living in this country and several other doctors brought up in the environs were unable to earn a satisfactory living and committed suicide (and several established doctors living in the environs also committed suicide).

The alleged Lord Lucan who eventually moved into one of  the new houses, opposite Briarwood,  was a pleasant, friendly reclusive man who claimed to be a Canadian businessman but did not have a Canadian accent... and the maples he planted in his garden were not Canadian but Japanese!  Lord Lucan, or, according to some of  his devoted friends, Lady Lucan, was alleged to have murdered a nanny and had been sighted all over the word - but mainly in Kenya.

Alan Ward was also in the same car given a lift up the London Road by Mr Bigham - and disembarked outside St. James’ Church, opposite Victoria Park.   The Accused did not however on that occasion mention the possibility of  Alan joining his club and did not get out at the same time to give himself the opportunity of  doing so.   Had he disembarked with a beautiful youth, this might have been misconstrued.  The Accused did not over subsequent weeks encounter Alan again at any chess festivities nor while cycling round Leicester to tell club members about chess matches.   He had expected to do so.

The Accused then played in Leicester’s Atkins tournament - which he did out of  duty and because it was an occasion for making arrangements for the forthcoming season rather than to win games.   A party of youngsters from Nottingham were staying at Briarwood (without Accused-mum’s knowledge).   One of these, during the first round on the Friday night was accompanied by his girlfriend - and so The Accused kept out of  their way - only to be upbraided by the youth when they got back to Briarwood for ignoring his sister.   Alan Ward was playing in the tournament.  The Accused suggested he play on top board for Foxhunters and Alan agreed.   The party at Briarwood went off  to the congress on the Sunday morning while The Accused chose to sleep in rather than arrive tired.   When he did arrive he had six minutes left on his clock for thirty moves and took the opportunity of  showing off to Mr. Ward that he was not as old as his years by not merely winning the game but playing his last few moves at a speed that exceeded all previous world records and was never to be equalled.

But then a young Indian gentleman turned up who declared that he was Alan’s manager.   This turned out to be Tes (Terry) Dhillon, one of the numerous Dhillon brothers, then the only Indo-asian family in Leicester, who had played for the Highcross Chess Club when it met at the Dover Castle in l964-6.

The brothers had lost touch with the club when it moved to the Swan and Rushes - being apparently unaware of  the move - and had not been aware of  its continuous existence.   Tes now belonged to the Highfields Chess Club which met at the Highfields Community Centre and fielded a team in Division 5 of  the Leicestershire Chess League - a club of which The Accused knew nothing beyond that it had a mainly junior membership.   The Highfields club, he said, was the legitimate successor to the Highcross Club (partly because the two names shared a common first syllable).   Since Mr. Dhillon was Alan’s ‘manager’ he could dictate terms.    Alan, who tended to play along with Tes, now also decided that he would sign for Foxhunters on whatever terms were dictated by Mr. Dhillon.  These turned out to be that the two clubs, Foxhunters and Highfields amalgamate - so that Highfields players (it turns out he may have been mainly thinking of  himself! - as well as a group of pupils at Judge Meadow school he was educating) could play in the Foxhunters first team.   Tes supposed that Foxhunters (or the underlying Highcross Club) was exceptionally rich, with funds of  thousands of  pounds.  The club’s star player, Tes said, was Jonathan Lenten, son of  the general medical practitioner, who had recently won the City’s ‘Silver Rook under fifteen championship (and was a Judge Meadow pupil). 

The Accused at first felt that this intervention by the talkative Mr. Dhillon was uncalled-for, that he was not a manager and that he was undermining Alan’s chances.   Alan’s being offered a first board spot by Grasshoppers in their first division team was akin to a Sunday League football player suddenly being offered the chance to play for Manchester United.   He could not understand how Alan came to have a connection with the Highfields Club.   He should not be playing in Division V and if Tes had been encouraging this he had been misleading him.  Whereas there was nothing wrong with the theory of  Highfields members playing for the Foxhunters first division team if  their play merited it, this was very unlikely to happen.   The Highfields players had not been trained by The Accused and current standards amongst local junior players were not scintillating.

However, The Accused needed the services of  Alan Ward.  He could not get them without the proposed amalgamation - and perhaps it was not such a bad idea!   Although the Foxhunters Club came to its decisions democratically, in practice, if  The Accused agreed to this amalgamation, some of  the club members would automatically agree - and if  Mick Broadhurst, who held the office of  club President, agreed, the rest would agree.   The Accused mentioned the suggestion to Mick who, to his surprise, was hotly in favour of  it and, furthermore, every else in the club, without any encouragement, was hotly in favour of  it!   Tes Dhillon visited the Foxhunters Club a couple of times and Mick Broadhurst organised the establishment of  social relations.   A name had to be chosen for the amalgamation so that it would sound like a marriage between equals.  The Accused suggested Grasshoppers.   A grasshopper is a piece used in the composition of  ‘fairy chess’ problems which can move either as a queen or as a knight.   It also sounds a bit like ‘Foxhunters’.  The only other well-known fairy chess piece was the Muckspreader, invented by Bill Hartston, which can move to any square on the board.  If a pawn reaches the eighth rank and is promoted to a muckspreader and the muckspreader cannot be taken, then that is mate.   However the club were not going to be muckspreaders but Grasshoppers and, at the insistence of  the Highfields contingent, Highfields Grasshoppers.  The name Grasshoppers was also a dactyl which was an improvement on Foxhunters in that there were those, such as Accused-mum, who disapproved of the victimisation of foxes.  The insect of that name was also being honoured.  Grasshoppers were amongst the traditional inhabitants of Briarwood garden (though they are no longer to be found in the district) and The Accused was currently protesting against the persecution of grasshoppers in Lenton Churchyard, Nottingham, by council employees seated on mechanised lawnmowers.   

However, initially, the former Foxhunters teams continued to play at the Manchester Hotel and the former Highfields teams continued to play at the Highfields Community Centre, but soon even those Foxhunters members who were vary of  the West Indians, prostitutes, reggae music and other eccentricities associated with Highfields were conducive to the more irreversibly commitment of  moving entirely to Highfields.

Harold  Wilson was described in l948 by Accused-dad as the most able politician in the country and a future Prime Minister.   He was then little known to the public - and one of  the ‘Bevanites’, the derided alleged left-wing of  the Labour Party.  Few politicians had been more abused by the Press than Aneurin Bevan.  The Accused was as a child puzzled at the ferocity of invective in newpapers directed against Aneurin Bevan, supposing there must be some justification for it, and then puzzled again when following his early death the newspapers had all clamoured that he had been a great politician.  Harold Wilson was elected Prime Minister for the second and third time in l974.  Wilson’s cabinet consisted largely of  former Bevanites.   Their former identification with Aneurin Bevan had now been forgotten.   Nevertheless. despite the hardships being described to the reader, the l974-9 Labour government presided over an era of  liberty, even happiness, such as none then alive could remember previously and none then alive were to experience again.   1974-9 were not as thereafter continuously repeated by the Tories five years of labour misrule but the halcyon years of an otherwise dismal twentieth century.  Public School Boys were to be found in Wilson’s cabinet.   They were everywhere.  But nevertheless they did not reflect the politics and attitudes of  the Public School nor did it display the stupidity and ignorance that is the prerogative of  those who are born to lead and born to be the supreme experts and authorities in their fields.   The Wilson government, also, did not consist of  entirely of  lawyers.   But this freedom was only of  brief duration.   The Accused had known already in the l950s that by the l980s the Nazis would be back.  Democracy depends upon a population having sufficient knowledge and understanding not to be manipulated, not to be led on by propaganda.   It also preferable for not only the most unsuitable people available to offer themselves up for election or to be available to assist those elected.

In the l950s there was a semblance of a ‘competitive’ system imposed on young people that was intended to give opportunity to those with intelligence or talent, not merely those selected by social class criteria or  promoted by their parents.   But then the most intelligent interested themselves in science and mathematics and there was no place for them in the power structure, if  indeed they were permitted to live at all .. and in general there was no future for those who proceeded by talent rather than social class.   The non-scientist could not distinguish between fact and fiction.  The persecution of  young intellectuals in Britain in the mid-l960s to which The Accused himself had succumbed had been critical.   There was nobody to replace the heroes of  previous generations.  Britain was what The Accused called a mediocracy - a country ruled by its propaganda media and mediocrity.   Despite the Labour victory in l974, despite the comparative freedom from persecution that followed, the battle had already been lost.   The Accused’s generation, or those who were permitted a place, were not up to it.   What had happened to the chessplayers of  Leicester  had also happened in the country as a whole.   Those who were needed to lead had been refused a living, exiled to universities while others were allowed to establish themselves, reduced to poverty while others were made rich and the inept, reactionary and untrustworthy of  the older generation were able to take over  - or the fifth reserves of  The Accused’s own generation.   Those who entered universities and did not find this an insuperable handicap were also fifth reserves.  The Wilson government had only a minute majority and it is surprising that is lasted as long as it did!  So at any rate the Accused supposed it to be.

Historians tell us that  Ted Heath succumbed to increases in the price of  energy sources and that his Chancellor of  the Exchequer, a Mr. Barber, reacted by printing money.   Harold Wilson inherited a bankrupt economy but also the compensation of an increasing income from North Sea Oil.   The historians therefore also suggest that therefore that government policies little affected the evolution of  the economy, that all was inevitable.  It was North Sea Oil and not Harold Wilson that rescued the nation - for a while, anyway.

So Harold Wilson initially shocked the nation by devaluing the currency and borrowing three billion pounds from the International Monetary Fund.   This devaluation has been described by historians as a fait accompli brought on by the previous policy of  Tory Chancellor Anthony Barber of ‘printing money’ with the aim of  electioneering or of stimulating the economy - a form of Bread and Circuses.  But Barber also espoused high interest rates - which is useful to the poor and the classless.  History does not always seem at the time as subsequently reported - and even newspapers make a different impression at the time then they do when read subsequently.  Whether or not Barber or Wilson were contributory factors, inflation was on the move.  Three billion pounds is a third of the price of the Falklands War, or of the l980s miners’ strike or of the 2000 British Telecom debt.  At the time this (temporary) loan was seen as of unprecedented magnitude and the devaluation a major tragedy.  The International Monetary Fund, or, as Wilson put it, Gnomes of  Zurich, demanded their pound of flesh, which included the mortgaging of nationalised industries and the introduction of ‘standing charges’ as form of tax to permit repayment of the loan, though the charges were to be retained under the pretence that they were a hire charge to the consumer for renting their means of delivery (analogous to supermarkets putting on an additional charge for the cost of delivering the goods to the shop, though, in fact, this is, in any case, included in the price of the product -   and consumers do not hire gas pipes and electricity mains.  Companies even began to charge householders a rent for accommodating their meters instead of paying one!).   The government pay off the loan before the l979 election, though the newspapers did not bring this news to the electorate!   

Pundits and populace nowadays clamour for devaluation and have done so for at fifteen years - and their clamours have not gone unrewarded.   Everyone is in debt and devaluation gets them out of  debt.   It enables those who are permitted employment and wage to confiscate the assets of  those with no income who must manage with what they have.  Or it enables the debtor and the irresponsible to flourish by stealing from the responsible and prudent.   There does however also exist some other theory.   Suppose that before devaluation there are two roubles to the pound and that after devaluation there is one rouble to the pound.   It may be that the government can do little to prevent such a devaluation.   Governments of  central banks can buy roubles when they are cheap, thus raising the price of  the rouble, or they can sell them back when they are expensive, thus lowering the price of  the rouble.  If the central banks can drive up the price of  roubles by buying roubles and drive up the price of  pounds by buying pounds then the exchange rates can be maintained within limits and the central banks make lots of  money.   The price of pounds also goes up if  the interest rate paid on borrowed pounds goes up and the price of  roubles goes up if  the interest rate on borrowed roubles goes up.    A government could also cheat by confiscating half the pounds in circulation in Britain and hiding them in a cellar or by issuing new pound notes and declaring all existing notes no longer legal tender - thereby increasing the value of  a pound - or it can print lots more pounds, thereby reducing the value.  The reader can engage in his own calculations as to in what manner such shenanigans  redistribute wealth.  But it may turn out that however many pounds the Bank of  England buys, the price still does not go up or it may be that over a period of  two hundred years, despite all ups and downs, despite all shenanigans,  despite the momentary electioneering triumphs of  governments, the price of  a pound in terms of  roubles is gradually going down.   So it may even be that the purchases by central banks make no long term difference to anything and that there is no difference between an interventionist and a non-interventionist policy.   Those who clamour for devaluations however must believe that intervention makes a difference.  Their excuse is that the cost of  a tractor made in Britain to the Russians is one pound and that before devaluation this two roubles and after devaluation it was one rouble.   This means that the Russians can buy twice as many tractors as before and so there is a rise in exports - and certainly there will be a rise in exports when it is measured in pounds since the pound is no longer worth as much as before!   But the Russians are also selling tractors to Britain.   These are sold for two roubles a piece.  Previously the Russians got a pound for their two roubles.   Now they get two pounds!   The price of  British tractors has gone down and the price of  Russian tractors has gone up.  So now for every one tractor the Russians sell to Britain they get two tractors back.  That means that, from Britain’s point of  view, devaluation increases exports and decreases imports.

But surely in a world of rational people the prices and the imports and the exports adjust automatically, in accordance with the ‘market forces’ - and in a world of  irrational people, irrespective of circumstances, the irrational will buy the higher priced item because they suppose that expensive is better (and the manufacturers, knowing this, arrange for shoddiness to be directly proportional to price).   Surely if the tractor vendors are not going to put their prices down of  their own accord so as to better compete with the Russians, they are not going to do when the government tries to persuade them with a devaluation.   What really happens is that the price of  a British tractor goes up from one pound to two pounds and there is a temporary boom in imported pound-equivalents during a period of  inertia before the Russians decide to buy the cheaper Japanese tractors instead.   Somebody in the British Tractor Corporation, after devaluation, if  prices are not increased, sees himself as losing his job, his wages being diminished or prices going up.   He may stand to do so anyway, but with devaluation it becomes more obvious.   So the firm takes the risk of  putting up prices to compensate for the devaluation!   So claims that governments deliberately devalue to put the down the price of their country’s goods and to put up the prices charged by competitors are not to be taken too seriously.   The story had to be a pretext - or, in the case of  Harold Wilson, there was no choice.

What are taken today to be clear and transparent arguments in favour of  devaluing currencies were not realised in the 1970s to be clear and transparent.  We now all know the dangers of  a ‘strong pound’.  If the pound is devalued from two roubles to one and then rises pro temp to 1.002 roubles that is called a strong pound - which is a great catastrophe.   The remedy is for it to sink to 0.999 roubles to 0.998 roubles - which is called a weak pound.. and also a catastrophe.   It then stabilises at 0.997 roubles and rises pro temp to 0.9975 roubles, which, again, is a strong pound and a calamity.   None of  this was known in the l970s.  Governments thought they had to protect the stability of  the currency.   They said they would never devalue and damaged their chances of re-election if  they did.  It may have been that they could not do a great deal about it - but it might be convenient for the bad news to come in mid-term and for there to be a temporary Bread and Circuses at election time.

The Accused tells the author at times a confused story.  He adds to this tale that Harold Wilson’s government made a great play of the maintainance of a balance of payments surplus.  That was Harold’s previous government.  The individual, whom we will suppose to be British and living in Britain, may suppose that the main issue that he himself is paying his way and that he may do this by buying cheap Russian tractors instead of  expensive British tractors.   There is however it turns out a measure of  national economic performance whereby if  goods are bought and money is spent there is a trade deficit and when goods are sold and money is accumulated there is a trade surplus.   At the time of  writing (2002) Britain has had its largest recorded monthly trade deficit ever.   This is now in the context of Bread and Circuses during which the punters may not be paying for their goods - and will have to pay later, in kind.  Propagandists now claim that there have been only five years in British history that there has not been a trade deficit - and that prosperous countries regularly have a balance of payments deficit.  Indeed it highly likely that in the seventeenth century more money was being exported than imported - since Britain was trading with the New Eastern Splendid Islands who had no currency of its own - no currency at all until British groats and guineas were imported.   On the other hand, British mariners just landed on the New Western Splendid Islands,  may just have grabbed the Volkswagen Cars all the natives were driving and not bothered to pay for them.  Now that most countries possess currency it is hard to see how there could be a sustained trade deficit or a sustained surplus - and until the time of  writing it has been alleged the Britain, after ‘invisible’ earnings has regularly had a trade surplus.  The current tale however is that three of  the five years with a surplus were l971, l980 and l981 which are recognised nowadays as having been bad years.  The Accused though a Labour supporter and emotionally inclined to agree with government propaganda feared however that the balance of payments surplus might be too high and that goods might be more valuable than money.  When the l971 election took place punters were faced with the headlines ‘Britain in the Red’ - which scuppered the government which had greatly emphasised its balance of payments surplus - and only after the election did the press mention, briefly and obscurely, that there had really again that month been a large surplus.

Whereas in the l980s onwards inflation seemed to be government policy, during l974-9 it was less severe, though still a severe threat to the unclassified, and seemed more to be engineered by monopolies - by the vendors with overpriced goods making high profits and buying up or closing down rivals with more reasonable prices.  Wilson declared himself to be devoted to controlling inflation - and, according to statistics, during his premiership there was hardly any (though statistics have to be regarded with scepticism).  The verdict of history is that the Labour government failed to control inflation - a claim based on the very high published figure for l978.  This however is also unfair.  The prices quoted in the cost of living index were compiled by a statistician walking through Harrods’ store in Knightsbridge (which was no secret and not supposed by experts to be a cause for criticism) and might be twenty or more times the corresponding prices paid by residents of  New Lenton in Nottingham.  From their point of view the inflation took place when Thatcher took over, their prices rocketed by Harrods prices apparently did not and official figures recorded a lower rate.  The Wilson government imposed draconian controls - over prices, wages and dividends.   The nationalised industries however sometimes escaped from control since price increases - especially so on the railways - could not be curtailed unless one member of the public complained to some regulatory body - and nobody ever did... And it might also be possible to evade controls with a succession of very small increases.  On the railways in any case nobody knew what the prices ere since just about all tickets were sold at some manner of reduced price.  The day return tickets between Nottingham and Leicester which were cheaper than a single are an example.  These heroic controls may have been akin to holding down the lid of a boiling kettle.  The lid was bound to blow off sooner or later.  In practical politics it was to be the dividend controls which destroyed the government.  The punter might not object greatly to companies retaining profits, but greedy pundits might.  On account of these controls there was a conspiracy amongst industrialists, including foreign industrialists, to undermine both the controls and the government.  Whatever criticisms might be imparted against the l974-9 government it started with what was regarded as a major economic crisis.  Critics may say that the increase in fuel prices also enabled the government to increase taxes on fuel and because Britain was now selling North Sea Oil (or Americans were and paying taxes).  The Tories say that North Sea Oil was discovered during their administration, though we do not know whether it was a Tory or Labour government that originally hid the oil under the sea.   During the Labour administration the aggressive policies of  George Brown’s Department of Economic Affairs enabled the government to rescue numerous allegedly lame-duck companies by buying up their shares cheaply - and these were then sold off at what was at least on paper a large profit to finance the l980s and l990s.

The medical gerontocracy, as has been related, had imported bogus doctors financed by foreign governments to work in National Health Service Hospitals.   They almost met their comeuppance when one of  these, a Dr. Alami, murdered some patients and nurses at Alder Hey Children’s’ Hospital in Liverpool.   The gerontocracy defended themselves by pretending that Dr. Alami suffered from paranoid schizophrenia, which created a public panic about insane doctors that put the gerontocracy into a position to set up psychiatric kangaroo courts in which the insane sat in judgement on the sane, drove out the sane with threats of  psychiatric treatment and brain damage and discredited whistleblowers by casting aspersions on their sanity.   The government set up, to lock stable doors, the Merisson Inquiry, on which committee the medical profession was ‘represented’ by the arch-gerontocrat Sir Denis Q Basher Hill GMC Dcd..  Hill, as ultimate and infallible medical authority, assured that the medical profession was riddled with ‘very sick doctors’ - to wit, himself.   ‘Sick’ was the gerontocrats word for those not of  their own social origins and also for themselves - since they suffered from the Prep School Syndrome and took delight in whacking others for their sins.  So the government was persuaded to set up the New GMC, so as to give the gerontocrats who caused the mess greater powers - and amongst these powers was the centralised psychiatric kangaroo court or Health Section, with powers outside and above the Law, over which Hill was to absolute Dictator.   The Accused however took a more East Midlands point of  view.   Psychopathic insane ex-Prep School, ex-Public School, ex-army gerontocrats were sent down from London by the super-gerontocrats to lord it over the supposedly degenerate populations on behalf of  the Public School and these populations and those who defended them they persecuted.   There should not be a central General Medical Council, he argued, ruled by the gerontocracy.   This form of  authoritarianism and rule by psychopaths was all right for the Military Officer Class Public School South of  England.  It was their social system.  Further North however control should be by democratically elected bodies, elected by all and not just by doctors, which protected the public and doctors who protected the public.   The Accused therefore arranged for the 1978 Medical Bill to contain a clause which authorised the setting up of  regional GMCs.   However, on the advice of  Basher Hill, this clause was taken out of  the bill by a Minister of  Health called Hunt.

While the government was amusing itself with this Medical Act, however, it had troubles of  its own.   Harold Wilson had resigned and been replaced by Jim Callaghan.   The government had created powerful enemies, at home and abroad, by its policy of  dividend restraint - that is, companies were not allowed to increase the yearly dividends paid from profits to shareholders by more than a percentage stipulated by the government.   The financial world felt it could be paying itself higher dividends and therefore stored them up for distribution when the restraint had been abandoned - and they set about plotting to undermine the government.   The government might have in theory some control over the prices charged by its own nationalised industries - except for the water boards which were independent Thatcherite-style quangos out of control of anyone, charged a fortune and paid a fortune to their directors.  The government also was in a position to limit the wage increases of  its own employees.    It could not, however, stop private employers raising wages.  Private companies might not be famed for their eagerness to pay employees but they were now doing it eagerly in order to undermine the government. Foreign motor companies with factories in Britain were regarded as the worst offenders.   The government tried to counter by refusing to issue government contracts to the offending firms.  Cynics doubt that government contracts have ever been entirely determined by the competitive forces of the market, but this was being done openly.  There does exist argument that governments should under no circumstances use award or non-award of contracts as a threat.  M.P.s however might have been virtuous out of convenience.  Quite apart from some of them having affected factories in their constituencies,  Callaghan had only a nominal majority and depended on the support of  Liberals and Scottish and Welsh Nationalists, who were persuaded by the newspaper psephologists that they would do well if Callaghan was forced to call an election.  They must have been lawyers - since they believed this.  So they voted against Callaghan on the government contracts being denied the misbehaving firms.   The government was on the brink of  resignation but then saved the day by giving in and no longer insisting on the penalties for offending firms.   Or maybe he did not save the day but only made his government’s demise more certain.

The ‘public sector’ exists to subsidise the ‘private sector’.   The propaganda media insist that it is a good idea for private sector workers to be well ‘incentivised’ (though the word in l978 had not yet been invented) whereas it is essential that public sector workers’ wages are kept at a minimum.   The Wilson Government had to a considerable extent raised public employees’ salaries to redress this inequality and that went hand in hand with reversal of  the discrimination in wages against civil servants and university graduates.   Nevertheless in l978 public sector employees began objecting to their own wage restraint in the face of  ever increasing pay increases in the private sector.   This is described by historians as the Winter of  Discontent and supposedly it was brought on exclusively by the incompetence of  the Labour Government.  Nobody during winter l978 had heard of any ‘winter of discontent’.  They saw an entirely different picture,  though they would remember what they have been told through endless repetition in the Press and not what happened.   It was a very cold winter.   There was sheet icing on the road and had the dustbinmen continued their work they would have slipped on the ice and broken their legs.  In cold icy weather it may also not be practicable to run a viable system of public and private transport.  The employers would have had to pay workers to do nothing had the Unions not, as they did no such occasions, come to rescue and offer to pay them strike pay instead, thereby also reducing the funds and potential power of the trade unions.   In a cold winter it is necessary to heat the workplace and more energy is required for comparable output.   For both private and public sector employers a strike financed by the trade unions is cheaper.   The notion that Labour lost the l979 election in retribution for a ‘winter of discontent’ is a fantasy.

The Accused ventured out on Christmas Eve 1978 to Greasy Lil’s Caff.   There was sheet icing on the roads and pavements.   The Accused was accosted on Huntington Street by an Irish youth.  The author has not invented this nationality to persecute the Irish.  He was Irish and spoke with an Irish brogue.  The Accused was cordially embraced by the Irish youth - or perhaps a little clumsily since he was bit groggy and he was balancing on slippery ice.

“Give me your money or else...”, quoth the young man.

“I’ve not got much money on me...”. explained The Accused.

It had occurred on such occasions that the intended mugger then, to The Accused’s embarrassment, dug into his pockets and gave The Accused a donation!   The Accused would then refuse the donation or anxiously seek to return it to the mugger, who would equally eagerly refuse to desist from his charity.  This youth however continued:-

 “I am a good boy.  I love my mother.  I go to Church every Sunday.  I am sorry I am doing this” (which items of  information he repeated several times) and “Your money or else...”.

The youth started waving his arms and lunging at The Accused in the manner of  an alleged  Bill Oakfield and The Accused as the occasion absentmindedly, or at any rate apparently not deliberately,  moved marginally out of the way.   The outcome of this was that the intended mugger slipped on the ice.   The Accused felt sorry for him, however, and gave him fifty pence.  The Accused then went on into Greasy Lil’s and the youth came in later, drinking a cup of tea several tables distant.  They acknowledged each other’s presence but did not converse.  Mrs Gower, when The Accused later related the story to her in her caff said that The Accused should not have donated the fifty pence, that crime was to be discouraged and not rewarded.. which, she asserted, good intentions were not.  The Accused however still insists that his conduct was correct both from the point of view of morality and of politics.

The Alleged Winter of  Discontent was accompanied by a breakdown of  all the governments anti-inflationary restraint - including dividend restraint.   Firms broke the law and issued  higher dividends  than permitted but prosecutions were all indefinitely postponed by the courts because the Tories had promised that when and if they were elected they would remove dividend restraint and change the law retrospectively.  It was not certain however, that, if  unvarnished Public Opinion decided, that the Tories would win.  Ted Heath had been overthrown as leader of  the Conservative Party and Margaret Thatcher, the favourite of  the South African contingent, had won the leadership through a voting system whereby the least popular candidate wins (a paradox of transferable voting which is explained in textbooks.  The partisans all give the person they consider least likely to be elected as their second choice.).   A l979 election was called and as it approached  the opinion pollsters in the Tory Press still predicted a Labour win.    As the election approached more closely, however, it was a better ploy for pollsters to back their favourite, the Tories, and to hedge their bets by narrowing their lead as the election came closer and closer.  The final result was not likely to differ greatly from the final opinion polls since in those days the two parties traditionally did not obtain greatly differing numbers of votes.   The reason for this forecast Tory victory the Tory Press was continuously screaming was that people were fed up with the left wing of  the Labour Party.

Although opinion polls are predictable on the assumption that they are rigged.  There is an alternative point of view that the opinion polls were actually correct and, if this is true, then the opinion polls were also regularly several days out of date when published.   The Accused felt that whatever might be the explanation, the polls were reliable.  This meant (because they had to extrapolated for beyond the date of the last poll) that they predicted not a narrow Tory lead but a Labour victory.  The hypothesis that Labour was catching up adequately is confirmed by the dearth or absence of opinion polls in the Tory Press on the Sunday prior to the election (which, as always, was held on a Thursday - a tradition attributed to Thursday having g been the ‘early closing day’ of shops and, to some degree, still being so).  But leader Jim Callaghan did not take the hint.   He was too brainwashed to cotton on that he might actually be winning.   The Labour Party had several disadvantages.   One of  them is that it had few proxy postal votes from South African and Hong Kong to distribute around, though this was more a phenomenon of the l980s.   Another is that the Labour Party it allowed the enemy control the game.   The Labour party would employ the various Tory propaganda and manipulation experts to work on their own behalf.  Whatever the Tory Press said they believed - and they did what the Tory Press told them to do.  So, as has become traditional amongst Labour leaders who want to lose elections, Jim Callaghan on that Sunday vehemently attacked the left wing of  the Labour Party!  Once he had decided to attack himself and not his opponents he had lost the game!   But the propaganda media spoke well of  Callaghan.  A labour leader who loses an election is always a good thing.   He had been let down by his Left Wing.

It turned out that not only was Foxhunters chess club an amalgamation of  two clubs but that Highfields chess club was also an amalgamation between two clubs.  It might have been that no two of  the four parts could have lived with one another, but the problems seemed to arise more at the Highfields end.   The former Highfields Chess Club was, except for Tes Dhillon, composed of players aged eighteen or younger and was included, without payment of fees or room charges,  in the Community Centre’s youth section.   Grasshoppers Chess Club, in the sense of  the former Foxhunters, was registered as a senior group, affiliated to the Community Association, with The Accused as secretary or delegate.  The lady warden of  the centre suggested that The Accused attend the Community Association’s Annual General Meeting and be elected, as those who bothered to attend in those days usually were, to the Management Committee.  So in the course of  a chess match The Accused nipped down to the meeting and got elected.  

Tes Dhillon was a teacher at the Judge Meadow Comprehensive School and brought with him a group of  young schoolboys - Simon Porter,  Jonathan Lenten, David Hutchinson (son of  an  otorhinolaryngologist) and Simon Lee, son of one The Accused’s school contemporaries (whose mother had been a friend of  Accused-dad).   Chess teachers tended to be protective towards, emotional about and ambitious for their pupils..  There was also a group of  local Indo-asians, all eighteen years old or younger, including the Highfields Chess Club Secretary, Chris Ross.  Chris felt that the amalgamation had taken place without their consultation and that Tes had not been entitled to act on their behalf - and feared a takeover by ‘whites’.  There was a degree of  sabotage including attempts to persuade Alan Ward not to play for club first team matches and county matches.   In the internal culture of  this section there was a strong tendency to regard relative skill or strength at the chess board to be secondary to age hierarchy.   The most accomplished player in this group eventually turned out to be Noor Kapadia (whose skills at the chessboard were then never mentioned).  The official top dog of the chessboard was Sadam Hussein, who had a younger brother, Sadom Hussein and even younger brother, Sadim Hussein.   Microsoft’s spellchecker says that the three brothers were called Madam, Sodom and Sayeed, but Sadam Hussein, as the reader well knows has been a very common name since the days of  Sadam and Sheba, the Sadom witches and the Sadimese Twins.  The strongest player of  this group, in The Accused’s opinion, was Sadim, the youngest.   The Accused would invite Sadim to play in first team matches, only for Sadam to appear, or if he was not available, Sadom, a friendly character who had few pretensions as a chessplayer.   The Accused, during matches, would between his moves, watch the other games.  Sadam, despite his status and reputation within the club, was now also regularly losing for a lower team.  When Sadam played and had the white pieces he played the King’s Gambit.  Perhaps he had found some formula which had been successful in schoolboy chess some years’ previously and was vainly trying to renew his erstwhile successes.   If so, this was holding him back and he would have been better advised to start anew.  Chessplayers may be familiar with one opening and therefore reluctant to play another.  But Sadam’s results would not have suffered had he experimented with some other opening.  Perhaps he was suffering from Experience, the Expert’s name for making the same mistake over and over again.  Sadam insisted on playing the King’s Gambit.

Mark Hebden succesfully played the King’s Gambit as white and no doubt had some weapon available if  the gambit was accepted (1 e4 e5 2 f4 ef) ,but some, including Fischer and The Accused, had some suspicion that the Black, after accepting the gambit, had the upper hand, at any rate after the traditional 3 Nf3.. for which reason The Accused, if  he played the King’s Gambit, would play, after the pawn had been accepted, 3 Bc4.  This is an unusual variation allowing Black to play Qh5+, forcing Kcl, so that White can no longer castle.  This excursion as it happens causes White little trouble and he more has to worry about the possibility of  3..d5 which is drawish.   But if Sadam was going to play the King’s Gambit it would not help him to be told that 3 Bc4 was an alternative to 3Nf3 if  the gambit was accepted.   Rather he needed to be dissuaded from premature excursions or attacks with his pieces that caused his opponents no trouble and proved to be wasted moves - a dubious style of  play in any case and inconsistent with the aim in the King’s Gambit of  offering a pawn to secure rapid and effective development of  pieces.   Sadam, with his bishop on c4 would take the first opportunity of  moving his knight from f3 to g5, supposedly attacking the pawn on f7, which could then be protected, if it needed protecting, by castling - and if  the opponent countered Sadam’s ploy by that rather than some other move, such as d5, which may be very effective, Sadam eventually found himself reduced to capturing on f7, which, if it proved not be a miscalculation refuted by d5 or Qh5+, resulted in his giving up two pieces for a rook and a pawn, which at that early stage of  the game is apt to rebound on the aggressor.   If Sadam had a knight on f3 if would rapidly move to g5 and if he had a knight on c3 it would rapidly move to b5.  Such tactics may be successful in some positions - and Mick Cowley was in the habit of  bamboozling opponents by discovering situations where they were so unexpectedly but Sadam endured only a succession of defeats.  Even if  Sadam’s opponents failed to defend or tried to be too clever, he had on their behalf a further secret weapon of  perpetrating blunders at above average frequency.   Perhaps he was guided by an underlying awareness of  the certainty of  his defeat.  If he was reasonably placed and there was a blunder to be made and a ready way of  winning,  it could be guaranteed that he would stare on the board motionlessly for some minutes in intellectual pain and then obligingly choose the blunder.   The Accused would after Sadam had lost his games try to play through them with him with the aim of  education.  There was a prospect of gradual improvement, but it would take time and application.  If Sadam drew his first game for the team within eighteen months he would being doing well.   However Sadam did not want to know.   Why should The Accused be telling him how to play his games.  Sadam knew better.  The Accused had never come across such an attitude.  Sadam perhaps had become ultradefensive because his performance did not match his reputation or status within the club and was therefore putting up a wall against instruction.

Sadam’s younger brother Sadom, like his older brother, a close friend of  Alan Ward, like his elder brother also lost his games and there did not appear to be any immediate prospect of  his winning any.   But he was a valuable member of  the club and also valuable to the first team because he was without prejudices, did not share in the resentments and participate in the sabotage that pervaded the club and was always willing to turn up to play in a team, without being discouraged by his regular losses and without fearing any threat to his status or reputation.  Sadom also did not wish to be educated in chess.   But this was just because he was without ambition, wished to remain as he was and did not wish to become a grandmaster.  He did not suppose or behave as if he supposed that he knew everything already.   While Sadam and Sadom lost their games, their younger brother Sadim was regularly winning all the games he was playing in the fourth team (and, if he happened to be playing because no alternative had materialised).  This was not just a freak statistical accident.   There was a marked contrast between the play of the elder brothers and that of  the youngest.   The Accused had need of  home grown players who could be trained to stand up against anyone locally or beyond.   Likely candidates were not to be found in profusion - and the chances of finding one lying around unnoticed, let alone in his own club, were, as the Chief Medical Officer would put it, ‘greater than zero’ (the probability that pigs fly).   Sadim Hussein was thus an unexpected bonus.  Sadim’s talents appeared to have been overlooked.   Nevertheless family and club values insisted that these talents continue to be overlooked.  Sadam and Sadom were older, had higher status and therefore were stronger chess players and had to play on higher boards.  Sadim was selected by The Accused to play in the club first team.   This would not by the team’s previous principles have been a controversial decision.   Sadim was winning games.   Other things being equal, the younger candidate had always been given preference.  It would have been negligent not to give him the chance to play in the first team.  In other clubs, admittedly, it never happened that somebody playing on a lower board of  the third or fourth team was suddenly invited to play for the first team or even to join the first team on a regular basis.   When it does happen however there may be eructations from classified second, third or fourth team secretaries who claim that their authority has been usurped because their hierarchical order has not been recognised.   Public School Headmasters may behave similarly when a crossword puzzle enthusiast at their school is preferred by some Oxford college to the favourite classified Rugger captain they have been promoting.   Opposing teams may also eructate that the laws of  class and hierarchy have been transgressed.   The Accused suspected that that he might encounter an embarrassing furore throughout the county if a player thus promoted lost a game --- - perhaps even greater than the furore that followed when he won one - but he was never to discover for certain.  Nobody afflicted with such a leapfrog promotion ever lost a game.

Sadim’s first team appearances were, however, limited.  His selection turned out strongly to contradict family and club ethics.  If he was selected, even if he had agreed or even was sitting at the board, an elder brother would be triumphantly produced by the Highfields contingent.  Sadim cooperated with these ethics and was never prepared to admit he might be a more accomplished chessplayer than his elder brothers.   The elder brothers were quite convinced that Sadim had no merits as a chessplayer and that The Accused was overestimating him.   Usually the laws of  hierarchy in chess are protected because irrespective of  playing strength or performance, the grading system produces a figure that reflects the gradings of  opponents or  the division  in which the player plays and on which board in the team. Nevertheless, Sadim finished the season with as the most highly graded fifteen year old in the Midlands.  Accordingly The Accused was able to recommend him for the county junior team.  It was remembered that The Accused had been responsible for the glorious days of  Leicestershire Junior Chess over twenty years previously.  So Sadim was invited to play.  Initially it appeared that Sadim would be willing to do so.  The Accused discussed it with him several times when he met him by chance on the street - away from club and family politics.   However then suddenly the politics intervened and  Sadim confessed that he could not play, could not be persuaded and indeed thereafter played no further chess.
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