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Non-human plants and animals, we are told, have evolved to survive.  This is inevitable.  Those that survive do and those that don’t.  Whatever is true of the organism becomes also an aspect of its means of survival and it becomes fashionable to say that such and such a characteristic has evolved with such and such a purpose or reason or that it exists or is done ‘because of such and such - though it may be more accurate to suggest that the characteristic has arisen at random and that the organisms that possess it have survived because they have it.  Organisms may produce seeds and offspring in considerably larger number than that of any sustainable adult population.  J.C. tells us that the farmer has a great bag of corn which he throws upon the surface of the earth - and that only the grain which falls upon the fertile ground, that is, fertile from the point of view of corn rather than weeds or motor cars, survives to reproduce grains of corn a hundred fold.  So the existence of tarmac or weeds is one reason for the productivity of corn.  Another is that it encourages the farmer to plant the seeds, which the farmer also cooks and eats - and there have to be enough seeds to feed the farmer and his pet rats and his cat.   J.C. appears to imply or assume that the grains of corn are all the same, that there are not some born with more original sin than others but nevertheless, as uninformed observers, we do not know whether there is in the bag a mixture of cornseeds, some more capable of producing surviving plants or of producing plants useful to the farmer than others.  It could be that even on the fertile ground the seeds are planted in far greater density than required to saturate the field with corn-plants and it could be that some seeds are more viable or useful to the farmer than others.  Current propaganda tells us incessantly that in fact seed or offspring are produced in excessive amounts to ensure that the seeds that produce adult plants are the ‘strongest’ most useful or best and that the weak, useless or abnormal perish.  The characteristics which make a plant useful are those previously evolved which are automatically inherited, by a ‘genetic’ or similar mechanism, from earlier generations.   The survival of the strongest, best or most useful to the farmer is seem as a war or competition between rival seeds and seedlings and as ensuring the long-term survival of the organism.  This supposedly takes place automatically and inevitably without any intervention by any intelligent deity.  The nineteenth century Degeneracy Theory however ordained that humans themselves or the best humans were to intervene and to eliminate or prevent the reproduction of the weak, useless, abnormal and inferior.  Degeneracy Theory advocates the selective preservation of the existing perfect form.  Degeneracy theory becomes a political system and a code of morality.  The winner is always right.  The theory justifies the use of force to take from, impose will upon or to destroy others.  It also justifies a social system in which only those born into indigenous social classes, who retain stereotype and who are allocated functions within the class are permitted to survive and reproduce.

The reader should be wary of degeneracy theory.  He might well end up being inferior himself.  He may think he is safe, that only those born with some congenital handicap, or have suffered some debilitating injury or deterioration are inferior and to be eliminated.  Well.. are we all going to remain in peak health forever?  Even supposing the reader is a very wonderful person, its does not follow that the bullies will think so.  In what way The Accused, who was refused a living in Britain - and, by economic means, denied the rights to a family and to reproduction - genetically inferior to other people?  Do you really want to believe in this ideology?  If not, might your inclinations not be more determined by evolution that are the allegedly intellectual dogmata of bullies?

Evolutionary theory has been discussed at length in earlier volumes (which at the time of this revision are still unpublished).   The notion that members of the same non-human species outside human influence compete with each other to the degree of destroying each other is fictitious.  The offspring of a species over one generation or for a very long period may one from another have no discernible differences.  But it may also be that in a wider view of similar species or subspecies or within one species or subspecies there is maintained a continuous variation or variability which is maintained rather than reduced by some internal process of purification.  It is not to be expected for the ‘strongest’ to survive.  It might be more expedient to keep out of any war and to let others fight it out and destroy one another.  It is expected that those most adapted to the environment in which they find themselves or in which they set up house to survive.  Nevertheless there is little practical evidence of ‘better’ or better adapted individuals being immune to the various dangers.  The sheep eat and the farmer stomps upon the righteous and unrighteous weeds alike.  It is a reasonable proposition however that over relatively short periods of time, or, over periods of limited change species maintain predominantly a stereotyped form.  The author has been unable to find any evidence within observable history of culling of non-human species to maintain stereotype (other than the maintenance of strains by agriculturalists and pet breeders) and knows of no culling within the human species that has been consistent with objectively demonstrable Neodarwinist or Evolutionist designs.

On the other hand, over very long periods of time or to cope with drastic changes there are changes within organisms to adapt to new circumstances.  This evolution occurs over millions of years rather than hundreds of  thousands and affects inborn differences as well as acquired differences (such as what is learnt in a community).  It does not follow that during the period of millions of years in every locality and in every instance the individuals or forms prevail which are most adapted to new circumstances.  They may be very much a suppressed minority group.  Also evolution does not take place in straight lines.  There is not a top species which evolves into the top species of tomorrow.  Evolution is more likely to take place via less adapted or specialised forms, for tomorrow’s master race to be the degenerates of today.  The Accused claims to have witnessed in recent years very rapid evolution of new species or subspecies or changes in behaviour amongst existing species in response to the ravages of humans - but this is outside published literature.  Putting these personal observations aside, and taking fossils to be pre-history, observations on human and non-human organisms provide hardly if any support for the expectation that there is adaptive evolution.  At least in the genetic sense, there is as little evidence of the preservation of tomorrow’s master-species (evolutionism) as there is of the selective preservation of today’s master-species (Neodarwinism).  According to The Accused, scum rises to the top - and not the scum that gives rise to the flowers of tomorrow.

Neodarwinism, that the most adapted forms predominate pro-temp, and Evolutionism, that long term survival depends on change and adaptation to new circumstances, even though there may be limited practical evidence of these processes, are what is to be expected.  Let us suppose that the hypothesis is correct, that survival of organisms in the short term depends on Neodarwinism, maintenance of current stereotype and in the long term depends on evolutionism, the contrary principles of  variation, change and adaptation.  The reader has learnt that according to the evolutionist Weissmann there is a distinction between the germplasm, the cells and processes which concern themselves with the reproduction and the maintenance of variability and the morphoplasm - the currently existing adult form.  The germplasm is ‘immortal’ (which does not mean it is indestructible but that it does not age) whereas the morphoplasm is evanescent and exists to preserve the germplasm.  This contradicts the degeneracy theory viewpoint of the need for a continuous Neodarwinism, the selective preservation of the existing perfect stereotype (that is, the morphoplasm)- and is the reason for evolutionists being persecuted.  The Accused claims that there is are two different aspects of human personality which correspond to morphoplasm and germplasm and two differing (and contradictory) aspects of  human society which correspond to germplasm and morphoplasm.  

The classical view of animal behaviour which appears in the studies by Bowlby and also in The Accused’s earlier theorisations is that the behaviour of animals, or at any rate that concerned with immediate survival, reproduction and protection of the young,  is entirely ‘instinctive’.  It is inborn, consists of automatic rituals and depends on various chemical influences within the body (which chemicals are present on the appropriate occasions).  The Accused in recent years, on the basis mainly of observations of animals in his garden, has come to the conclusion that animal behaviour is much more ‘intelligent’ than previously thought, that animals can communicate by the use of language much more than previously thought and that an animal can work out new adaptive behaviour for itself instead of being born with it.  Under the classical theory however animals do not think, plan or determine their own means of adaptation.  Any changes are inborn and the capacity to change lies within the anatomy of the germplasm.  If this classical theory is true of animals, however, it is not true of humans.  Humans learn to adopt routine behaviour patterns which resemble animal instinct and like them are subject to control by chemical agents.  In the case of the human, either the chemical agents are those induced by anxiety or else are externally administered - and, in either case, the learning takes place in the presence of the chemical and is renewed whenever the chemical influence is renewed.  This provides humans with a much more rapid form of adaptation than is available to animals and removes one justification for there being a high birth rate and high rate of infant mortality.  In the animal case, or supposedly so, if behaviour were to change, thousands of offspring would have to be produced for one with the newly required inborn adaptive behaviour to survive.

John Bowlby described human society as a machine that had evolved to ‘survive’ and whose ‘cogs’ were social classes or stereotype members of social classes who were brought up within those classes.  For the machine to function efficiently it was necessary for stereotypes to be maintained and for non-class members, atypical class members or those for whom no function was found within their class to be excluded and psychiatrised.  The society to which Bowlby was originally referring was the British Army which was then at war with Germany.  It was facing an immediate threat to its existence and had to be as efficient as it could be to win the competition against the rival society..  But it is doubtful that Bowlby even considered this machine-like structure as the whole of society or the only relevant part of it even in wartime, let alone during the subsequent peace.  It was then even imperative that the previous peace time structure of the army and the people leading it had to be changed.  Bowlby was not as fanatical as his most devoted disciple,  Accused-mum. 

The Bowlby conception can be criticised on the grounds that even within in the machine itself one organ in the machine may have different values to another.  Winston Churchill, or at any rate, his parents, considered it a great disgrace that he was not accepted into the infantry (partly because this meant that his father had to go to the expense of  buying him a horse).  But, assuming that the soldier was reasonably familiar with horses, who would want to be in the infantry rather than cavalry (or wish to be a worker at British Leyland) if there were no compensatory status or money?  Churchill was better off in the cavalry and there was nothing to prevent the cavalry from having its own private ideology that it is superior to everyone else (so long as nobody else finds out and it doesn’t affect anyone else), but it was important for Churchill’s entry to the cavalry to be seen by the infantry as disgrace and failure.  The relation of a subsystem of society (such as infantry) to another subsystem (such as cavalry) is, as has been explained in previous more detailed discussion, similar to the relationship of the machine as a whole to what lies outside the machine altogether.  The Accused regards the machine itself as the protective structure, the equivalent of morphoplasm, while what lies outside the machine is creative structure, the equivalent of  germplasm.  The protective structure provides immediate survival, and may espouse Neodarwinist principles - and in times of severe threat these may predominate throughout society - whereas creative structure is needed for long-term adaptation and survival and depends more on evolutionist principles.  The reader may have noticed a similar paradox in the organisation of  The Accused’s chess club in that although it was an anarchic or extreme democratic creative structure organisation of classless people decisions might still be taken as a matter of urgency without consulting anyone else - though this was more theory than practice and it is doubtful whether it ever happened unequivocally - almost as if by a protective structure boss or dictator.

Psychiatrists and psychologists regularly claim that there are two types of personality (e.g. introvert/extrovert or schizoid/normal) and that everyone is  x per cent of the one and l00-x per cent of the other.  There is a great catalogue of these pairs.  They all seem to depend  on different criteria, the language is subjective and reflects the ideology of those who propose the classification (especially as to which type is the goodie or superior and which is the baddy) and it is difficult for the engineer to discover what exactly the terms mean.  In psychology textbooks the stereotype ‘creative personality’, that is to say, The Accused, with which psychologists but not medics identify, is glorified whereas the stereotype ‘authoritarian personality’, or ‘militaristic personality’,  Sir Denis Q Basher Hill, as The Accused describes him, is the psychopath.   The Accused takes the textbook version of  creative personality to be one associated with charismatic leaders and the textbook militaristic personality to be the satirist’s concept of the army officer and for the terms to have a broader meaning that can be extended into human behaviour in general.  The ‘authoritarian’ personality is that appropriate to function within the machine - the receipt and obedience of or transmission of orders -and to short term survival behaviour, the equivalent of animal instinct, automatic, unconscious and repetitive, and mostly or wholly acquired through training.  The Accused refers to such a cyberon as ‘moran’ (plural: morans or morana) in honour of Lord Moran, the father of the modern medical profession.  The individual has a set of  internalised dissociated personalities or morana which are replicas of  the roles that exist within his community and bear within him the same relationships as do those roles in the outside world.  The individual typically adopts a particular role, which becomes the normoran, the equivalent of the Freudian ego, which is persecuted, in accordance with the laws of heterosexualism, by the supermoran while the persecution is passed on to the inframoran.  This experience within the Prep School is called ‘moron abuse’ rather than ‘moran obtuse’.  Every person unless severely psychiatrised, when off duty and unaffected by stress or medication, displays creative personality, which is the entire and fully conscious and intelligent personality, with a will of its own, not just the specialised normoran created by societal education.  It is not established whether the creative personality includes or excludes the morana (as a part of the whole).  The creative personality is that which is required by the unclassified, who are excluded from survival within the protective structure - but it does not follow that other people in no circumstances display such personality.

The reader may encounter confusion because the realities perceived within society are subjective - and the member of another social class may be seen exactly as if he was a psychocriminal or classless person with creative personality (in the delusional terms whereby such people are perceived by normorans - and the inframoran is ‘perceived’ by the normoran as if he, the inframoran, were a psychocriminal.  The reader hopes the explanations given in the earlier more theoretical chapters prove adequate and intelligible.

Moranic behaviour depends on fear or anxiety - the fear of exclusion and denial of the right to survive.  The normoran must not be Found Out.  The regulation ‘Thou Shalt Not Be Found Out’ is extensively discussed and illustrated in earlier volumes and chapters.  It is essential for full members of a class or sub-class (including an entire society) to transgress the regulations and self-identifications most aggressively vocalised by the group and most loudly heard by those outside.  Class members may also be in the habit of levelling such accusations very aggressively against those outside the class.  These transgressions are built-in as stereotyped moranic behaviour within the class.  Class solidarity is maintained through every member being in danger of being Found Out.  It is not however usual for the flourishing full class member to be Found Out.  There is evidence that class members are regularly subjected to a secret and for them innocuous version of the psychiatric kangaroo trial or whatever is the internal ceremony, but that this has happened is also not widely Found Out, remains innocuous and serves more as a warning.  More typically it is the foreigners annexed to a social class who are found guilty of  being Found Out.  There may be required not to transgress the openly averred regulations but actually to abide by them.  Or it may be the young who are Found Out or some person apparently in no sense a class member at all.  The person found guilty typically is not guilty at all.  He is typically so far removed from the subclass for the Accusation to him to be meaningless.  It is the person who obeys the rules who is a threat to the subclass - who threatens it with being Found Out - and who must be discredited by being Found Out himself.  The normoranic subclass is a buggeration hierarchy with each hierarch buggerating the lower hierarch, who then passes down the buggeration, with the actual physical buggeration imposed on some person at the bottom or outside who has nobody to buggerate (a process known as ‘buggeration by proxy’).  The victim is Found Out by psychiatric trial.  He is, because he is accused, automatically guilty, irrespective of  his objective innocence.  The Bowlbyite notion that the Found Out person is expelled from the social subclass is not strictly correct.  He may be allocated the role of a corpse, which is not occupation of any region outside the subclass, but also the buggeration process draws the victim into and traps him within the subclass, in an inferior status or psychiatrised state, in which there is suppression or destruction of the creative personality and a normoranic personality similar to that of  other class members is imposed.  The normorans within the subclass, who can only ‘visualise’ what is already within their restricted and artificial social subsystem, have already seen the victim as being what he is to be turned into and the psychiatric process is enacted of turning delusion into reality (which is also the process whereby the survival roles within the class are allocated - via the ‘transitional crisis’ described in connection with Little Hans).

There is much in post World War ll. society which is in accordance with, and even so by design rather than accident, the degeneracy theory which between l840 and l937 was openly fashionable.  The British Military Officer Class, for whom this ideology was intended to be a protection, feared the threat of the native Britain (or second generation immigrant) not of their own class who might take over their functions even more than they feared the (first generation) immigrant.  It was a tenet of degeneracy theory that immigrants should be imported via Approved Slave Agencies (They were not supposed to come by their own steam).  The foreigner was to be used in functions that might otherwise be occupied by the native unclassified - the working class intellectual, but also those who had no origin in any native social class ad thereby eliminate the threatening endemic classless.  However the immigrant was to be used only in some predetermined function, not to be permitted to reproduce and to be replaced when used by New Immigrant supplied by the approved slave agencies.  It was preferable for them to be ‘illegal immigrants’ of whom it was easier to get rid of when used or when they were no longer wanted.  1930s immigrants were apt not to reproduce or not to survive.  The descendants of  the immigrants imported by the million by Tory and Blairite governments were apt to find that they were not wanted in the functions for which their parents were used and that New Immigrant was being imported instead.  The second generation immigrant who is native unaffected by the intellectual inhibitions placed upon normorans is greatly feared by the normoran - and it turns out, especially so older generation immigrants who are successfully masquerading as native members of the Military Officer Class (which is rather easier for a German than a Caribbean).

The medics were the supreme authority within the armed forces and the psychiatrists the supreme authority amongst the medics.  They existed to maintain the class system and were the strongest advocates of the degeneracy theory (which, prior to Hitler, was largely the private property of  medics).  For them impose their ideology on others it was important to impose it rigorously upon themselves - so the psychiatric kangaroo court is more a traditional internal medic disciplinary procedure than one imposed by the medics against other social classes - though the Blairite government has been trying to introduce it generally in place of the criminal courts.   The reader has read of the activities of the medical profession and National Health Service.  In the l970s the medical gerontocracy were busily setting up the ‘New GMC’ (General Medical Council).  The Accused set himself up as Chairman of  the Merciavostok (East Midlands) Nationalist Party and as Prime Minister in the government of King Lear in order to protect the ‘oppressed counties’ from the imperialist master-race, Southern Toriland.  His policy of  regional independence for the various oppressed areas of Britain was incorporated into the policies of the Liberal and Labour parties.  He was less successful in his introduction into the l978 Medical Bill of  a provision for ‘Regional General Medical Councils’.  This arose from the persecution he had himself endured for doing his duty at Carlton Hayes and Nottingham Children’s’ Hospital.  Toriland was sending down its own representatives to be the local master-race and local doctors needed a democratically elected local organisation, representing the people, to provide protection.  The Minister of  Health, under pressure from Basher Hill, did not understand The Accused’s clause and cut it out.   The Accused was not aware of the degree of mischief being hatched by what appears now as Sir Denis Q Basher Hill Dcd GMC and his gang of loonies - but the l978 Medical Act was to set up Basher Hill as the dictator of the medics and, indeed, of the country, with his own secret and private Psychiatric Kangaroo Court within his GMC ‘Health Section’.  Basher Hill was the Cleaner for Health, or Supreme Ethnic Cleanser.

The persistence of the old ideology was, however, not restricted to the medical profession - and it might in some aspects be under local rather than centralised control.  The pre-World War ll. degeneracy theorists went underground rather than amending their beliefs.  Although the argument has been reproduced earlier in this chapter that it is supposedly the master-race or  superior form which selectively produces offspring and outnumbers the degenerates, it was the terror of the degeneracy theorist that it was the unclassified or degenerates rather than the master-race who ‘bred like rabbits’.  The economy (and National Health Service) was intended to be adjusted, by selective allocation of money, to discourage the reproduction of alleged degenerates or to make it unlikely that their children would survive.  This policy was not entirely unsuccessful.  Unclassifieds were denied employment, turned themselves in to psychiatrists and became ‘schizophrenics’ and did not reproduce.  These people were unclassified, those who according to the Degeneracy Theory to be eliminated, but they were also those educated at the state grammar schools, the most intelligent and highly educated people in the nation.  In other respects also social policy prevented the reproduction of the unclassified.  But, at the same time, there was a social class which survived by being paid by the state to produce a great many babies.  There were not degenerates or unclassified but a social class and it was not contrary to degeneracy theory that they should be encouraged to reproduce.   The Accused would in the mid-1970s describe this social class as the pregnabags, vandal-dads and vermin-kids.   It could well be that the inner cities had a high percentage of inhabitants of foreign origin (including Irish) who were therefore under pre-1937 designations degenerates but it may have been that the degeneracy theorists feared the ‘reproductive psychopath’ as much as the degenerate.

The l957 Housing Act was a degeneracy theory product.  It was aimed at the inhabitants of the inner cities though this was disguised as the psychiatric trial of the houses rather than of  the inhabitants.  The entire population of  the inner cities were to be grabbed, beaten up and thrown into the lake and, so that they could not move back and no other degenerates could move in, the houses were pulled down.  Not one focus of infection was to remain.  The local council employee in charge of  this was known as the Nasty Auld Man (NAM) and those who assisted him in his duties were the ‘Council Gangsters’ (and their lawyer was the ‘Bullying Liar’).  The NAM, in common with concentration camp commandants and mental hospital doctors, held the lowest available status within his own social class.  He was one step removed from being Found Out and himself being thrown into the lake.  [This reference to a lake is some sort of a joke connected with the Book of Revelations].

The l948 Mental Health Act was intended by idealists to be a reversal of the previous degeneracy theory psychiatric policy - to invert the previous principles entirely.  But what followed was the old theory and practice more effectively concealed.  The l974 Housing Act also was intended to reverse the previous degeneracy theory policy entirely.  The communities were not to be destroyed but preserved.  Government money, according to the wording of new law, was provided for the benefit of  existing residents.  These were not to be cleared out.  The aims of the l974 Housing Act and of other subsequent legislation intended to reverse disadvantages suffered by many inner city inhabitants are praiseworthy and were not necessarily entirely unsuccessful.  Nevertheless it was evident in the ‘Hart Street’ area of  Nottingham that it could be a means for clandestine perpetuation of  the old policy.  It still, despite the letter of the law, proved possible to displace the entire population, beat it up and throw it into the lake.  But for the most part it was not possible to pull the houses down.  The council, for the most part, or its monopoly Bridge Housing Association, were able to buy up the houses they did not already own on the quiet.  These purchases were ‘voluntary’.  The transactions whereby degeneracy theory is enforced almost invariably are.  It was only l-15 Harley Street which was not so easy to acquire - because The Accused was an owner-occupier (and Mr. Singh at number l was also an owner-occupier but historians are not convinced that Cher Bonio at ll. was an owner-occupier).  The written council policy was that owner-occupiers were to remain put and their wishes were to be respected, whatever they might be (that is, they were not to be forced to accept ‘improvements’).  However, what is written and what happens are not necessarily the same.  The only way the council could get hold of  l-15 Harley Street and get rid of the inhabitants was via an old-fashioned l957 order, which meant also the demolition of the houses and the chucking in the lake by the Nasty Auld Man and Council Gangsters.  The inhabitants were abused, terrorised and treated like dirt.  As under the old Act, the entire population was removed, with nobody permitted to remain but the houses for the most part were left in tact and were to be stuffed with imported immigrant in high concentration.   Fresh Immigrant ideally is ‘illegal’ and male (so that it does not reproduce) - and historians believe that this is what it was.  The council could, surely, have bribed The Accused (He was just about the only person whom they did not bribe and just about the only person who had a legal entitlement to compensation) rather than resorted the Nasty Auld Man and Alleged Bullying Liar, but it is commonly assumed that the unclassified cannot be bribed - or at any rate, they are not bribed.  The Trent Regional Board, when the Accused left Nottingham Children’s’ Hospital, also refused to pay the agreed legitimate bribe.  There proves to be much in the declaration and enforcement of the alleged CPO on 9 Harley Street which the council employees did not wish to be Found Out and there proved also that there was much in the local administration of the l974 Act policy in general that they would not have wished to be Found Out, which was a reason for persecuting The Accused - just as the fear of being Found Out was a reason for the General Medical Council persecuting The Accused.   

There exists therefore a slanderous degeneracy theory interpretation of events.  The council would declare a l974 Act Housing Action Area.  This would consist entirely of  houses owned by  the council or its local monopoly housing association.  So there would be no need for or possibility of  l957 Compulsory Purchase Orders.    The few houses that were originally not owned by the council or housing association and could not be acquired by private purchase were sequestrated into ‘miscellaneous clearance areas’ which were CPO’d under the l957 Act, the inhabitants thrown into the lake, the houses pulled down and replaced by what were known as ‘Barratt Hutches’ - large enough to accommodate two rabbits or  sixty eight units of  Fresh Immigrant.   This according to Nottingham Council’s accountants was a profitable operation because the council would receive for each house a £30 a week rate support grant from the government, which meant it was equivalent to £30,000 capital (assuming 5% interest, more if lower).  A useful way of  doing this was to sell the land to a developer at the standard rate of  £1 a square yard which was used in internal council transactions and transactions with the county council and in paying compensation and to then to buy the house at a discount.  If  the houses were intended for sale on the private market the builder retained ownership of  the land, which was said to evade regulations which prevented councils from being involved in the private housing market.  Such houses, supposedly, were council houses for the purpose of  rate support grants but for the purposes of  market sale they were built by and sold by the developer.  The profit thus well exceeded the cost of  demolition, compensation and of  building the house.   Although the l974 Act did not permit eviction and throwing into the lake of  those not in the ‘Housing Action Area’ as opposed to the ‘miscellaneous areas’, this was hardly to be taken seriously.  Everyone would be thrown into the lake.  There were council gangsters to effect this available - those required for the miscellaneous areas.  The purpose of  the 1974 policy had originally been misunderstood by naive council officials planning the Hart Street Improvement Area.   They had been imported for the l974 Act policy and were new to the job.  The young are idealists who suppose the official story is the real story - but experience eventually cures their delusions.  They had supposed that the purpose of  the ‘miscellaneous areas CPOs’ was to remove the worst houses from the Improvement Areas, those which under strict interpretation of  the law could not be awarded improvement grants sufficiently large to reconstruct them or which might provide a  disproportional drain on funds.   They therefore put the worst houses, 4-24 Harley Street, into the CPO.   But then the council gangsters discovered this.   There was no intention of  keeping within the terms of  the law.  “We can do anything we like!”, pointed out the Nasty Auld Man.  The Council decided what was meant by ‘worst houses’.  It needed only the rubber stamp of  the Yesman.  By ‘worst houses’ was meant ‘best houses’.   So they tore out the page and replaced it with a new list of  houses which included  1-15 Harley Street and shook their fists at the naive idealistic officials, who ran away.    They gave themselves away by adding another two  houses to make up the original number eleven!  That is the degeneracy theory interpretation of events.  But it is libellous, cannot possibly be true and the author does not suggest it is true.

Mr. Godfrey Chrysalis, Tory Chairman of  Nottingham Council’s Land Committee and Chairman of  the Posh Park Residents’ Association described houses that were in perfect condition and whose inhabitants were too poor to feed rats (which therefore sought more promising habitations) as ‘rat infested slums’.   Why so?  This is a psychosis called Rattophobia, endured by authoritarian personalities possessed of clever wives and an obsession with cesspools and homosexuality, which was first described by Uncle Ziggy as his ‘Ratman’ case - the story of a military gent with a fear of  AIDS - or, in those days, syphilis - visualised as his rectum being gnawed out by rats - a phobia which could be cured only by impregnating the contents of  his monetary pouch into a woman.  This is a manifestation of  the first law of  heterosexualism - money passes from man to woman - the transgression of  which is identified with homosexuality.  This psychology has been discussed in earlier volumes.

When the rattophobic describes the habitations of the feared degenerates as ‘rat-infested slums’, the rats to which this refers have to be the human inhabitants of the houses, from Councillor Chrysalis’s point of view, potential unwelcome invaders into his Park Estate from adjacent Harley Street. Although the l957 Housing Act authorised the psychiatric trial of the houses - the false accusation of which the victim is always guilty - it was the inhabitants who were the target.  There exist other examples of a house representing a human body.  J.C. describes the human body as a ‘temple’ (and in his view it was not unknown for rats to lurk within temples).  Uncle Ziggy tells us that in that within the fantasies of his culture a house may represent a body - an example of which is Accused-mum’s persistent delusion about the invasion of  her front room.  the fantasies of  the pundits a house always represents the human body (as in Accused-mum’s delusions about her front room, described in earlier volumes).  The symbolism within Councillor Chrysalis’s and Accused-mum’s preoccupations may seem obvious - but was not so to the preoccupieds themselves.  Rattophobia is part of the normoranic personality - the product of fear (fear in general, not necessarily the specific fear of the rats) and is constructed in accordance with the laws of the (normoranic) social system.  The first law of heterosexualism ordains that the victim of persecution shall also be a source of income to the persecutor: the victim is converted into the work-object of some specialist occupation.  Housing policies therefore conceal profitable rackets - or at any rate, that is what the most sophisticated modern degeneracy theorists might expect.

Degeneracy theory leads naive theorists to further unlikely conclusions.  Some real or imaginary events occur, later theorists write about them, an ideology is concocted and then, many years later, an Act of  Parliament.   The l957 Housing Act was concocted in order to clear the alleged degenerates from the inner cities, the alleged foci of  subnormality and crime.  Their houses were to be pulled down as the Accused was to be told by alleged Nottingham Council employees, ‘so that you can’t move back in again’.  The objective was to destroy communities and scatter the degenerates to the wind so as to break up ties of  family and friendship - thereby protecting Sir Cyril Burt, whose idea this scheme was, from the threatening hordes.  But the pretext was that the houses were ‘unfit for habitation’.   Since this was a pretext, the crime committed by the houses was a psychiatric crime, not a fact but an allegation of  which the houses were inevitably found guilty - for which was required a method of  psychiatric examination that inevitably diagnoses disease and a treatment that proves the diagnosis by creating the disease or  the alleged evidence of  the disease - effects of  the victimisation being taken to be symptomatology of  the inborn degeneracy.   To come to the inevitable conclusion, there had to be an infallible expert, a real person or an imaginary person, the Yesman.   The decisions of  modern courts are rarely attributed to God.  The Yesman’s infallibility is conferred instead by a clause in an Act of Parliament - a ‘Henry VIII clause’- the Council/Yesman shall be satisfied that.  There exists no appeal in law against the irreversible edict of a Yesman.  Since a Yesman is a humanised rubber-stamp no great skill is required to be a Yesman, or he does not even have to exist.  Some anonymous person - possibly the lift attendant or a casual visitor to the council office, or it may be a bureaucratic error by a temporary typist - writes on a piece of paper ‘Yesman is satisfied that..’.  The infallible criterion thus is not fact, which can always be disputed, but the alleged emotions of  an alleged  malicious idiot or bureaucratic aberration, which emotions are not demonstrable fact and therefore cannot be disputed.   To ensure that a Yesman always says Yes, that he is a malicious idiot, it is necessary that he be selected not on the basis of  knowledge or intelligence but on the basis of  personality, suitability for the job - as judged by the most experienced Yesman within his profession.  

Since a Yesman always says Yes there is neither a need for the existence of  the Yesman to be provable, nor for the Yesman to exist.  Thus when the  Chief Environmental Health Officer signed the Nottingham No 2 Miscellaneous Areas Clearance CPO (1978) in Roman tenpoint type on December 24th l978 (the Council Offices were closed but the charlady gave him the document on his way to the midnight mass and he nipped round to look at the buildings) this should not be taken to contradict Council documents which claim that the good gentleman could not possibly be the Malicious Idiot because he had never laid eyes on that or any other Compulsory Purchase Order, that he had already retired on Christmas Eve l978 and was planning a career as Tory City Councillor - in which capacity, since he was a medic, eminent and retired, we can assume he was not on the left wing of  party.   Where it is essential that an allegation is not disproved, it is best that it not be true.  A fact can always be doubted, but a fabrication is impossible to disprove.  There should be no facts that might one day be brought out as evidence, no witnesses who might be dragged out of  the woodwork and no Yesman who can be identified when there is a change in ideology and degenerates turned perfect ancestors are out for revenge.

Since the CPO is entirely psychiatric - there are no facts and there is no identifiable Yesman - the reader may wonder how it is that the CPO mysteriously appears in documentary form so that the nonexistent suddenly becomes infallibility protected from overthrow by a ‘Council is satisfied that...’ clause which the Council neither know about nor are permitted to dispute.   If  the reader wonders that, then he had better hide from the psychiatric police, since whatever such events might be they do not exist and are outside the permitted limits of  understanding.  The ‘Council is satisfied that..’ clause, nevertheless, becomes a ‘Minister is satisfied that...’ clause.   These CPOs were called Miscellaneous Area Clearance CPOs instead of  Miscellaneous Clearance Areas CPOs so that students would be confused as to whether they were Clearance Orders or  Compulsory Purchase Orders.   They were Compulsory Purchase Orders.

When human judgement is based on facts and reason, these can always be challenged ..and the Yesman, therefore, must desist from facts and argument.  He must, instead, recite or record the magic spell or formula of words. Yesmen, or their assistants, have to look very clever.   The late Dr Lowe of  Carlton Hayes Hospital would sit and stare.   The Gestapo sit and stare.   The General Medical Council’s Health Section sit and stare.  It looks very clever to sit and stare.   Overt wisdom is always fallible - but the absence of  wisdom is infallible.   The absence of  any recording on the electroencephalogram signals hidden wisdom - a wisdom greater than overt wisdom.   Just as the absence of  rats heralds the presence of  more terrifying imaginary rats, just as the absence of  evidence creates the more terrifying ‘suspicion’, the absence of  wisdom conceals the more terrifying infallible wisdom.   It makes the degenerate think the Expert can discern his guilty secrets - to which the Accused was always a mischievous exception, since he had no guilty secrets ..or, at any rate, no secrets.   If the reader had inspected an ancient Public School or Lunatic Asylum he would have found it full of  people who sat and stared.  Such institutions were always full of  Experts.  Rudyard Kipling informs us that they also serve who stand and stare - and it is the standers and starers who are the most sophisticated of all.

So it was one day that a cohort of  gentlemen carrying clipboards lined up, at intervals, along Harley Street and stood motionless, apparently for hours,  facing l-15 Harley Street and staring upwards over the roof  tops.  The locals  stood some distance away shaking with trepidation.   What magic was this?  The Accused crept up behind one the statuesque voyeurs, tinkling a cowbell he held in his hand. 

      “Good evening! I am, according to the Land Registry, owner of  this piece of  land on which the Council appear to have built a road...Funny that!  I don’t seem to have noticed the road before.  You must be from the Bird Protection League come to guard the Golden Eagle nesting on our roof.   Here!  Have a cup of  tea and a pair of  binoculars!” 

But the statue remained mute and motionless.  Two more statues proved equally unresponsive.   So the Accused borrowed some bystanders and, with them, joined the fourth statue in staring over the rooftop.

     “I give up!”, said the Accused, “I see no spaceships!  What are we supposed to be looking for?”

     “We are determining the soundness of  the roofs!”, said the Pundit.

       “Well, I suppose the Golden Eagle may have crashed into the roof and broken some slates.  But I can’t see any broken or missing slates.  If you notice any, tell me!  You might have better luck across the road.  They are council houses.  There is leak in number fourteen and a leak in number ten...  When it is raining, a torrent of water comes down the stairs like a waterfall.  I suppose that if  there is a gap in the slates or a broken skylight all the rain that falls at a higher level on the relevant geodesic on the surface of the roof .. or maybe it is a like a big bucket with a hole in it... I suppose there might be missing tile at the front of the l-15 where a giant pigeon or meteor has crashed into the roof...but I can’t see it.   You might have more luck at the back ..the trapdoors open to the back of  the roof ..Vandals can clamber out of my trapdoor onto the back of the roof and trample over the tiles, but they can’t get to the front..”

   “The roof sags downwards.”. muttered the Fourth Statue in tones that might have suggested that this some dire unknown peril.

   “Oh, I see!  You must be students of  architecture from the university.  I thought you were council vandals!  I suppose that from your point of  view that is a grade one listed roof!  We get a lot of students of architecture admiring our building.  That is the original slate roof designed by that chap who built the suspension bridge across the Trent up that way.. but actually all roofs have catenary curves.  But you only notice it because you are architects and know it is there.  Which curve was it you were admiring?”

    “Its sagging - between there and there...”

    “There’s a cross beam round about there  ..I am not sure about there... It is possible to get optical illusions.  If you hold up a straight edge and look over it...If  I hold the edge of  my finger horizontal and gradually raise it upwards...there isn’t much of  a curve.  You try it!  ..”

“Its an old roof.  The weight gradually drags it downwards over the years....”

    “Like York Cathedral?  That’s rather older.  This roof is only ninety years old ..it is only old in the sense of  always having been as it is now...  If  you come inside, you can see how it all hangs together...”

They declined the offer and sneaked off.   There was, when they arrived, no writing on their clipboards and there was no writing on their clipboards when they left.  Nothing further was heard about catenary curves - but might these really have been council vandals after all looking for broken slates?  

Slipped tiles were famous in CPO lore.  Whenever the l957 Housing Act had been mentioned at any time in its history, it would be asserted that a broken or missing slate was sufficient reason for condemning a house under that Act as ‘unfit for habitation’.   Textbooks of  Law declared however that some ‘trivial defect such as broken tile’ was not sufficient to render a house unfit for habitation.   Nor was an accumulation of ‘trivial defects’.  Indeed, according to textbooks of  law, nothing whatsoever was sufficient to render a house unfit for habitation.   So it was best for the Yesman not to cite to specific alleged facts.  Theory does not always accord with practice.  In theory, both under the l957 and l974 procedures, if the Yesman cited a specific defect, then the council could order the landlord to replace the tile.  This was done by councils under the l974 procedure though where the house was tenanted rather than when a owner-occupier chose to have a leaking roof.  If the landlord refused or delayed, the council could replace the tile and send the landlord the bill - a procedure which landlords would have welcomed, were it not that the council replaced the entire roof when a tile was allegedly missing (or not missing).  Under either Act the council could, if the landlord proved obstructive or untraceable CPO the house without demolishing it - and under the l974 Act (in theory) could pay for the repairs if the landlord could not afford it.  So, in theory, if the Yesman made a list of alleged specific defects the landlord or owner-occupier could then arrange for the defects to be remedied - and in the Accused’s case the council, in theory, would have paid - but the Yesman did not make any such list, partly perhaps because this would have enabled the owner-occupier to escape the CPO and partly perhaps because Councils did not pay - other than for big repairs, performed by builders rather than the owner himself and profitable to the improvements industry (with the consequence that the l974 Act was instrumental in replacing the slate roof with the tiled roof).

No clear ruling was obtained on in the Graf v Nottingham Court Cases on the council’s duty to ask for alleged defects to be repaired before CPOing and demolishing houses.   The Inspector had admitted that 9 Harley Street at the time of declaration of the CPO was perfectly fit for habitation and indeed was so at the time of his inspection, though 11 Harley Street now supposedly was no longer so.   This could be regarded as culpable negligence by the council.  In fact, there was no evidence of 9 Harley Street having had any defects at the time of  declaration of the CPO by the council (if, in fact, they ever did declare it).  But the apparent contradictions in Law can be resolved through cognisance that all depends whether trial is  criminal or psychiatric.   It is not the houses that are accused of  having slipped tiles but the inhabitants.   If  a noble human being was accused of  a slipped tile that would be a criminal charge and, in the absence of  a slipped tile or if the owner says he will repair one allegedly present - or if there is a slipped tile and the owner-occupier refuses to repair, since it isn’t anyone else’s affair - then the house may, via criminal trial principles,  be found Not Guilty.   On the other hand, if  the inhabitants are mere rats, then the house is guilty irrespective of circumstances, whether there is a slipped tile or not, though if a real or imaginary slipped tile provides an excuse for abusing the inhabitants, then it would negligent of  the right-thinking to ignore the opportunity that provides for demolishing the inhabitants.

It is possible that these alleged council vandals or amateur birdwatchers or astronomers were not the only unauthorised visitors.  Harley Street does or may stand on top of  a coalfield.   The houses were once inhabited by miners, as, indeed,  7 Harley Street still was.   The Accused therefore conducted searches of  literature to discover how he could guard his supplies of  subterranean coal and oil.   It turned out that the coal and oil - all coal and oil - belongs to the government.   Nevertheless the Accused informed Nottingham Council that should they wish to borrow his land, that unless he agreed otherwise or  he was paid compensation therefor he retained his rights over coal, oil, minerals and all naturally occurring commodities beneath his land.   Whether there was any oil, he did not know.   Nottingham Council, however, claim to have known.   They claim to have commissioned bore holes to be sunk into all their Clearance Areas and although some residents claimed that a chap with a portable oil rig popped round a few minutes one afternoon, the Accused himself never witnessed this.

When Cyril Burt was born his mother had no reason to suspect he was a Nazi.  The diagnostic prefix ‘Sir’ was only added later.  It took a great many years for ignorance to produce Sir Cyril Burt.  It took very many more years for the late Sir’s genius to become commemorated in the l957 Housing Act.   By the time it became Law there were already many who no longer believed in the old ideas.  It was no longer acceptable that only the most virtuous and genetically sound communities should be preserved and that the communities of  degenerates should be destroyed.  Also, the 1957 Act policy didn’t work.  The alleged degenerates were exiled to Harlow, Clifton, Public Schools or the General Medical Council, instead of  being exiled as before to remote asyla and gas-chambers.  But then they bought motor bikes and created even more trouble.  It turned out, also, that it was no longer possible to build houses of  the quality of  those being pulled down.  Nottingham Council openly described their  inner cities replacement houses as having an intended life of  only eight years (though actually they still stand).  It is true that the post-war progressives were paternalistic do-gooders - do-gooders who seriously believed that the defects they eventually saw in the l957 Housing Act (set up to effect ‘slum clearance’, to rescue the inmates from their derelict homes. ‘What is a slum, mummy?’) had been introduced in error or by accident, not deliberately.  In l957 the Accused himself knew no better - and was even heading for a knighthood!  No virtuous intellectual in those days really believed that the allegedly degenerate communities should be looking after themselves.  Nor did any virtuous intellectual ever question the terminology (such as ‘slum’) which implied a prejudiced point of view nor did any such virtuous intellectual consider actually becoming part of  such an allegedly degenerate community without the option of  running for cover to safer climes when it was convenient.   If  the Accused thought he should do so, this was because he had read it in the book of  morality and not because he knew what it meant.   But the Accused when exiled to Harley Street, Nottingham, was to discover there was unseen justification for mealy-mouthed modern liberalism.

So eventually the l974 Housing Act was passed.   This substituted for the notion of  destroying communities the alternative of  providing economic assistance to existing communities which were to be left in situ.  The ties of  family and friendship were to be encouraged rather than destroyed.   Local councils could declare inner city regions to be ‘areas’ of  various types, such as Housing Action Areas or Improvement Areas.   There would be ‘improvement grants’ for houses,  jobs for the inner city residents and Housing Associations taking up the role of benign landlords to whom the properties of  malicious landlords, should it prove necessary, could be transferred.   It sounded very convincing.   The degenerates were now human beings as well.

Nottingham Council therefore set up a committee to produce a report which would be the basis of  a policy based on the l974 Housing Act - that is, an employee was commissioned to write the report.   The Accused claims that this committee did nothing and that the responsible employee had not read and did not even know of  the existence of  relevant Acts of  Parliament when he hurriedly prepared his report during the night before the Land Committee (!) meeting at which it was it was approved.   It was approved without objection there and then by the full council.  This is evidence that nobody read it.   The Council’s Land Committee might approve over two hundred resolutions at one sitting - which is physically impossible.   The number of  resolutions of  other committees might exceed one hundred.   The committee members read and discussed only a limited number of  resolutions and attendant documents about which they had been lobbied in advance.   The full council similarly just rubber stamped resolutions previously approved by committees - even when it was the wrong committee.   Council records suggest that pro-1957 attitudes on the council were more pronounced on the Land Committee (the Department of  Technical Services - which included land speculation and racketeering, so we are told)  than the Housing Committee (the Housing Department).  The l957 Act theoretically was organised by the Public Health Department, but, in fact, by the Land Committee and DTS.   It turns out also that once minutes were produced of  committee meetings there was no inquiry or assurance that these were a correct record or that the meeting had even taken place.  There was an overall control by lawyers who also acted as committee secretaries.  This meant hat the Nottingham No l Miscellaneous Areas Clearance CPO, which was hidden as an appendix to the report, was also approved - which in some versions of  the minutes is listed as a separate item and in others not at all.   For this reason, council researchers and the Accused were initially not even able to discover the relevant documents and records!

Nottingham City Council was then a District or  Urban Council in a region that had a County Council which supposedly was a different organisation with offices just across Trent Bridge in West Bridgeford.  This was one of  the periods of  history when council jobs were under threat because of  reorganisations and amalgamation of  city and county facilities.   The officials associated with the old l957 Act especially might have been under threat.  The Accused claims that most of these did get jobs elsewhere but that those whose backs he would most have liked to see receding were amongst the slowest in departure.  The concept of  the Miscellaneous Areas Clearance CPO was allegedly invented as part of  the report to keep the existing  l957 Act teams in employment.   Every year there was to be a Miscellaneous Order under the l957 Act which would include a small number of  houses.   This would hardly include houses that were already owned by the council or housing associations - which did not leave a great many houses.   The Council was soon to run out of  Miscellaneous Clearance Areas CPOs!

It was part of the required Yesman spiel that the houses in the 1957 Act ‘miscellaneous’ CPOs be the worst houses in the districts - so uninhabitable that it would be negligent of the council not to demolish them.   The Bullying Liar was to yell this propaganda to the courts - despite an entire clearance area on the other side of  Castle Boulevard which had been so condemned by the yesman was, with council connivance, eventually being spared, despite the council having moved vandals into the houses after declaring the CPO (prior to any public inquiry that took place before the order was ‘confirmed’ by the minister).  The Accused claims that these houses had, in fact, been cheaply ‘bought’ by the council Land Committee prior to the declaration of the CPO, from landlords who otherwise would have obtained no compensation, that they did not pass back to original owners when the CPO was abandoned - and the council made a profit through the houses now bearing more genuine market valuations.  The reader may wonder why the exceptionally sound houses 1-15 Harley Street were supposedly inscribed into a CPO while derelict houses and bombsites were spared.  It turns out that the council could award itself or its housing associations massive ‘improvement grants’ for derelict houses and bombsites (for which the council Department of  Technical Services charged a ‘commission’).  Derelict houses were thus a valuable commodity to the alleged racketeers while houses in perfect condition were not. 

The reader has learnt that according to The Accused’s alleged investigations it was 4-24 Harley Street, which were badly damaged, which were originally listed in the CPO.  But then these were discovered to be valuable council property and so, without any surveys being conducted, l-15 Harley Street and three houses on Hart Street were substituted on the ‘attached list’.  The alleged miscreants had little alleged choice.  There weren’t any other houses not owned by the council or its housing association.  But these, surely, are merely allegations by The Accused.  The Alleged Bullying Liar would yell that The Council would sue The Accused for slander were he to repeat allegations outside the courtroom.  It is true that The Accused did not desist from repeating and was not sued, but nevertheless the author fears that any libellous accusations against the council or its alleged Bullying Liar might be slanderous and, therefore, it has to be conceded that such slanderous allegations could not possibly be true.  The Accused unfortunately is less compromising.

The Council does not seem to have been subsequently greatly aware or worried about transgressions of  their new l974 Act Policy (Since the report took a long time to prepare, the report and policy refer to the similar l971 Act and the l974 Act is not mentioned).  The policy towards outstanding l957 Act CPOs was to be that the residents were to be asked whether they wanted their houses demolished or whether they chose to remain.   Whatever they chose, would be done.   Sure enough, the Harley Street inhabitants were asked, said they wanted to remain and were told they would remain!   The pundits, as has been described, in the Meadows asked inhabitants if they wished to be ‘rehoused in the area’, not mentioning the option ‘remain’, which victims naively thought was meant by ‘rehoused in the area’.  (They neither remained nor were rehoused in the area). It was now official policy to encourage owner-occupiers and definitely not to CPO owner-occupiers, who, the policy drafters knew in any case invariably wished to stay put.   Yet the council officials were to conduct a selective vendetta against the Accused because he was an owner-occupier and stood in the way of  not only the compulsory purchase order but the clearance of the entire population from the area.   The Council, in l974, granted Housing Associations with councillors on their committees monopolies in each Area.  This is dodgy.   Residents should have been able to set up their own housing associations.  The Bridge Housing Association was given (in l974) a monopoly in the Hart Street Housing Action Area.   The Council, on behalf of  the government, awarded itself and the Bridge Housing Association massive improvement grants - which according to the Ministry of  the Environment were illegal when they exceed the alleged market prices of  the houses- which they allegedly did by more than 700% (additional grants were awarded when the money ran out - though it is not known what on) or were granted to rebuild on bombsites.   According to the Law these grants could only be awarded for the benefit of  existing residents.   The Accused’s evidence is that the entire population of  the Hart Street Area was cleared out - as per l957 Policy - not just those in the CPO’d houses.  Eventually, according to the Accused, it appeared that an Asian population was being moved in, in some cases a great many into the same house).  The Council awarded itself improvement grants virtually to rebuild the semi-derelict 4-24 Harley Street!

Having obtained their CPO, citing the best preserved houses in the district, the Council had to set about justifying it.  This alleged justification was shrouded in mysteries.   The first person to be told of  the switch of  houses in the CPO from 2-24 to l-15 (plus others to make up the number eleven) was Mr. Jesse Philby of  4 Harley Street.   This was the only source of  the information that the switch had taken place and was initially not believed.   He was told by the “man from the council”  and the “man from the council” informed him also he would be given a “nice new council house” - but only if and when the Order was approved by the Minister.   This could be interpreted as incitement to vandalise. 

The residents were first informed (other than via Jesse Philby) that there was a CPO in the form of  a circular from the Department of  Technical Services (naming only their own premises) offering to buy their premises by private negotiation - so long as negotiations were complete by the time the CPO was ‘approved’ by  The Minister.   There was an accompanying circular to the effect that dispossessed owners could buy other premises including similar Inner City premises off  the council.   This included  what were effectively newly built houses on the private market but described as ‘council houses’.  This alleged ploy has already been discussed.  It was illegal for the Council to involve itself in the private housing market - but councils had in fact bought up vast tracts of  luxury housing during the l973-4 slump in private housing sales, supposedly to rescue builders from impending bankruptcy.   Inner cities residents were unlikely to respond to such prices.   Nevertheless there was included also a list of  inner cities houses, including several in the area - including, indeed, 4 Harley Street at a price of   £1250!  4 was the largest house in the block 4-24 as 9 was the largest in the block 1-15.  It is controversial which was larger, but ll. was in much worse condition than ll.

There was serious damage to the brickwork of  number four, the roof was damaged, there was internal wreckage and there was a tiny dark yard overlooked by a high wall and a factory.   Council spokesmen were unable to state categorically whether the price reflected the current condition of  number 4 or whether it was assumed that it would be repaired (but there would, in any case, have been an improvement grant - had the sales list been genuine).

The Accused considered the offer of  nearby houses, whose realistic value was less than that of 9 Harley Street, to provide a viable alternative to remaining on the premises.   What was being offered was a swop.  But the Accused ignored the offer to negotiate privately with the DTS.  He assumed that everyone would ignore it and that it would never be heard-of  again.  The Director of  Technical Services, after all, would be in hot water if  the Council found out about it.  The offer was being made, surely, only to owner-occupiers, since non-occupying owners would not get any compensation anyway.

A subsequent search of  Nottingham Council’s minutes revealed only three owner-occupiers in the history of  Nottingham’s l957 CPOs.  Naturally, none of  these accepted the offer!  The other two (other than The Accused) were given special payments because the premises supposedly were needed for functions which no market existed (under which circumstances replacement has to be financed by the council).  The house of  one owner, a Mr. Singh,  turned out to be a church.  The two adjacent houses of  the other were given similar consideration because he was an ‘inventor’ (though not so on the scale of  the Accused!).  

There was also another Mr. Singh of  No l Harley Street.  When it came to matters affecting the ownership of  houses, Mr. Singhs were thick on the ground.  This Mr. Singh, a relatively impoverished member of this tribe, is alleged to have bought the house for £200 after the Council had already approved the CPO (though nobody knew about this CPO and nobody supposed that l-15 were in any danger) and then to have been threatened with eviction without rehousing and without compensation because he had not been resident long enough.   So he was strongly against the CPO, but, like other residents, he asked the Accused to oppose the Order on his behalf in writing and at the Public Inquiry rather than doing so in person.   The Singhs were afraid of  the Council and did not know the ropes.  Or maybe they did.  It turns out that Mr. Singh was eventually given what he considered a satisfactory deal (though he did not relent in disapproving of the CPO)..

There is some indirect evidence or evidence by deduction that the council had previously been buying up houses en bloc from landlords prior to approval of  CPOs instead of merely confiscating them for nothing after that approval - so as to avoid possible appeals to the Minister.  But apart from what may be references to such sales, a  search of  council records reveals only one person as having accepted the council’s offer of  pre-ministerial-approval sale - Ms. Cher Bonio of  11 Harley Street.  Ms Cher, of  ll. Harley Street, according to council records, was paid £1200 (well below any estimate of  market price) plus a £50 ‘disturbance payment’ - a reference to a standard sum given by the Department of  Technical Services not to owner-occupiers but tenants.   The Alleged Bullying Liar at the eventual Land Tribunal hearing suddenly produced this sale for £1200 (which The Accused had already discovered in the council minutes) as evidence of valuation of 11 Harley Street and therefore also of 9.  There appears to be something seriously amiss with this ‘purchase’.  Since Ms Cher was a neighbour The Accused could and cannot criticise Ms Bonio for her part in such a transaction - but he did mention it to her on several occasions - and on each such occasion she insisted that she was never paid any money (though, possibly, she expected to be).  It is not unequivocally  known whether Cher knew anything about this award of £1200 (though she admits the £50 ‘removal expenses’).  It is alleged also that The Alleged Bullying Liar when The Accused cited this as evidence of maladministration denied that any such payment had ever been made (though it is clearly stated in Land Committee minutes).

 It had been no secret that the Accused wished to purchase 11 Harley Street -as his living accommodation.   The Accused had intended number 9 to be his private office and depository of  books and documents.  It was Villa Intercrook - HQ of  the Intercrook International Counterintelligence Agency.  Agency memos would be jotted down in simple code over the pictures of naked ladies plastered all over the breakfast room wall.   KGB5 would notice only the ladies and overlook the obvious staring them in the face.   This information included the numbers of  unidentified cars - part of  his investigation into the burglaries which took place when CPOs were declared, when the council was putting pressure on inhabitants to move out and, regularly,  immediately after the allegedly secret movings out in the short interval before the erection of  corrugated iron supposed protection (though sometimes the burglaries took place immediately after this, the corrugated iron being temporally removed).   The Alleged Bullying Liar threatened to sue The Accused for damages if he publicly repeated his claims (which he did) that council employees robbed houses even though it turned out that councillors themselves were making similar allegations in the course of  their committee meetings.  But Dan Buster had converted 9 Harley Street into a hostel - also thereby depriving the Accused of  privacy.  If he had number ll. he could have both the hostel and the office.

Inner Cities houses had been for the most part at least nominally owned by private landlords who owned large batches of  such houses.   There were able to make a profit, perhaps, on one or two but overall they were faced with controlled rents that had not risen for decades - a rent of three and a half shillings a week being not unusual - and were required to exercise the rights of  landlords.  They preferred to abandon the houses, treating the residents more as squatters paying no rent and imposing on them no responsibility - for which reason they welcomed l957 Act CPOs.  Inner Cities houses had value only to owner-occupiers.   Landlords were willing to sell off  their properties en bloc for derisory sums.   Originally  the Accused was known or assumed to be the only owner-occupier in the district.   Later Mr. Singh became an owner-occupier.  The Accused however was unable to discover which landlord or landlords owned the other houses in the block.   If the council were to think in terms of a CPO on any l-15 Harley Street houses, then the Accused saw also a good chance of  picking up number ll., or the entire block and/or the 4-24 block.   If the council issued a CPO, the l957 Act in any case gave the Accused the right to overbid the council - and the Council was not to be expected to offer approaching a realistic market valuation in compensation.   The CPO on 1-15 even when openly declared was widely expected at some stage to be abandoned.   The Accused wanted the extra premises to increase his office space, not to increase his living space and, therefore, any allegations of unfitness for habitation were irrelevant and the council would have to sell or allow The Accused to buy - and were under their own new policy obliged to accept The Accused’s offer.

Ms Cher, of  ll. Harley Street, had been summoning ‘the landlord’ for various tasks such as repairing the front garden wall or pruning bushes behind it.   If she summoned the landlord, then presumably she was not the owner and could neither sell the property nor collect compensation from the council if it was CPO’d.  If Cher moved out, The Accused, since nobody else wanted it, could simply annex number eleven, which could be reached via the communal area under the back of  the 1-15 Harley Street roofs.  But then suddenly a For Sale notice appeared outside ll. Harley Street.   So The Accused felt he was being forced into negotiations.  The Accused was not then aware of any CPO on 1-11 Harley Street, though possibly it already existed or some council officials knew about it - or Mr. Jesse Philby, the ‘man from the council’ and perhaps Ms Cher.  The £1200 named in the council Land Committee minutes would have been a reasonable basis for negotiations.   But now Cher said that she was the owner and that she was not willing to sell below  £5000.   The reader will have gathered that in those days no inner cities house ever changed hands at such a price.  This was a futuristic price.  It turns out however that the council and government may have already closed down the inner cities housing market, that alleged advertised prices may have been bogus and that this price was more realistic than it appeared.  It was open knowledge that the council was planning a series of  rent increases over subsequent years which  implied that there would be large increases in house prices and the sums given in ‘improvement grants’ were based on a scale of  valuation well above currently quoted house prices.  If ll. Harley Street had been shifted to West Bridgeford or some CPO-free area then perhaps  £5000 would have been a reasonable basis for negotiations even then.   Indeed, had the l957 Housing Act been repealed instead of  merely superceded by the simultaneously operative l974 Act, £5000 might have been a reasonable basis for negotiation.   But Cher was not going to get this price (though good for her and hard luck on the Council if  she did!).  The Accused, surely, had only to wait for the price to be reduced!

But a few days later the For Sale notice was taken down!   The council, said Ms Cher, had bought the house.  But then Ms Cher declared that she was not permitted to move out and would not receive the money (she did not name the sum, but later denied that she received as much as £1200 - indeed, she denied receiving anything) until and if  an intended CPO was confirmed by the Minister.   Mr. Philby and Ms Cher, who felt that they had been given promising inducements by the Council, were the only persons in the district who were not opposed to the compulsory purchase order and who did not want to remain in situ.  They were told that under no circumstances would they be moved before The Minister confirmed the CPO.  Yet the other residents, who did not wish to move, were harassed, hounded and threatened by council officials.   The council officials appeared bent to pick first on the weak or those least able to defend themselves.   One victim forever reporting harassment was the lady, aged over ninety, who had lived all her life at number thirteen.   The report outlining the new council policy specifically referred to the not uncommon experience that such long-standing and elderly residents were not under any circumstances prepared to move.   The report emphasised that such elderly but uncooperative residents should be treated with civility.   They were in no way to be given the impression that they were being harassed, threatened or bullied.   They had a right to live as and where they chose.   It was absurd and inhuman to uproot such people.  It was not authorised that they should be bullied out or transported to lethal NHS hospital wards so that council officials could make money or avoid their mistakes being Found Out.   If the elderly ladies were to remain it was also reasonable that the rest of  the residents remain - not to for them to be bullied to a degree that they felt that they were being driven to their death and with nobody eventually to protect them except the Accused (of  whose existence, since he was an owner-occupier and none of  their affair, the Council Housing Department (Clearance Department) knew nothing about!) to protect them.  This ninety year old lady would inform The Accused that amongst threats from the council bullies was that The Accused would move out or had already moved out and would leave her alone in the block unprotected.  This lady’s eighty six year old blind friend, the ninety year old lady was to report, who lived across the road, outside the so-called Clearance Area, but found, when she returned from confinement in a hospital on account of  her varicose veins, that she had been evicted from her (council-owned) house and transferred to other premises, without her being given notice or being asked.   We do not know for certain that the council did not stamp on its employees for such heavy handed tactics - but if they did so, nobody else knew about it.  Nobody knew how the various vultures who descended upon Clearance Areas  fitted into the council hierarchy.   There was nobody to whom to complain.  While the residents who did not wish to leave, in the Clearance Area and in the surrounding Housing Action Area, were being hounded out,  the only two residents who wanted to leave, who had been given inducement to wish to leave, were despite all their pleas and protestations, told that they could not leave  and could not collect whatever it was they were promised until and if  the Minister approved the CPO. 

A neutral observer armed with the alleged evidence so far might be tempted to suspect that Ms Cher was not owner of  ll. Harley Street, that when the council made their offer the landlord chose to give it to her but that nevertheless not entitled to compensation.  She had not been ‘owner’ for long enough.  The council would have picked up the premises for nothing.  Even were that so, Ms Cher would have been acting in faith.   She would not have known that this offered payment was illegal and that the council was at the same time supposedly plotting to deprive the Accused of  rightful compensation.

The mystery is compounded by the fact that Mr. Marklew, the alleged Bulling Liar, told Courts of  Law that, according to his version of  events, ‘The Council’ had refused to open negotiations with and had refused to offer the Accused compensation on account of  its interpretation of  the precedent  West Midlands Baptist Trust v Birmingham Corporation discussed in the previous chapter.   The alleged Bullying Liar claimed that this ‘precedent’ ruled that the compensation should be assessed as a  ‘market value’ based on the condition of  the house on the date of  entry or, if sooner, the date of  payment of  compensation.   This in alleged Bullying Liar language meant ‘on the day of  entry or whenever the survey is conducted or after demolition, whichever is the latest - and not inflation-adjusted if there is delay in payment’.  The house would be in poorer condition after entry than immediately after the declaration of  the CPO.   Therefore the council, if it waited until the date of  entry, or after, would get away with a lower price in compensation.   It was therefore its responsibility to do so.    The courts accepted this nonsense because the alleged Bullying Liar was a lawyer and they had been educated at Public Schools and the truth was too complicated for them.  In other words, the trial of  the house was psychiatric and not criminal.

Ms Cher claimed that she never received the £1200.  The Land Committee minutes imply that it was payable as soon as the offer was made and not only after the CPO had been approved by the Minister.   But, either way, why did the council’s responsibility not to make an offer until the premises were vandalised not apply to that to which it most relevantly applied, that of  ll. Harley Street?   The Minister’s inspector eventually upheld the CPO on account of  the damage to 11 Harley Street inflicted after the alleged £1200 payment had been authorised.   It would be impracticable and too expensive, he said, to repair ll. Harley Street - and therefore the entire block would have to be demolished.   It could therefore be argued that Ms Cher and Mr. Philby were being bribed to vandalise the properties and to ensure that the Minister would confirm the order.

But there are further mysteries that compound this web of  deceit and confusion.   When the Inspector suggested that the repair of  ll. Harley Street might be too expensive, he was wrong!   Within fifty yards of  9 Harley Street, in the Hart Street Housing Action Area, there were two bombsites entirely raised from the ground by virtue of  ‘improvement grants’ applied to the ruins!   The council owned 4 Harley Street was more damaged than ll.  But the entire block 4-24 was effectively rebuilt with improvement grant money   The Bridge Housing Association was getting  improvement grants of  over £17,000 for premises valued at around £2000.   Surely ll. Harley Street, with l979 money, could have been repaired for less than £17,000?   Perhaps not!   Perhaps it was impossible to accomplish anything even with £17,000.  In later years no evidence of  the £17,000 improvements was noticed by anyone.  But to effect repairs on ll. Harley Street even at the time of the Public Inquiry it would not have been necessary to pay improvement grant scale prices.  There is no law against office premises having a hole in the ceiling and it was the Accused’s own affair whether there was one in his own office.   But the necessary materials would not have cost the Accused more than twenty pounds!

There is a further mystery that every now then local houses, not just ll. Harley Street, were adorned with For Sale notices and asking prices of  around £1800 announced.   But whenever the Accused inquired, however rapidly he inquired, he was told by the estate agents that the houses had already been sold.   The Accused was aware already at the time of  the Public Inquiry that blocks of  houses were adorned suddenly with wooden boards ‘Sold by private treaty by Megamuffin Corporation to the Bridge Housing Association’ and that the houses that had been for sale were in the blocks.   Later he was during his researches unable to obtain any record of  houses in the Hart Street Area not belonging to either the Council or  the Bridge Housing Association.

The reader has heard the allegation that councils in l973-4 bought up, cheaply, large tracts of new housing built, during a recent boom, for the private market allegedly to stop the builders going bankrupt.  These houses were subsequently described as ‘empty council houses’. collected rate support grants and subterfuge was allegedly used to avoid the councils openly breaking the law by participating in the private housing market.  One of the last acts of Harold Wilson before his retirement had been to introduce the right of  tenants to buy council houses (with the government providing various forms of financial assistance).  Primarily the tenant had the right to buy his own house, the price depending on the length of tenure (which included tenure in previous council houses), though the purchase of another council house instead, if an argument could be produced, was negotiable.  This was not too difficult, since if the tenant was moved to the new house he then became the tenant of that house and retained his right to buy (which had previously applied to the previous house).  There were however persistent complaints about alleged abuses.  The council’s were obstructing Right to Buy, it was claimed.  It was claimed, also, however¸ that there were long delays in the needy obtaining council accommodation whereas those who offered immediately to buy rather than rent were given priority.  This was taking place allegedly in the presence of  numerous ‘empty council houses’, being kept empty, allegedly, so that the council could sell them.  The reader armed with the allegation that there was surreptitious participation by councils in the private housing market will be able to formulate a plausible theory, but at the time nobody knew about this and it was widely supposed there existed some mysterious sabotage of government right to buy policy by local councils, it being incorrectly supposed that right to buy was a Tory policy and that local councils were Labour.  ‘Genuine’ right to buy had limited appeal since it meant sacrificing the services provided by the council and taking on financial responsibility for maintenance and repairs.  Council rents were in l979 also still relatively low - and there might be Housing Benefit (not available to owner occupiers).

Since the author has painted a picture of local councils, in conspiracy with central government, setting up inner cities monopolies in concert with their associated housing associations, rigging prices and converting inner cities into their private racket, the reader may be surprised to hear that in l979 the council not merely offered to make a similar house available for purchase or in exchange for 9 Harley Street but that they published every week a list of houses in the inner city for sale, together with prices, and that they had an office which acted as their private estate agent whose employees apparently thought the offers for sale were genuine.  It is true that subsequent researches have revealed not a single house on the list not either retained by the council or sold to the council’s local monopoly housing association.  Nevertheless, The Accused supposed that the sales list was genuine and regularly went to the office to obtain the updated lists and to make inquiries, and even at times contemplated buying offered premises.  If a house is being offered for £2150 and there are not expected to be rival offers, or not so very often, it is routine to wait until the price is reduced to £1850.  Where inner city houses were advertised by estate agents, the price was not reduced.  They just mysteriously vanished off the market or turned out to be ‘sold’ before anyone could even make inquiries or make an offer.  The price of the houses on the council list also were not reduced.  The houses would simply vanish from the list.  An official on one occasion let slip that a house had been sold to a ‘housing association’ (in any case not fair competition, since the housing associations were given an ‘improvement grant’ large enough to cover the price of the house several times over).  In other cases what had happened to the houses was more of a mystery - as in the case of 4 Harley Street, on the list without the tenants’ knowledge and which turned out eventually to be retained by the council and effectively rebuilt with a massive improvement grant.  The Accused based his strategy nevertheless on the assumption that the offer of a replacement inner cities house by the house - and the council sales list - were genuine and, on that basis, were the council to enforce the alleged CPO, it should have been possible to effect replacement within two weeks or even immediately.

When a council ‘declares’ a compulsory purchase order, then if an interested party objects there is a Public Inquiry, after which the order is ‘approved’ by The Minister.  Then the victim or victims may apply to the High Court for annulment of  the Order on account of breach of the law.   The application must be made within three weeks of the ‘approval’ and if it is unsuccessful, by virtue of another Henry Vlll Clause (or ‘Exclusion Clause’, the validity of the CPO may not be doubted in any proceedings whatsoever.  In terms of  criminal rather than psychiatric law, - as explained in ‘Administrative Law’ by Professor Wade of  Cambridge University, a second hand copy of which was procured cheaply by The Accused - this means that the authority may then go ahead with the CPO but is not absolved of any compensation or damages to which it is or may become liable (whether or not this arises from events protected by the Henry Vlll clause).  This could be regarded as equivalent to the exclusion clause, in non-psychiatric law, having no force at all - and in all the precedents quoted by Wade as far as it is possible to reverse the effects of  the procedure protected by an exclusion clause, this is done - and where it cannot be done, there is compensation or damages instead.  In particular, says Wade, where there is fraud, there can be no time limits and no exclusion clauses.  Lord Denning is quoted as repeatedly stating that fraud invalidates everything.  If the CPO was fraudulent, then there never was a CPO and the Minister could not approve it and the High Court could not confirm that approval.  This overriding invalidation by fraud may also be retrospective - based on events that occur or only become apparent after the time limit supposedly imposed by the exclusion clause.  In the case of the order on 9 Harley Street, in accordance with non-psychiatric law, the allegedly fraudulent conduct of the compulsory purchase wrote out any specific protections which the council may or may not have had via the l965 Compulsory Purchase Act making the council liable to compensate sufficiently to effect replacement without loss or inconvenience - as in any ordinary case for damages.

The CPO had appeared out of nowhere for no reason (and without surveys) and it seemed likely that the council had never approved any CPO naming l-15 Harley Street, and it was known to residents of Harley Street that there had been a substitution of l-17 Harley Street and two Hart St. Houses for 2-24 Harley Street, but The Accused did not have at that stage any proof that could be laid before any court and, although it was widely believed there was council racketeering,  The Accused had no proof of that either.  The major arguments for invalidation of the order arise from maladministration which took place after the exclusion clause took effect.  The Accused nevertheless prepared a lengthy deposition to the High Court, which he sent up.. and a copy was sent to the council.  He withdrew this however.  It is usually supposed that an alleged victim can only go to the courts for remedy when, otherwise, he faces inconvenience or loss.  The council were at that point admitting their liability to pay compensation and, moreover, had agreed to pay compensation in a form which the Accused regarded as minimising loss and inconvenience and which, indeed, he supposed would leave him favourably placed.  They had promised to exchange 9 Harley Street for a sufficiently similar inner cities house within the area.  This was the reason for The Accused not submitting an application prior to elapse of the alleged exclusion clause.  

The council surely had promised the replacement house sufficiently for this to be contractual.  The Accused did not learn until after the council had taken possession of  9 Harley Street that it now refused to abide by the promise (and this seemed to be an unilateral decision by the Alleged Bullying Liar, apparently out of vindictiveness).  The Alleged Bullying Liar alleged that when the Labour Government took office in l974 it issued a directive (known as ‘secret letter’) to councils authorising the sale of ‘council houses’.  Then he claimed the Tory Government, when it took office in l979 issued another ‘secret directive’ prohibiting the sale of council houses.  The reader may suppose that any such directives must have been very secret indeed, since it was the accepted story within the propaganda media (though admittedly it was not true) that council house sales, including Right to Buy, were Tory policy and had traditionally been opposed by the Labour Party.  The reader may also wonder how this theory about sales being prohibited could be reconciled with the continued right to buy sales to council tenants and the sale of the houses which are described by The Accused as having really been private market sales.  The Alleged Bullying Liar, it is alleged, claimed that there were no council house sales whatsoever since the Tories took office!  The reader may also possibly be aware that there is a provision within the l957 Housing Act authorising such an exchange scheme and that, irrespective of government edicts, these did not apply to ‘existing contracts’ and that without the Abliar’s intransigence there would have been no difficulty whatsoever in arranging the exchange scheme.  It did turn out that there was a block on sales in inner city areas, that central and local government was establishing a monopoly and that central government agencies were actively involved in this conspiracy, or so it is alleged, but this was not government policy nor done with government approval.  The Secret Directives were not as secret as might be supposed.  The Accused found one in Nottingham Council minutes and the other was sent to him by civil servant Diane Abbott.  These secret directives do not confirm the Alleged Bullying Liar’s allegations.  

There may be a clue to the solution of  these mysteries.  There used to appear in the Nottingham Post notices to the effect: “The council has an offer of  £200 for the premises No l Buckingham Palace Road” [Some decidedly low price would be quoted].  “We are obliged to invite higher offers...”.  The Accused was likely to have been the only person who noticed these little inserts into the Miscellaneous Adverts columns.   He also did not make an offer - because he thought he would be depriving  somebody of  his council house [though 9 Harley Street had been obtained by much this route and there had then been mysterious delay to the completion of  the transaction].   The chances are that these were, in fact, not sales to sitting tenants or to any council tenants - but to Housing Associations.  The reason for these adverts was that the council felt it was obliged by law to sell at a ‘market price’ and therefore was obliged to offer all houses for sale ‘on the market’. Could it have been that the Council had agreed a price for the sale of  its own houses to the monopoly housing associations and for the sale to housing associations of  the landlord owned houses in Housing Action areas and that the apparent advertisement of  a few houses on the market was bogus and intended to establish the price agreed for the Housing Association sale as ‘market price’ - or was this done to establish bogus market prices when offering compensation?

There was however an offer for l-15 (and 4-24) Harley Street.   The Accused decided to create  the Robin Hood Housing Association.   Robin Hood had had his property confiscated by the Sheriff of Nottingham (or maybe not, since his property was in Huntingdon, a place in Devon), he was exiled to the forest, where he was at first suspected to be a nob, but then accepted and became the leader.. and eventually his property was restored by the king.  The Accused intended to set up a Noah’s Arc to survive nuclear war.   The classless such as the Accused are of  little use to The System during the good times.   Those times are for normorans with unadaptable algorithmic functions - which is rather unfair to the normorans, who have to do the work during the good times, since neither they nor anyone else is going to have time for freedom and pleasure during the bad times.   During the good times, the classless are thrown into the dustbin and so may not be around during the bad times when they are needed.   The Accused was particularly likely to be useful after an effective nuclear deluge after which there were not to be many people left around.  It would be helpful more as much of  the old understanding as possible to be concentrated in a few people.   The Accused was educated in just about all of  the sciences.  He was the only medic in the country with experience and success in situations about which there was no pre-existing knowledge and for which no procedure existed.  He was used to educating the uneducable or organising communities with no authority structure and in which nobody could rely on status or power.  In the real world the Accused’s talent for finding solutions where no solutions were known was of  limited value - since the solutions were known and only he did not know them.  But in the post-nuclear world, nobody would know the solutions.

The Robin Hood Housing Association was intended to be an entirely self-catering community which could survive for an unlimited period without any contact with the outside world.   Useless nuclear shelters were being sold to normorans for £5000 apiece.   They depended on the same principle as the medic.  If  they didn’t work, nobody would ever know.   Nottingham Council no doubt had its deep concrete shelters - and the Accused would not be invited in!   But the shelters were likely to be as useless as their inhabitants.   Concrete, the modern wherewithal, can stand only compression.   An earthquake - or, as the accused put it in his propaganda, a standing wave set up by two thermonuclear bombs dropped simultaneously - one on Derby and another on Leicester - would shatter the concrete.  A brick structure was required.   1-15 Harley Street was ideally constructed to be a nuclear fall-out shelter.  Number nine, the largest of  the houses in the block, had already been, by everyday standards, exceptionally well insulated against heat, vibration and sound and the cellar had at least been put into a position to be hermetically sealed.   It is true there were no stores of  liquid oxygen and no equipment for producing oxygen, but The Accused hoped that God would reveal the way round this should it prove necessary.  He felt that padding in gaps in the edifice which communicated with the outside world would provide an adequate filter.  A further network of  cellars and tunnels was to be constructed under Harley Street connecting with the houses on either side (with, naturally, edible fungi therein cultivated).

The pavements were to be replaced by with fruit trees and grass, upon which the goats and chickens could graze.   The area behind l-15, previously a set of  backyards surrounded on four sides by houses was to be converted into a single communal park - planted with fruit trees and potatoes.   This also was in part already in progress.   There would be windmills and thermocouples on the roofs which would be connected to electric storage cells.   It would annoy the Accused during future years that such technology had been commercialised (some, he claims, his own invention) and taken into the world of  the classified and away from practicality.   The exploitation of  ‘wind-power’ has been taken over by large electricity generating companies which cover many acres with tall sticks on top of  which are poised tiny windmills (instead of  one large old fashioned windmill or windmills all the way down the stick.   Solar cells similarly are constructed so as to be inordinately expensive and gathered together over acres to generate megawatts.  Such technology is more appropriate for use on a smaller scale by individual householders - with devices which they knock up for themselves (though a lawn with cuttings that can be burnt to release energy may be a more effective solar cell).   There was a need for further research and experimentation by this Robin Hood Housing Association - but the world had no use for the creative, whereas the Robin Hood Housing Association did.   The various innovations and experimentations in the scheme would be carried out entirely by the participants in the scheme and not by outside parties hired by the Association.

Nottingham was not necessarily an ideal site for  a nuclear Noah’s Arc.   The Titanic might be more suitable - but even the Titanic might hit an iceberg.  The Accused, as matters stood, needed have easy access to public transport... for which Nottingham and Harley Street were ideal, whereas the Titanic or some location further away from any potential war target, would be more inaccessible.  Since Harley Street was to be the site, The Accused found excellent excuses.   If, say, the Russians declared war, then the said Russians might not reckon they were doing their cause any good by eliminating Nottingham.  It would be more likely that the Southern Toriland or American government poised a neutron bomb over Nottingham and The Accused felt that defences could be set up against that and against nuclear bombs dropped over neighbouring counties.  It was not necessary so much to have a solution to problems but to have some confidence that solutions could be found - that there existed a reasonable outline plan, preferably several alternative reasonable outline plans.   The question mark lay more over whether it would be possible to withstand a nuclear bomb dropped  on central Nottingham or directly onto Harley Street.   This was dodgy enough a problem for the Accused to listen to the opinions of  scientific advisors.   They informed the Accused that the problem here was that a great deal of  heat would be suddenly released but they believed also that this problem was soluble.  They seemed to think it was no problem at all!  But the Accused remained dubious.   Perhaps he should have paid more attention to his Open University course on partial differential equations.

The Accused felt that if it was necessary to buy the premises from the council to set up the Robin Hood Housing Association he might have to offer as much as twelve thousand pounds.  The Accused did not have twelve thousand pounds and was not in a position to offer security for any loans.  An unclassified rat such as the Accused could not be expected to buy a block of  eight or nineteen houses.   But in the existing  ‘market’ the price of  a block of  houses was likely to be less than the cost of  a single house in a more realistic market.  This was a very cheap project and one which carried very low risk of loss.  And as soon as the sale was effected and the Robin Hood Housing Association had replaced council clearance rackets a more realistic price would be appropriate.   There were a number of  routes whereby the money could be raised and a number of  justifications for raising it - and after all the Robin Hood Housing Association was a Housing Association as much entitled to government funding as the Bridge Housing Association.

A council or government ideally maximises provisions or services and minimises cost - and does so overall rather than separating everything into categories, computing the provisions and costs separately and then adding them up.  The Robin Hood Housing Association scheme was one which had collateral benefits apart from it being a civil defence research project - such as education, reduction of the prison population, training in marketable skills, agricultural research, provision of cheap accommodation, the invention of devices which could be used for the benefit of  the country at large (or that of the scheme’s industrial sponsors) ....  Overall, when all its potential purposes were taken into account would provide central and local government with a great deal at very little cost.  If it proved a failure, from the government point of view, very little was lost, though the potential benefits were very great.. and it is hard to see how even if the scheme was total washout that it would not save the government money rather than cost money.  However, this is not how governments, local or national, compute their finances.  Rather governments consists of a conglomerate of rival gangs (known technically as rackets) each competing for separate allocations and empires.  Computations are made which taken to be the most economical but which in overall terms, in terms of cost to the council overall or to the nation or to local government plus national government.  It was economical, for instance, for the council to demolish 1-15 Harley Street because they obtained it cheaply, the government paid for the replacement houses and the council then received rate support grants - and the improvement racketeers made a lot of money out of the policy as it was enforced rather than as it should have been enforced., The Accused felt nevertheless that given a couple of weeks’ notice he could force the council’s hand.  It was likely that The Accused would have to buy the premises he did not already own from the council or that the council would put a ceiling on the price.. and they would not be motivated to name a very high price - not more than £12,000 for both blocks, l-11 and 4-24, and probably much less - since, if they named a higher price, The Accused could turn round and ask the council to proceed with the CPO and pay him a similar sum pro rata as compensation for the premises.

The Accused submitted his scheme to the Council planning department.  To his surprise he received the reply that planning permission was automatically granted because there was no aspect of  the plan, including windmills and tunnels, which was contrary to any regulation or which required planning permission.  The Accused offered the council a sum for 1-15 Harley Street which was less than the aforesuggested  £12,000.  The council however did not respond to the bait.  The speed at which its alleged employees effected the CPO gave little chance to do so.

One of  the reasons for the Accused wishing to remain at 9 Harley Street was that if he remained long enough he would be entitled, should there be a Compulsory Purchase Order, to an ‘owner-occupier supplement’.  Since Accused-mum was educated as a Citizen’s Advice Bureau worker the Accused was aware in l957 of  the rules concerning compensation believed to be attached to the l957 Housing Act - and earlier Acts aimed at ‘slum clearance’.  This was an abusive term directed against inner cities residents which paternalistic intellectuals such as the Accuseds supposed was a manifestation of  do-gooding, charity or progressive liberalism.  The owners of  the houses received compensation equal to or supposedly equal to the value of  the price of the land that had been confiscated (but no payments for the buildings).   They, presumably, were slum landlords and didn’t get anything.  The acquiring authority was expected to rehouse the residents, provided they had been sufficiently long in residence, and to provide them with any required transportation expenses (that is to say, a one-way ticket - probably not in the twentieth century to Australia, but perhaps to Milton Keynes).   An owner occupier, however, if  he had been such for a sufficiently long time, was entitled to an ‘owner occupier supplement’ - a market value compensation payment for the house.   However,  the generally acquired folklore was that the ‘market value’ compensation was zero since if a house was CPO’d via the l957 Housing Act, neither was there a market nor was there any market value.  So much was true or believed to be true also in the l970s.   The owner-occupier supplement included both a ‘market value’ payment and a disturbance payment.

It was generally supposed that irrespective of  what names might be given to various aspects of  compensation that may or may not have been available to victims of  l957 Act CPOs or previous ‘slum clearance’ enactments, as opposed to CPO’s issued for town planning purposes where no aspersions were cast on the housing (such as an earlier l936 CPO on Harley Street abandoned because the school was moved to the other side of  Sherwin Road and did not need the land as a playground), that the premises and land were being confiscated and that the principles of  compensation listed in the previous chapter did not apply.   The Accused’s researches brought on by the behaviour of  the alleged Bullying  Liar failed to confirm this.  The principles of compensation had applied in the past - all of  them - and despite a contrary point of  view expressed in authoritative handbooks written by local authority lawyers for local authority lawyers, investigations confirmed neither that these principles had been abolished in l957 Act cases nor in any others either by statute or by precedent - by lawyers representing confiscatory authorities persuading judges to change the Law.  On the other hand, if  the Accused is to be believed, the alleged Bullying Liar had rabid hostility towards victims of  CPOs, considered them fair game to be treated as vermin to be stomped and without rights - and similar attitudes were allegedly displayed by the Nasty Auld Man and Council Gangsters.  The alleged Bullying Liar, it is alleged, did not consider the victims to have the right to live and believed the law to reflect that opinion - and the judges and Public School appeared to confirm this.  It may thus be that the law which appears in published texts, statutes and reports refers to judgement of  the houses on criminal law principles whereas the routine victim, who cannot afford lawyers, is tried on psychiatric principles and that in these psychiatric cases there is a different law or perversion of  the openly proclaimed law.

For a rent paying-tenant the confiscatory law - with rehousing - may not be too devastating or even a boon.   There were houses CPO’d by the l957 Act which were severely bomb damaged... and the tenants might go living in them, despite the damage, for decades after the order was declared.   Accused-mum was taught that one of  the aims of  ‘slum clearance’ was to eliminate ‘back to back housing’ which was assumed in sociology texts to be a great evil - though, surely, Nottingham Council was building back to back housing on demolition sites.. and the alleged Bullying Liar admitted that they did and could see nothing amiss.  1-15 Harley Street, by modern standards, was very excellent housing.  The Accused had inspected hundreds if not thousands of  inner city houses before buying  9 Harley Street and, at least for his requirements, 9 Harley Street was the best.  But even some of  the terraces incorporated in l957 Act CPOs which in the l970s were regarded as particularly abysmal would today be considered excellent and very expensive housing - and some which were originally in l957 Orders but escaped when the l974 Act was implemented and CPOs were withdrawn are now so considered.   Houses in the l970s which had been neglected after they had been subjected to l957 Act Orders and had been left standing for decades thereafter before there was any demolition would today be considered excellent housing!  The CPO on l -15 Harley Street could be criticised also on the grounds that a phase had been reached where any replacement houses on the site would be of  a very poor standards - small prefab-style premises with overcrowding of  the population.   Nevertheless, Nottingham Council had a very good record, rented out excellent accommodation and took care of the tenants.

The present report may be distorted by the fact that Nottingham had the highest percentage of  council owned premises and the lowest percentage of  owner-occupiers in Europe.   Nottingham Council’s staff  had no experience of  dealing with owner-occupiers.   The alleged Bullying Liar and also the Magistrates Court in l980 were constantly invoking arguments and procedures that did not apply to owner-occupiers.  Whether owner occupiers altogether and not merely in Nottingham were rarely to be found amongst victims of the l957 Housing Act and previous ‘slum clearance’ acts is not clear.  The modern inhabitants of  Harley Street style houses would describe themselves as middle class.  The houses were originally known as ‘working class housing’ and the original  inhabitants would have felt insulted if called ‘middle class’, if, indeed, the term ‘middle class’ was in use during the l880s.  The l974 Act officials of Leicester and other cities would claim that they were restoring houses to former glory and that they had originally been the habitations of  a prosperous ‘middle class’ or ‘rich working class’ labouring in factories or down mines.  There are hints in nineteenth century literature that this may have been true and also that a substantial proportion of the houses became the property and/or homes of the workers for whom they were built.  By the l970s however it was supposed that the inner cities were inhabited by the poorer sections of the working class or by those poorer than working class and that the houses were rented  (and rents of  established residents kept down by law) There exist family legends of  the houses of  occupants who owned them being confiscated in the l950s or earlier, but the present author has not unearthed any evidence of  owner-occupiers living in clearance areas.

The owner-occupier CPO victim was in Nottingham a rarity - a possible reason for the council bungling their acquisition of  9 Harley Street.  Alternative arrangements that may not destroy the rent paying tenant (who is moved to another rent-paying tenancy) may destroy the owner-occupier.  The Accused had been persecuted - denied the right to employment and to earning a living because he was neither working class nor military officer class.   He had regularly been refused benefits or assistance which are supposedly the common right of  all.  He had to live very frugally and to try to accumulate enough capital to improve his position.  He could not afford to pay a rent.  He had to replace the house.

The owner-occupier supplement was in the l970s portrayed (in non-psychiatric theory) as an innovation.  It was claimed that valuation would be on the basis of  the actual structure of  the house, not the bogus classification as ‘unfit for habitation’ (It was admitted to be bogus), that it was a ‘market value’ not in terms of  an artificial market with trivial prices that arose from the fact that the house was in a Clearance Area but in a notional market that might have existed in its absence.  In fact, it was replacement compensation - and even if it was not, there was an additional ‘disturbance payment’ to make sure that it was.  The objective was that the overall compensation, including the disturbance payment, provided at least replacement, irrespective of the victim’s needs.  But it turned out to depend on who the victim was and on whether the council was represented by an alleged Bullying Liar.

The Accused realised that victims never received their full entitlement - or, at any rate, he didn’t.  That was a fact of  life.   But he wanted nevertheless to be entitled to this owner-occupier supplement.   It did not prove possible to discover how long he had to be resident to receive it.  In fact, he was well beyond the required period by the time the CPO was approved by the Council.   He had however heard of  an earlier minimum residential period of  five years - and it was not clear which dates delineated the five years (e.g. date of purchase or of  moving in until date of  confirmation of  CPO or of leaving the house).  The Accused envisaged a wrangle over the negligence of  the lawyers who had delayed the purchase of  9 Harley Street and his moving in.  If there had been any doubt and if  any alleged Bullying Liar had gotten to work there could indeed have been a considerable wrangle.

It was useful for the Accused to remain also because at Harley Street his income exceeded his expenditure, because he needed to accumulate cash to put himself into a position to replace the house, should it prove necessary, and because the CPO was generally admitted amongst Nottingham Council’s officials to have been a mistake and it was expected to be rescinded - and the government was even planning legislation that might force it to abandon the CPO - and because until the council suddenly struck in autumn l979 he was under no pressure to leave.  The responsible council official did not suppose there was any hurry and had been telling the Accused that he would get in touch with him to perform surveys prior to offer of compensation when it was necessary.   In former days if a CPO was approved by the Minister, no further action was taken for another ten years and if  the council did then CPO the premises it would not necessarily pull them down.   The tenants just went on living in them - and the council got a rate support grant.  After all, the council had to build replacement houses.  The extensive purchases from potentially bankrupt 1973-4 builders had perhaps left councils in the l970s with large surpluses of  houses - though not necessarily houses which the CPO victims could afford.  In May l974, also, a Labour council had been elected in place of  the previous Tories and it could be expected that it was a matter of  time before the council found out what was going on and stopped the CPO.  On the basis of  previous norms therefore there was no chance of  the CPO ever being put into effect!   The council officials, or Godfrey Chrysalis, for reasons that had to be discovered, were desperate that the CPO should be enforced and the houses demolished before any prohibition by government or council intervened.   The Nottingham No I Miscellaneous Areas Clearance CPO (1977) - with the exception of  the Nottingham No 2 Miscellaneous Areas Clearance CPO (1978), which included no owner-occupied houses and was enforced at the speed of  light, was to be enforced by a greater rapidity and with a greater panic than any CPO in British history since the CPOs on Royalist infested castles issued by Oliver Cromwell (though Cromwell gave a ten minute warning - more than given by Nottingham Council).
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