033256CNF.PIA copyright Roland Graf 26.3.03


Accused had spent much time converting a large room at Briarwood - Accused-mum’s former bedroom (Ingrid’s room was currently allocated to her) - into an office.  This was full of  files recording The Accused’s works and enterprises and they had been sorted in some order.  The Accused had for once very succesfully sealed all sources of  leakage in the hall skylight and the house during the hot summer had become dry to an unprecedented level.  The Accused went to bed at around two o’ clock on September l6th l992.  He heard a crackling noise, then another, then another.  The Accused was puzzled and went to investigate.  A fire had broken out in the office, across the hall from his father’s former bedroom in which he was sleeping.  This began in a mattrass on one of  two beds Accused-mum had bought in the 1970s and although goods were then not quite as inflammable as some more modern furniture, these proved nevertheless to have mattrasses that posed a greater fire risk than their old fashioned equivalents. However, before the Accused could take any action, the fire exploded into greater proportions and spread also to the paint on the office door.  The Accused was in danger of  being trapped - and rushed downstairs to summon the fire-brigade.  The Accused attempted to return upstairs but was impeded on the stairs by smoke and heat.

This fire looked as if it might burn the house down, but the firebrigade arrived in time to restrict damage to charring of furniture in the office, conflagration of  a few papers and books, damage to floorboards immediately beneath the bed where the fire had started (but insufficient to prevent their continued use), buring of  wallpaper, the fall of some plaster from the office ceiling and the appearance of  wavy cracks in the glass of  the loft skylight and other windows (though not the hall skylight) and damage to paint and plaster in the hall.  It is not known whether it was the fire or the water used to put out the fire which subsequently immobilised the light circuits.  The firemen however caused additional damage.  They threw large items of furniture through the window into the front garden.  In particular a very large cupboard, procured originally from Great Glen Hall, was dismantled or hacked into pieces and thrown to the window.  This the firemen said was necessary to do this to make sure that no source of  fire remained.  They also added some further damage to floorboards so as to flood the area underneath.

The Accused might be expected to have been shocked by this experience and to have been affected by inhalation of  smoke - and even by loss of sleep - and of  property.   The fire chief nevertheless adopted a bullying attitude.   This appears to be a custom amongst fire-officers.  Perhaps they have to impress the troops.  The origin of  the fire was mysterious.  The Accused said that the likely cause of  the fire was that he had been in the room earlier that night, had put what he had supposed to be a dead match into a matchbox after lighting a cigarette or cigar, that it had not been dead, had ignited the box and that a fire had gradually started which then suddenly exploded into the greater dimensions.  How did he know, asked the fire-chief.  The Accused said he did not know.  He could remember doing no such thing and that according to his recollection had not been in the room all day - but he could think of  no other explanation.  However, he confessed, he felt that the origin of  the fire was mysterious and he wondered whether there was some other explanation.  The fire officer also supposed the fire was suspicious.

The Accused did not mention any highly unlikely theories that had occurred to him.  However, the fire had appeared to have been caused by some small incendiary bomb.  The Accused had previously found some mysterious electronic circuit under the lining of  a red lady’s handbag found on the premises.  A small incendiary device could perhaps be triggered by a radio signal.  It could have been there for a long time and have been detonated on this occasion by chance.  There had been several fires in the area.  One had been caused by what turns out to  be a more common cause than statistics admit (since matches and cigarettes are usually blamed automatically) - an electric bar fire.  However, there was a local belief that a serious fire in an old people’s home on East Avenue had been ignited by Black Adder and Black Ada.  The police formed a theory that the Accused knew that they were responsible not only for that fire but that fire for fact - and that they and also started the fire at Briarwood (which is hardly credible theory: they are not known ever to have been in the house or ever even on Springfield Road) - and that the Accused was in both cases concealing the knowledge to protect the culprits.  The police have also continued to have a theory that the fire was caused by his friend Manley Hopkins, that he knows this and is concealing the knowledge to protect Mr Hopkins.  However, as far as the author and The Accused are aware, Mr Hopkins was then in prison and was not to come out for another two months.  If this is not true it is surely within the wit of  the police to discover this.  There is no way The Accused could do so.  The police appeared regularly to throw accusations against The Accused but to be incapable of  what might appear for them to be simple and obvous investigations.

Experts or pundits believe their own lies or consensus whereby they exploit the punters.  The modern financial services industry persuades the public that price is value.  When the prices of  houses go up  they expect everyone to jump and down with glee and journalists, who must pay lip service to advertisers and industry, lead the fray. In fact, the prices vary according to market forces.  If the supply of  available money is increased by providing cheap mortgages, or supposedly cheap mortgages, the price goes up, the punter has to pay more and faces increased proportional costs.  All else goes up when the price of  the house goes up.  They persuade punters to buy bonds, claiming that the money will be invested into stocks and shares.  The Financial Times Index is forever going up, they say.  The punter will make a profit.  But the index goes up because the bond manufacturers are buying the shares.  If they sold them the price would go down.  Also, the index is gerrymandered so that it does not reflect losses due to companies forever collapsing altogether.  The Blairite neothatcherite low interest rate circuses and weight reducing bread policy was certain to lead to losses of  pensions.  One route by which this materialised was that companies valued their pension funds in terms of the stock market prices of  their securities.  When the price went up, the company would put less money into its pension fund.  But in actual fact the same shares were still the same shares but they now cost more - and therefore to purchase the necessary securities the funds should have been investing more money not less!  Another trick was to claim that an investment was ‘tax free’ - that what was given to the pundit did not count as income and was not taxed.  Since it was given to the pundit, indeed, it was not income!  But then whatever the pundit chose to return was taxed after all, even several times over. 

But capital may also be assessed, and more realistically so, by the income it generates.  In an earlier era the pundits would sell their bonds by exploiting the public’s inability to distinguish between simple and compound interest.  The Accused found himself refused employment, income and scholarships he had legitimately earned on the grounds that he was ‘son of a doctor’, ‘not working class’,’father will pay’.  This abuse was continuously reiterated.  The sons of doctors or others whose parents not only were prosperous but prepared to pay never encountered this abuse.  It was a truth reversal built into social system psychology.  Income was refused because the victim did not belong to a club, to a social class.  The Accused’s parents’ excuse for not financing  The Accused was their poverty.  This poverty, they would claim, was aggravated by various financial commitments.  These included what was called an annuity.  Every year there would be wailings and crying over the sums donated.  The reward for this turned out to be a sum of  a thousand pounds - from which tax was deducted- on Accused-dad’s sixtieth birthday.  The Accused had not realised that his parents had fallen for this trick, was astonished that they could have been so stupid and to have had so little forsight.  He had been forced to live in penury while his parents had thrown away this money.  The cash received was duly handed to Accused-mum in the form of  a new car.

The Accused’s parents had also been investing in insurance for Briarwood.  This was arranged by a medical insurance company which was trusted because it was medical.  This was tied in with the mortgage, for which there was supposedly a low rate of  interest.  It did seem however subsequently that the insurance policy might be the stab in the back.  The policy was issued by some company whose ownership was shuffled around and which was now owned by the International Imperial Acme Collapsible Mutual Consolidated Trust, a subsidiary of  Banana Grove Holdings in the Cayman Islands, with an office in Aylesbury.  This was supposedly a policy for the house and the contents of  the house.  The Accused had been informed however in the l980s by the Aylesbury Office that the insurance was for house only and not for contents.  And not for fire.  Nor for meteorites and stray golden eagles.  This had been a special cheap special acme portfolio gold blend insurance and The Accused’s had not noticed that the missing items were missing.  It is wise to take out an insurance policy against insurance policies.  This appeared to be true.  The Accused remonstrated with his mother repeatedly but she refused to take any notice.  The Accused therefore took out an contents insurance of his own. 

The reader may have found that insurance is so expensive that it may be cheaper to lose the property.  Letters are continuously arriving from rival insurance companies with supposedly cheaper offers - and the insurance companies have to pay for this distribution of  paper and cost of postage.  The reader can reckon up the weekly cost of  all the adverts he receives and for all of  which he ultimately has to pay.  In those days the cost was relatively cheaper, even though, for the impoverished Accused this was a lot of money and he felt his mother should have paid for her own insurance.  It is also necessary to lie.  The punter has to assure the insurance company that he has fifteen burglar alarms, sixteen guard dogs and a patrol of  armed guards regularly circling the house.  The punter is not expected to tell the truth, but the insurance company, if there is a claim, then does not have to pay - and the punter lives in fear and guilt.  So the punter does not make any claims.  As a matter of fact, insurance companies paid out automatically for any claim below £200 and there were even people who repeatedly took advantage of  this without the insurance policy being cancalled or the praemium being doubled with the first claim.  It is a good business principle of  the insurance trade that if a claim of  £100 is made the next praemium will be put up by £100.

The Accused popped into the Planetary Combustion Flood Company on Charles Street, Leicester, to pay his fire insurance.   There sat Ms Little Office-Girls’s fifteen year old cousin Ms Sharon Office-Girl.  Sharon immediately started interrogating The Accused.  There was a list of  questions she had been instructed to ask everyone who came through the door - not that a great many people came.  Her boyfriends were all rich smart well-dressed yobbos.  She was herself a very high status yobbess.   legs.  Therefore she concluded that The Accused was scum.  He should not be permitted an insurance policy.  The Accused tried to explain that he had come to ask questions not to answer them.  It was an essential technique of  negotation not to give away information.  If he knew what facts or regulations were, he could come to his own conclusions.  The output of a computer algorithm was no use to him.  Insurance companies, he explained, asked questions when claims were being made, not when they were offered money. These concepts Ms Sharon could not understand.  Ms Sharon repeated herself over and over again and The Accused repeated himself over and over again.  The Accused mentioned in passing that there had once been a burglary in the house, though this has not resulted in any insurance claim.  The policy could not be renewed said Ms Sharon because there had been a burglary.  Not so said The Accused.  He could if he so wished renew the policy by post, the form asked nothing about burglaries and this had occurred years in the past when he was not staying on the premises and measures had been taken.  The insurance company had had oodles of money over the years from him and his parents, without any claims being made, and from their point of view they were receiving money at excellent odds.  So The Accused went next door and opened a policy with the Flood Combustion Planetary Company.

So The Accused, after the l992 fire at Briarwood, contacted the Flood Combustion Planetary Company.  The Accused believed that his policies would provide sufficient in cash compensation for replacement needs, though he could not so readily replace what is known as intellectual property.  He also wanted all to be settled rapidly before his mother found out, made scenes, meddled or turned him out of  the house.  This was a stress best not shared with her.  The insurance company sent round an Assessor, Mr Moloney.  The Accused was a practical bod.  Before he went to sleep he would read in bed whatever book had come into his hands and long ago he had read: “How to Get the Mostest” written by a whistleblowing insurance assessor.  As the Accused understood it, the company wrote to the Assessor that they were prepared to pay such and such a maximal amount - or that was understood.  This had then already been booked as outgoings in the company’s accounts.  The Assessor had to settle on a sum less than this and he got a percentage of  the difference - sixty per cent probably.  It was bound to be done like that.  Precise survey was irrelevent.  It was a case of  I get so much and you get so much.   So the Assurance assessor spent thirty seconds going round the house, they had a friendly chat and a game of tennis on the back lawn, all seemed settled and the Assessor left.

The whistleblowing assessor in “How to Get the Mostest” had also said that insurance companies always automatically paid up whatever was asked by Central European ladies.  They came to the U.S.A. (where the whistleblower operated) under the impression that it was a Welfare State and that everything was for nothing.  They would not stop agitating until they got their way.  It saved time, stress and unnecessary expense just to pay up irrespective of  circumstances.  Accused-mum was such a formidable person as the whistleblower had in mind, but this nevertheless scuppered The Accused’s plans.

The Accused felt that now that all had supposedly been settled it would be wisest to phone up his mother to inform her and allay her anxieties before she found out some other way.  However, Accused-mum always took charge, whether it was her affair or not.  Accused-mum’s interventionism had been dormant for years.  She had hardly been seen at Briarwood and The Accused been arranging all.  He was astonished by what followed.  Accused-mum, it turned out, immediately started phoning around, pouring out ten thousand words where the Accused would have been satisfied with one, lamenting, questioning, pouring out unnecessary information or misinformation.  Next day she turned up at Briarwood, again laying down the law and shouting down whatever The Accused said in her manner of the past.  It did not occur to her even as possible that The Accused could deal with the crisis himself or had already done so.  Accused-mum did all according to the book - as stipulated within the leaflets of  the Citizens’ Advice Bureau, the You and Yours radio programme or the supplements advertising the wares of pundits in the newspapers.  She did it maybe even very effectively.  However she suffered from her Munchausen Syndrome.

The reader is perhaps familiar with Accused-mum’s Muchausen Syndrome.  One of the aspects was incessant talk without pause for thought or pause to listen or consider what anyone else might be saying - or to then to yell defiance if it appeared to contradict her own laments.  She would pour out Accusations against The Accused, with no inordinate attempts to remain within the bounds of reality, seeking sympathy for herself as the supposed suffering mother, with no thought that she was bringing persecution upon The Accused.  She would in her anxieties ask again and again and again whether such and such an Accusation was true and would not rest until the victim had made some comment which Accused-mum took to be confirmation.  She would run to one person claiming that another had made accusations which he had never made.  She would supply  unnecessary information, whether about fact or her state mind and lay herself open to manipulation and control by those who were so inclined.  The Accused however supposed that Munchausen Sydrome was exclusively directed against The Accused, or was directed towards maintaining the power of  herself or mothers, except in so far as she had an inordinate faith in doctors and experts and sent others to their doom (which admittedly she had done herself when expecting medics to help her avoid losing her driving licence).  The Accused was little familiar with his mother damaging her own interests in the manner in which she had persistently damaged his.

Had the assessor performed a ‘survey’, asked Accused-mum.  It said in the textbooks that he had to perform a ‘survey’.  The householder had to insist.  All had to be recorded for the purpose of  the insurance claim.  Yes and no, said The Accused.  He tried to explain how claims were actually assessed, that all that was necessary had already been done, that anything futher could be arranged if it became imperative, that at present it was best not to rock the boat.  Accused-mum however refused to listen but yelled and yelled, she repeatedly phoned the assessor, pouring out endless words.  She insisted that he return for another survey.

In her laments Accused-mum was particularly distressed about the value of  the large satinwood cupboard (one of  three of such size procured by Accused-mum from Great Glen Hall in the l950s) which had become damaged when the firemen threw it piece by piece out of  the window.  Possibly the dozens of  pieces could have been jigsawed together again by ingenious carpentry.  There had been little or no damage to this cupboard by the fire itself.  The modern human would not consider that.  His time is too highly priced and he just buys an obsolescent plywood or plastic substitute and pays whatever it costs plus the extra money borrowed from the bank.  The modern human would not even consider reconstructing the cupboard or suppose he could work out how to do so without attending a Training Course.  The Accuseds, however, belonged to a past era.  They had never been welcomed by the benefits or alleged benefits of  the modern world.   Nobody was going to pay them for their time.  Nobody was going to give them any means of  replacing what they had.  To them it would not have been bizarre to reconstruct a cupboard.  This might have been practicable perhaps had Accused-dad remained at Briarwood and had Accused-mum not had to spend her time sitting next to Accused-dad as he lay in a hospital bed.  There might have been an extra pair of hands.  Or perhaps had the word been otherwise and less psychiatric there might have been amongstthe other outcasts born to have no place in the modern Britain someone to lend a hand.  But again, time was not available - so much to do was accumulating - and also not the finance.  To The Accused even a carton of glue was an inordinate expense (and Accused-mum never paid for anything!).

Accused-mum now insisted that there existed an insurance policy procured with Banana Grove in Aylesbury.  The Accused’s insurance policy covered contents.  The alleged Banana Grove policy was said to cover buildings. Banana Grove insisted that there existed no such relevent policy.  Accused-mum could not find the documents.  The Accused, in his mother’s absence, phoned up Banana Grove.  They searched their records and came up with a number which they said was the only policy in the Accuseds’ name they could trace.  This policy did not cover damage due to fire.  Accused-mum insisted however, made numerous lengthy phone calls to Banana Grove and to the assessor and involved him also in this alleged policy.  The Accused’s were given the impression then - though admittedly not from Banana Grove - that the assessor was acting also for this other company.

So Accused-mum insisted that the assessor return for another survey.  She accompanied him with a continuous outpour of words, described by The Accused as ‘yelling’.  Then she began pouring out her laments that the house was in poor repair or inadequately maintained.  The Accused tried to intervene, to drop some hint that this was not the appropriate occasion for lament and craving for sympathy. “The house is not ill-maintained”, claimed The Accused.  “Yes it is!”, yelled Accused-mum.  Accused-mum was not getting the point.  She was projecting herself as a person who did not understand practicalities rather than pretences of  negotiation, as a person who could not frame a case of argument without cluttering it up and discrediting it with irrelevencies or fantasies.  She was providing the assessor with an excuse.

Accused-mum insisted also that three contractors registered with the Builders’ Federation should 

provide estimates for repair of  damage.  The least expensive estimate was provided by a local firm called Goddard.  There had, however, to be a separate assessment for electrical repairs.  The lights were not functioning but it was not clear why this was.  Electrical contractors usually insist on an entire rewiring of the house as a package irrespective of  where the local damage might be.  The fuse boxes at Briarwood, of  the old fashioned design, were also becoming somewhat spectacular, with liability to flashes of light from the fuses when electricity was reconnected after fuse replacements.  The electrical wires were roamed through walls, under floorboards and over the floor of  the loft and damage was going to be difficult to trace.  The Accused also did not know whether the insurance company was going to pay up.  Electricians were not thick on the ground and most said they performed profitable work on council improvement schemes and were not interested in less lucrative private contracts.  The Accused however had a brief chat with one, Mr Wiring, at his office, explaining that it was not presently certain what if any electrical repairs would be conducted though the insurance company might turn out to agree to a claim for rewiring, but that this was not yet certain.  This Mr Wiring understood.

On the other hand, The Accused could not pay for complete rewiring, which was likely to be both expensive and unnecessary, if  the funds were not available.  Until that was established there was no purpose in arranging anything.  However, then Accused-mum insisted that Mr Wiring come to the house to view the damage in situ and converse with Accused-mum.  The Accused did not like this because it was interference in his own negotiations (as had been the approach to the assessor).  Accused-mum then embarked on what The Accused describes as incessant yelling at the electrician, with no pause for thought.  Accused-mum then appeared to insist that there would definitely be a contract for rewiring.  It is true that this is all that the electrician was all the electrician was likely to be interested in, but the Accused had taken a more evasive approach and had been playing for time.  A claim could be made for rewiring but it was not certain that it would be granted - though the electrician could certainly be expected to confirm that it was necessary (since rewiring was his standard routine).  The Accused then said there was no existing certainty that there would be rewiring.  Mr Wiring decided that his time was being wasted, that he would have no further dealings with The Accused and walked out.

After that The Accused departed.  No relevent Banana Grove documents were found either by Accused-mum or The Accused.  The assessor now wrote to say he was not prepared to pay anything because the house was not adequately maintained - and in his correspondence mentioning exclusively or giving particular emphasis to absence of  recent internal decoration.  ‘Internal decoration’, that is to say, white gloss paint on the walls, was a critical issue in the assessment of  modern house prices.  The modern era was characterised by low quality materials and shoddy goods.  Appearances were all that mattered.  Concentration on materials shielded the docile population from reality.  Appeances and pretences overshadowed everything in the world of  the elect.  But appearances were not reality and they particularly were not relevent to a large Victorian house such as Briarwood.  The Accused also had had insufficient funds for maintainance and had long been fretting that there was a need to paint exterior woodwork.  He could not raise the finance.  But nevertheless ancient houses were solidly built and this had less significance than it would have had in a modern house - which would have been on its last legs already as soon as it was built.

Whether or not there were internal decorations was irrelevent to a claim on fire insurance.  Nobody was claiming for decorations that had never existed - though it would have been quite inappropriate to cover the houses’ complex and valuable Victorian decorations - even unusually elaborate since this house was the masterpiece in the district occupied by the architect himself - with white gloss paint.

The result of  this was that the Accused had to spent the next year of  his life in submitting litigations to courts of  law.  No case ever reached a hearing but The Accused was copiously occupied in the preparation of documents and correspondence.  If there was no insurance award he would be in difficulties since his mother was forever harping about her Satinwood cupboard.

Then the assessor decided that he would, after all, pay the sum of  ten thousand pounds (compared with Mr Goddard’s estimate, excluding electrical work, of nearer £11,000 -though he would himself have been able to commission an electrician).  But, said The Assessor, he would pay a single cheque for both policies or alleged policies - and it would be made out to Accused-mum.  This, The Accused felt, was victimisation.  If indeed there had been inadequate care to the house, this was the fault of  Accused-mum’s parsimoniousness, not The Accused’s fault.  The Accused lived in the house.  It was The Accused who had paid for the insurance policy.  The money would now be paid to Accused-mum and there would still be no repairs and no repairs would take place.  Accused-mum was worried only about her satinwood cupboard, the value of  which could be assessed as more than the entire ten thousand pounds.  But it was The Accused who had suffered the more significant losses through the loss and damage of papers and documents and through years of work towards his re-establishing himself having been wasted or destroyed.  It had been The Accused, not his mother, who had procured this sum and through her intervention a formality which should have taken not many minutes had extended to the necessary waste of  a year of  valuable time - and there was less money at the end of it.  The sum awarded, The Accused felt, would have been very useful in his own hands but of no value in Accused-mum’s.

The Accused felt that if  he had conducted all the repairs and redecorations himself this would have cost him, at the most, three thousand pounds.  Also, although the destroyed or damaged antique furniture was valuable, this did not prove that it could never be cheaply replaced.  A tallboy had been damaged which was either an ancient hierloom transported by some means in the l940s or had in the l940s been bought, in which case it would not have been cheap.  The cupboard itself had been bought cheaply at a country house sale.  Such cupboards did not have a market price since nobody in a modern house wanted furniture of  that size.  The most valuable item had been, in his view, an unspectacular looking Davenport which, had there been time, could have been restored.  In terms of  function the furniture could be restored for next to nothing, since modern furniture was not worth anything and people, when they had finished with it, despite still having thousands of  pounds outstanding on the credit, threw it away.  Even more solid ancient furniture did not have to be bought at dealers’prices.  It was not only through lack of  funds that restoration was not peformed but through lack of  time, through The Accused being affected by much persecution and much interference with his affairs.

The Accused, however, aware of his mother’s preoccupation with her satinwood cupboard, suggested to her that he could repair all the damage with one thousand pounds, not three.  He suggested that a building society account, in the joint names of  The Accused and Accused-mum should be opened with such a sum, which would thereby also be accessible to her if she chose to commission repairs or needed materials.  The Accused felt that she would not entertain a larger sum and was surprised that she agreed to the one thousand.  This money, it is true, ought to have been quite adequate.  It lay in the account and The Accused did not use it.  However then he found this sum exhausted because of demands of money from contemporaries which he felt it was physically unsafe to refuse (which also eventually meant that he missed out on valuable Bank Building Society shares).

There was however, over the years to be gradual reconversion of the affected room to an office, his friend Geoffrey Chaucer erected shelves and removing the charred surface from the door, the Accused in his amateurish manner restoring roof plaster and furniture of sorts being imported from skips.  The lighting circuit remains unfunctional.  Originally there remained two power plugs and, on another circuit, a series of wall plugs of  intended to carry currents of up to five amperes.  These smaller plugs however are now also non-functional.

Although The Accused says he spent a year of  his life recovering the fire insurance, this overlaps with Ratae’s Atrocity which consumed a year of  his life.  The Accused discovered in spring l993 that the Church Commissioners were planning to erect a single storey building in the grounds of  the Bishop’s Lodge next to Briarwood.  When The Accused’s had bought Briarwood the road had a rural aspect and still retained its original design, which, it had been intended would not change.  This was incorporated into the deeds of  the houses.  There were to be no further developments.  What was in the deeds was also taken to be in the planning regulations.  This lowered the price of  the houses and land, which were liability rather than investment.  However, then Alderman Kimberlin, former Lord Mayor, obtained permission to build a house, inevitably in more modern style, on his land.  This precitated an explosion.  Mrs Alouf bought house after house and built houses on the Avenue Rd backs.  Originally the council permitted only bungalows and this was written into the Stoneygate Conservation Area Local Plan - but larger houses were built.  The council refused the Briathwaite’s permission to open a doctor’s surgery in their magnificent mansion in extensive grounds.  So the Council now let it be known that they would permit the site to be used only for one purpose - a Health Centre.  The house was demolished and in its place a single storey eyesore-health centre was constructed and most of  the remaining land was converted to carpark.  Springfield Road was just about the only place left in Leicester city where there remained land not covered with buildings and carparks.  The Chamber of  Commerce were clamouring for land to develope and the Council promised them Springfield Road.  Whatever developments anyone proposed, the Council agreed.  There was now a very high population density, with some large premises reduced to nominal back yards.  The road was also becoming congested with parked cars, particularly on Sundays when the numerous churches in the area held well-attended services.

When the Church Commissioners originally bought l0 Springfield Road, they agreed with the Council, in accordance with the then deeds and planning regulations, that the use of  the building would be purely residential.  The bishop was allowed a housekeeper and a private secretary (who was regarded as a personal assistant and therefore regarded as part of  the household rather than an office employee).  The Church Commissioners were now proposing a building which was to be used as an office.  The proposed building also seemed convertible into a dwelling house.  The Accused was afraid that his mother would be very upset if  she discovered the proposed Ratae’s Atrocity within inches of  her house (which she was not to do) and it seemed imperative to The Accused to avert this possibility before his mother found out about it.  She had supposed that the area would be protected by the deeds.  Council officials however now declared that deeds referred to civil law which had no relevence to planning law.  If the council approved the Atrocity and it was built, other residents were at liberty to sue the Church Commissioners for damages.  Nobody could afford to do that - and it would not get rid of the Atrocity!

The Accused was also greatly alarmed at the ecological implications.   Springfield Road and its surrounds had formerly been an extensive nature reserve.  Into this there had been continuous encroachment.   A significant number of  birds nested in bushes and brambles behind Briarwood - and there were also nests on other parts of  the site and in the Bishops’ hedges.  The land on which Ratae’s Atrocity was to be built, claimed The Accused, was essential as a source of food for the birds and as an area on which to exercise their young.  The ecology of  the area depended on the maintainance of  this site.

The term Joan of  Arc Office arises from a joke that emerged during the Ratae’s Atrocity controversy.  The spiritual realm was represented by the Holy Office, whose Director was the Archangel Gabriel.  The Temporal Office was directed by the Archangel Lucifer.  The Joan of  Arc Office had an intermediate function, representing more patheism within the physical world or this world but outside social system.  In a former era it had relied on miracles and curses but it now was more identified with natural sciences and logic.  The Accused informed the Church Commissioners that a delegation of animals had come to him to protest against the proposal.  The homes of  millions of animals were being threatened.  This locality was currently essential for the preservation in Leicester of  a catalogue of species.  The contract originally negotiated with Adam which gave him an unique and irreplaceable position in the world had been superceded by a new contract with Noah whereby man was the protector nature and but, if he did not honour this function, disposable.  Evolution could always start again from square one without him.  The animals had informed him that if  the Church Commissioners did not withdraw their proposal they would be afflicted with a curse of  management consultants (or business advisors).  The Accused insisted that he had no influence over this curse.  The animals had given him the information and he was passing it on.  The reader may suppose that this was an easy prediction to make since everyone was currently afflicted by a curse of  management consultants and because the Atrocity was commercially motivated.  The Church Commissioners had made several previous attempts which had been undermined by previous bishops, but this bishop, on his appointment, was told that the atrocity was a fait accompli.  Whatever the methods used by the Joan of  Ac Office to ensure the effectiveness of  this curse,  the Church Commissioners were shortly to discover that a curse of  management consultants had cost them hundreds of  millions of pounds!  Unfortunately some other alleged curses supposedly led to storms and floods - and to a hurricane which blue in one of the Accused’s windows and a large branch off the Bishop’s Oak (which was subsequently demolished).  So The Accused learnt that curses were dangerous.

The Ratae’s Atrocity proceedings occupy a dozen lever arch files.  The Accused based his original objections to what he claims were plans he was originally shown in the council offices - which plans were open to derision, but, he claims, there turned out subsequently to be several versions of  this plan and it was a different plan which was then submitted to the council planning committee.  The plans however all bore the same dates and reference numbers.  This induced him to postulate that the plans were, in fact, stored by the architects computer and altered via the keyboard, new plans thereby being substituted for old - so that architectural plans no longer had a fixed identity.  The original plan appeared in amended form, and eventually in considerably amended form, instead of, as formerly, there being a series of  identifiable plans - the original and subsequent amendments (with separate dates and reference numbers).

Springfield Road was neither in Stoneygate nor Clarendon Park.  It was an enclave of its own, without a repesentative Residents’ Association.  So, to counter the Atrocity, the Springfield Association was formed, with Simon Carter (of l6) as secretary and the secretary of the Secular Society as chairman.  Bishop Butler projected a different image to his predecessors.  He was the Media Bishop - liked to speak on the radio and centre his speeches round current affairs.  He went round in civilian clothes and was often seen walking on the local streets and in the shops (though he is believed to have perpetuated the tradition of being an Old Etonian).  He came to one of  the Springfield Association meetings and remarked that Springfield Road was the most reserved and unfriendly locality he had ever visited.  People never spoke to each other on the streets.  Neighbours did not invite each other for tea at each others’ houses (and he had not had such neighbourly invitations.  The Bishop was later to show an example by inviting the entire street to attend his daughter’s wedding reception (She worked with the Leicester Mercury, in the advertising department, with Simon Porter).  However it is believed that among the residents only The Accused turned up, dressed in shorts and plimsolls, after attending a meeting of  the Highfields Community Association Council.  From the Bishop’s house Briarwood resembles Dracula’s Castle.  The entire road was designed to have an impact which was being lost through council meddling.

There were numerous judicial reviews and Ombudsman approaches.  The Accused based his arguments in the main on an extensive study of local ecology (and animal behaviour), a lengthy production within much scientific discovery is concealed.  The birds and other animals, he argued, included supposedly extinct species and species which were protected and whose nesting places were protected under EC regulations.  The Springfield Rd area also had a botanical legacy going back to the eighteenth century.  The Accused formed a jaundiced view of the council’s attitude towards nature conservation which appeared to centre round preservation of the occasional aspidistra in council buildings.  City parks were conveniently registered as ecological reserves and staff were employed supposedly to protect fenced off areas of  woodland in the county which were also supposedly nature reserves.  Owls chained up in cages or to posts in public places in an apparanty tranquillised state and other captive animals went on display to celebrate Leicester declaring itself  Britian’s first Conservation City, the adoption of  this title being celebrated by a display of  laser beams over the sky!  No effort was made to identify animals where they actually were and to protect their habitats and breeding places.  A great fuss was made of owls in cages, but in the Springfield Road area itself lived numerous owls in natural habitat of  several species.  At that time the bird population throughout Leicester was much reduced, and although the remaining species such as blackbirds, thrushes of various designations, yellow buntings and wrens are now seen all over the city, there were then hardly any nesting places at all and Briarwood was an important reserve where families brought up as many as four broods a year.  

Council officials, when the Conservation Area had been declared, had constructed a map of protected trees.  All trees of girth greater than four inches are protected.  The number of  trees had been much reduced.  A common ploy was for a building to be erected with the design supposedly adjusted to avoid destruction of  a tree and for the tree then to be demolished because it was near to the building or its branches encroached.  The landscape of  trees had only been preserved through there now being a wall of some fifty trees in the Briarwood back garden, some of  which bordered on the Bishop’s land, some trees on the Bishop’s side of  the fence and two resplendent and unique pine trees and a large oak in the Bishop’s garden and some more pine trees behind 8 Springfield Road, where there were also repeated applications for planning pemission for extension.  The Accused revised the map and also arranged for special protection orders for the Bishop’s pines and oak, his own oak, grown from an acorn when he was eight years old,  his yellow berried holly tree in his front garden, next to the proposed Atrocity, and two ancient yews. One of  these was in his own garden but had been curtailed on one side already through construction of  a bungalow next door.  The branches of  the yew would have overhung most of  what remained as back garden for the bungalow - and the branches of  the tree had now grown in compensation over much of  the width of  the Briarwood garden.  The other yew was in the Bishop’s garden, by the hedge, near to the proposed Atrocity.

The council’s attitude towards trees appeared to change abruptly in the mid-1990s, and this appeared to be due to a new tree officer automatically sanctioning demolition when it was suggested.  The Accused’s map appears to have been lost and The Accused could not readily lay his hands on his own copy.  Records of  specific protection orders had apparantly been lost.  The new official, in any case, considered that protection orders and the automatic protection within conservation areas was inoperative - that the council could rescind them any time it chose.  A fair number of  the council’s own trees had indeed become infected by fungus, roots had become damaged by roadworks or became less effective because of the covering of land by tarmac and carpark.  Ferocious storms had become more usual and trees and branches were now being more commonly blown down.  There was a greater tendency than before for the cunning to exploit accidents with disproportionate insurance claims and therefore also there were increasingly prohibitive insurance charges.  New buildings were being constructed near to trees.  There were also scare stories that roots of  trees damaged buildings.  The Accused’s investigations in connection with the Ratae’s Atrocity Protest confirmed however that there was no evidence for this.  In fact not even modern buildings such as Ratae’s Atrocity or alleged Barratt Hutches which do not have foundations but are built on platforms under which it might be expected roots could proliferate seem to be unaffected.  It was also fashionable for alleged experts employed by loggers to declare trees as ‘diseased’ when infected 

with sawfly larvae or other organisms which trees exist to support and which do not endanger the tree.

The new policy came into public view and led to protests when the council proposed to demolish a large number of  trees on New Walk, which is noted for its trees.  If  the possibility of  trees being potentially dangerous, then perhaps this cannot be denied.  But when The Accused surveyed which trees the council had proposed to demolish on New Walk and which not the position or condition of  the trees did not seem to be a factor that had been taken into account.  Several trees were selected which were young, in perfect condition and which could not fall into any building.  It seemed rather that the commercial value of the wood was the criterion!  The Church Commissioners appeared to be very keen on demolishing trees.  They had prior to Ratae’s Atrocity already demolished several on the Springfield Road site without explanation.  They eventually demolished the Bishop’s Oak.  A large branch had previously become torn off but the tree was not considered by investigators to be diseased or dangerous.  There was a suspicion that this was commercial opportunism.  Later the pine trees were demolished.  The tree officer claimed that these trees were too near to The Atrocity.  In fact, they were several yards from a garage rather than the Atrocity itself, a garage which The Accused had argued was unnecessary - because architects had allegedly concealed that a garage already existed (which led to a suspicion that the commissioners intended to demolish this listed structure and build another house).  The preservation of the pines had been part of the package when the council eventually approved the Atrocity.  The officer, when told this, informed The Accused that the fact that the trees were tall was sufficient reason for demolition!   There had to be suspicion of  this episode.  The Church Commissioners employ commercial loggers to demolish trees and they employ the alleged experts who provide any reports to justify the fellings.  The new tree officer did not seem to be botanist or landscape gardner, appeared to know nothing about trees and was not aware that these were the most protected trees in Leicester.  He had allegedly not even seen them.  The Church Commissioners own another site, adorned with trees, on a Springfield Road elsewhere in Leicestershire and this may have been the wrong site!  The wood was without blemish and of considerable commercial value!

Trees have also become endangered because of goverrnment legislation encouraging what they call ‘renewable sources of energy’.  These supposedly reduce ‘green house gases’, that is to say, carbon dioxide emission and supposedly diminish the ‘greenhouse effect’ and ‘global warming’.  Perhaps so.  Coal and oil are ‘renewable’.  If trees or plankton are given several hundred million years under the ocean then perhaps they can renew the supplies of  coal and oil.  The main source of ‘renewable energy’ is trees and plants.  The theory is that the trees are cut down and new trees are or can be planted.  Trees, when they are burnt, emit carbon dioxide.  If  they are not chopped down they eat carbon dioxide and excrete oxygen!  Railway companies and power companies have demolished tens of  thousands of  trees.  Supposedly they might fall on power lines.  They don’t.  It would not matter greatly if they did.  In fact, they protect the pylons and power cables from wind.  It is true that trees do sometimes blow down in storms - but this is because they also break storms.

The Accused was also worried that the Atrocity might encroach upon the Bishop’s pond, the breeding place for the hundreds of frogs which inhabited the Springfield Road gardens, frogs originally introduced as tadpoles by the Bishop’s gardener.  The pond was to remain and it is alleged that local frogs and tadpoles have more to fear from herons than for pond shortage.  But there ensued emergency pond construction in the Briarwood garden.  The Accused started digging in a location where he supposed that the water table would be three feet under the ground.  Under the proposed atrocity it proved, at that time, to be so.  But in the Accused’s garden there had been much increase of topsoil on account of  deposits of leaves.  The Accused was surprised to find bluebell bulbs as deep as four feet under the ground.  Some of these were transplanted to Springfield House.

The pond may or may not have now in part extend below the water-table, but at that time The Accused had a plan to line the lower part of  the pond with bricks sealed together with concrete.  Bricks were obtained from skips.  Builders would enter houses and knock down walls or knock down washhouses and build house extensions.  Residents have also let themselves be persuaded to allow builders to ‘waterproof’ cellars.  This involves removing the valuable blue bricks from the floors of  the cellars and replacing them with a plastic sheet. In other words, they are constructing a pond!  There were in fact previously gaps between the bricks and there were also spaces below the bricks.  There were instances of  cellars becoming flooded, but this ‘waterproofing’, if succesful, would lead to pooling of  water falling downwards rather than rising upwards. 

However, The Accused’s friend William Shakespear, perceiving that he was a powerful youth and The Accused a weak old man, took over the digging and a different design, which is still evolving, ensued.  Frogspawn had every year since been deposited by resident frogs and through The Accused procuring it from other ponds.

The Accused argued that the Church Commissioners should not build the Atrocity.  Instead they should buy 29 Springfield Road, then for sale.  This would be cheaper, was a bigger building, had an ecclesiastical construction, a room on the ground floor, at the back, which had been intended as or could be used as a chapel and a large garage.  It was preferable for the Church Commissioners to buy this rather than for it to fall into the hands of a rogue landlord who covered everything with tarmac (though it is currently owned by a couple with several children).  There was certainly no need for the Atrocity.  The Bishop’s house, described as having ‘nine bedrooms’ (though under modern terminology any room is called a bedroom), was large enough to hold offices.  There were also existing offices at Church House at St Martins.  But if an office was needed, then the Church Commissioners could start with that as the problem and seek means of  solving it.  The obvious,cheapest and most satisfactory solution was to annex a nearby house.  But the Commissioners did not even consider this.  They were everywhere cluttering their land with buildings and this seemed more a ploy by business consultants to maximise the capital value of the land.  The city planning officials however claimed that if the bishop said that he needed an office they were in no position to deny this (though it was the Church Commissioners, not the Bishop who had hatched the plan).  They considered the proposed building unattractive and inconsistent with local architecture but there was another similar ugly building immediately opposite (and rather uglier), the Health Centre  - and this constituted a precedent.  The council therefore approved the plan (after various amendments to compomise with protesters).  The building was not to be used as a private residence or public meeting place.  The Bishop’s 

wife, until Dr Butler moved on to a different bishopric, used the building as a meeting place for a society promoting understanding and cooperation between different religions (such as Christians, Jews and Muslims, particularly Muslims, who were well represented in Leicester and have been recurrently subject to prejudice).

Catharine moved in to Briarwood as a full time resident in l993.  Lizbeth persuaded The Accused to visit the Jesus Army’s collective worship (followed by a meal) at Springfield House - and The Accused was impressed.  George Byron persuaded The Accused to attend teaching sessions conducted by Victor Shefford, the senior member of  the Springfield Community.  Christian Churches were, as periodically happens, a happy period with inspiration and miracles, though there were to be more routine times ahead and the group of  young people who then joined the Church via the Springfield community were to go through very hard times.  The Accused was attending the inspiring meetings held by the Jesus Army on Sunday evenings at the YMCA or St Matthews Neighbourhood Centre.

George departed for two weeks for evangelism on Trafalgar Square in London.  The Accused was visiting Springfield House more regularly.  Accused-mum was regularly phoning The Accused, increasingly worried that Accused-dad was being given medication that had not been prescribed.  She believed that she was discovering injection marks on his body and reported other suspicious circumstances.  Old people in geriatric wards were apt to be euthanased, that is to say, killed.  At any rate, that was the general opinion - and Accused-mum feared that Accused-dad was being assassinated.  The Accused was also worried.  There was a danger of  Accused-mum’s anxieties causing her to antagonise nurses and of precipitating what she feared.  The Accused decided it was time for him to travel to Cricklewood Hospital and intervene.  But The Accused was not to do so.

Accused-mum phoned up The Accused on May lst l994 to inform him that his father had died.  She feared that she might have been the cause of this. He had collapsed while she was feeding him.  There was perhaps some reason for suspicion.  This occurred on a Sunday evening - when there a disproportionate number of deaths. Accused-dad had been wheeled out after he had collapsed.   Accused-dad was prone to a form of  narcolepsy or collapse in which he appeared to be dead.  This was particularly likely to happen when Accused-mum was fussing and enhancing his anxiety - which appeared to have been the case here. The Accused felt that Cricklewood Hospital was unlikely to have medics of  his own quality, if indeed medics were involved at all.  The Accused had not seen Accused-dad for some time but, by his reckoning, his father had had longer to live.  Diagnosis of  death was not as clearcut as some suppose.  Formerly when a patient died he would lie for some time in a separate room or a mortuary - for at least two hours.  Journalists and the ignorant however roused fury at the possibility of  dead bodies lying around in hospitals and there was now a danger of  a collapsed person being shoved straight into a refrigerator.

The Accused stayed until the early hours of  the morning at Springfield House, with a group of  members of that community, under the supervision of  Jez, lead guitarist of  one of  the Jesus Army bands and a former Springfield Road biker or Hell’s Angel, in the cellar, where Jez had a computer which he used when composing music.  When George Byron returned however he reported to the Accused that he was misusing hospitality, arriving at Springfield House unannounced and walking through the door without ringing the bell or being admitted.  He had on one occasion when waiting outside looked through the letter-boz and aroused anxiety amongst sensitive maidens.  George was not convinced that The Accused had honourable motives in visiting Springfield House so often.  The Accused claims that these criticisms were unfair and that at that time he was even hoping to be baptised (or rebaptised) in August - that month because he wanted to be baptised in a river or the sea rather than a bath, swimming bath or font.  The Accused’s visits to Springfield House were therefore, however, then less frequent and, for a while, also his attendance at the Sunday services.

When the Accused examined his father’s body there was no sign of disease and he looked in good health - but was emaciated.  It looked as if he had been starved!  Accused-dad’s funeral was attended only by Accused-mum and The Accused.

Tiles were blown off the roof of  51 Elford Rise and there were pigeons living in the loft.  A nine year old boy was wreaking damage in the area (with some encouragement from a sixteen year old young lady).  The Council put shutters on the windows of its houses (and also conducted repairs).  51 Elford Rise windows were broken, including the window of  the downstairs living room which was too large and heavy for the Accused to carry or fit a replacement.  Glaziers fitted such windows while holding them with suckers attached to handles.  The Accused had ab initio feared that the front door,  compared with 9 Harley Street, was flimsy.  The boy smashed a hole into the door, supposedly because he wanted to visit ‘his’ pigeons.   The young lady was supposedly encouraging this because The Accused was hardly ever there when, she said, there existed people who were homeless.  The Accused constructed some rudimentary patching on the door and and also constructed some manner of boarding on the large window.  He contacted the insurance company, the Norwich Union, and was told that he would be reinbursed when he produced a bill from a contractor.   The Accused however asked every building contractor in Nottingham.  They all refused to help, saying that they peformed only lucrative council improvement work, were fully occupied and did not need private work.
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