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The Accused, Roland Eric Graf,  was in June l998 handed what was effectively a certificate of  permanent deregistration by the Chairman of the General Medical Council’s so-called Health Section - the first permanent deregistration in history.   The Accused had retired from medical practice in l974.  It had taken the General Medical Council twenty two years to deregister him!   Not until he received this certificate was he informed that the GMC’s lawyer had decided that he suffered from a ‘paranoid personality disorder’, a term coined for the occasion (it means ‘whistleblower’), of which  diagnosis there had previously been no suggestion!  The reader may discover that it is the General Medical Council that should have been deregistered, not the Accused.

The procedure enacted at the General Medical Council is an example of the Psychiatric Kangaroo Court which has its origins in the ‘psychiatric interview’ when this was used to exclude candidate army officers who were not educated at Public School.   It later became a secret procedure within medical schools and the National Health Service, the weapon of a coterie of gerontocrats who tyrannised over the National Health Service and had backgrounds in the Prep School, Public School and l930s armed services.   The obsessions of  this coterie included the preservation of  existing classs prejudices or the exclusive privileges enjoyed by their own class, not being found out (or removal of potential whistleblowers) and  a preoccupation with forbidden sexualities.    The victim is dragged into a court (formerly literally so), informed of no accusation nor of any factual allegation and is ordered to submit to psychiatrists for ‘examination’.   It is known to medics even if not to the general public that once a person submits to psychiatric examination the diagnosis is already made and that the ‘examination’ can have no outcome other than declaration of the victim’s guilt.   He then is exposed to prejudice from all directions and is at risk of  psychiatric assault and permanent physical and mental damage.   The victim is therefore most unlikely to submit to the ‘psychiatric examination’ and realises that it is in his best interests to make himself subsequently invisable.   He is also most unlikely to make any public protest at his victimisation since this would automatically brand him as mentally disordered.   In any case he would be ignored and no procedure to defend against such victimisation exists.

The Accused had in l965 been admitted to the Maudsley Hospital or Institute of Psychiatry in London, as part supposedly of a research project, after having been victimised as a clinical medical student at the London Hospital Medical College on the grounds that he was a Cambridge and not London University graduate and student and that he was not Public School educated but a former state grammar school pupil who had entered via the Cambridge  Open Scholarship System.   These reasons for the victimisation were openly and unequivocably stated.   At the Maudsley, however, the Dr (later Professor) Michael Shepherd and Dr John Steiner he encountered however gave as reasons for the victimisation that he was supposedly Jewish and or homosexual (though the obsessive Public School disavowal in fact did not affect the London Hospital to the degree to which it was found in other Public School infested medical institutions and, in fact, it was also less affected by antisemitism).   Also, despite the fact that the London Hospital was the least anti-intellectual of  London Medical Schools, they correctly alleged that the Accused might find himself without friends and allies within the medical profession because his measured I.Q. was in the upper reaches of that of the ‘university population’ whereas the I.Q.s of medical students were generally clustered beneath those of the rest of that pooulation (and less than was generally considered  the minimum for university entry).   

The doctors claimed also that there existed in the London Hospital  prejudice to an unusual degree because of a traditional association with the armed services.   Again, the London Hospital was not, as they supposed, the teaching hospital most affected by such prejudice and perhaps even the least and it may have been that they were selectively aware of such practices because senior  physicians who disapproved of such practices had drawn their attention to it.   There existed in Britain formerly ‘national service’ and medical training might substitute for such compulsory conscription or begin within the armed services, with the payment for  National Service or a grant from one of the armed services financing the student.   Students who subsequently entered without substantial financial parental support or grants from some potential employers (such as the army) found themselves very severely affected by the restrictions of the Students Grants with their accompanying ‘Parental Means Test’ which victimised students on the basis of  alleged declared taxable income of parents.   It is not generally realised how devastating might be the inpecuniousness of students of that era and that itself became a pretext to justify victimisation and what in many cases became a diagnosis and then, through chronic treatment, a fact of ‘schizophrenia’.   This caused almost a holocaust amongst students mainly from state grammar schools of working class origin, though, of course, none such might be expected in medical schools!   Training in medicine is longer than in other walks of life and also in the conscription era students were generally older than they came to be in the l960s (as well much richer!) and at the London Hospital there was an influential remnant of older students or recently qualified doctors who represented the attitudes of a previous era.   This had also been an era of low standards and excessive emphasis on family and social class criteria.   At the early stages of  clinical training new students were disproprortionally affected by the influence of  a minority of such older reactionaries or extremists, particularly in the context of the political psychology of  Public Schools and the medical profession,  with its identification with hierarchies and supposed superior authorities and with the domination of student affairs by the Rugger Club.

Drs Shepherd and Steiner also claimed that his parents were unwilling to defend him against victimisation or even cooperated with the persecutors because they were themselves afraid of persecution by Nazis on account of previous experiences of his father in Austria.   In other words, the gerontocratic extremists got at the student by persecuting the parents.   Medicine used to be a family concern, or a great family run as a police state dictatorship, entry to medical school being restricted to a considerable degree to sons of doctors.

There had existed attempts, of which the Maudsley Hospital was well aware, also to use psychiatric kangaroo court procedure to drive out women students.   London Medical Schools paid lip service to government policy by granting  entry in limited numbers to categories against whom there was prejudice, such as those with exceptional academic records, people with mathematical talent beyond a capacity to count up to two fingers [actually it is compulsory for doctors to be able to count as many as five fingers!   That is part of the ophthalmic examinatin of patients,  but this may  necessitate public school boys being provided with special training courses], women and possibly even grammar school pupils (though it was generally claimed that prior to the Accused no known grammar school pupil had set foot in a London medical school and the school he attended was generally but incorrectly supposed within medical circles to have been a Major Public School - and is so cited by sociologists who write about class privilege).   Although British medical students are today even predominently women (as they have beeen for a ong time in some other countries)  they were in the l960s unlikely to last long unless they were married to or the daughter of a powerful figure within the medical school.    The victimisation of women presumably did not apply to the Accused, but he was neverless at times abused with exactly the same language with which women had to endure and also had to encounter the type of victimisation of bullying which women encountered frequently and recognised as sexual harrassment (as, as a matter of fact, did male victims!).   It has to be remembered that one of the motive forces in class prejudice were the nursing battleaxes who terrorised the Public School Boys.   They reacted to women students and male grammar school pupils in much the same manner and partly so because both had it in common that they were devioid of the public school gynecophobia or ready domination by superbitches which is part of their homosexuality complex and upon which superbitch power depended.

It would appear therefore that there are a great many charges for which a person might be victimised within the medical profession or which might be the reason for a psychiatric kangaroo court.   However, absurd though it may seem, the reasons are indistinguishable or all exist simulataneously.    The Public School Boy is terrified of the accusation by Matron or woman of  homosexuality.   The Matron accuses the supermoron who in turn expiates his guilt by accusing and beating the normoron (which is the homosexuality) who, in turn, accuses and beats the inframoron.   (This beating is performed with bundles of twigs called ‘fascisti’ which have become the symbol of the congenitally perfect).  In the past, the ‘judges’ at the kangaroo trial were always being threatened by a powerful woman who remained anonymous - such as tea lady - and they thought that they were accusing the victim of sexual licence.   It is not usual for medics to admit to or to discuss kangaroo court experiences although since the members of  tribunals all turn out to act out the ritual in the traditional manner they have presumably all at some time been victims.  In so far as the Accused discussed such procedures with colleagues it emerged that they were much more frequently enacted against women and that, indeed, women doctors seemed invariably to have been on several occasions bullied in this manner.   The ‘judge’ fears that if he does not condemn the victim he will instead be condemned by the powerful woman of sexual inpropriety.    The accused’s father on one occasion when he had been a Kangaroo Judge admitted that there existed no evidence for the accusation of ‘homosexuality’  and that because the victim might sue he was not told of the accusation!   The alternative formula ‘complaints from colleagues’ is sometimes used, though in fact the victim of a kangaroo procedure is invariably uncommonly popular amongst colleagues and patients, well qualified, intelligent and succesful in his work.   There is also routinely some scandal which might leak out via the accused of which scandal all are aware though it is never mentioned.   There may also be the meaningless accusation of   ‘suspicion’ (not actual evidence for) mental disorder.   This is compulsory in GMC kangaroo procedure though in previous versions it was not usually openly voiced, despite the demand for psychiatric examination.   The meaningless and unexplained reference to ‘your problem’ and the assertion that the obviously highly neurotic and frightened tribunal are offering ‘help’ is also comonplace.  However, despite such apparant specific or semi-specific accusations, absurd though it may seem, the accused is always being accused of all the prejudices within the Public School Psychosis.

It is not quite as absurd as it might seem that the Accused is accused of everything and nothing.   In the regulations governing the GMC Health Procedure, there is the requirement ‘ The Screener for Health is concerned that...’.   Although no screener for health has any knowledge of the case and the bureaucrats merely record such a statement without it being fact, this refers to a particular screener for health, the long dead gerontocratic dictator Sir Denis Q Basher Hill.   The reader will note that it is Q Basher who is concerned and not the victim.   It is the gerontocrat not the victim who suffers from ‘mental condition’.    The veteran gerontocrat known as Mr Ernest or Herr Hexen Jager , generally believed to be the leader of the persecutory junta or ‘Christians’(!) on the GMC - with an obsession for victimising people for alleged sexual activity - several times in the l960s informed the Accused that the mental condition was not a mental condition and not even a physical condition but ‘sickness’, a term still routinely used by the GMC Health Section in description of their victims.    He openly admitted that he advocated the use of  psychiatry for ‘non-psychiatric’ purposes and asserted it was ‘sickness’ on the part of the Accused to be allegedly involved with an attempt by Cambridge Psychology graduates at the Maudsley Hospital to expose this!   The reader  might be utterly astonished were he to come to know the degree of abuse doctors obtained from gerontocrats.   They would also be astonished to discover how obvious it was that the gerontocrats were accusing themselves and speaking of  their own ‘sickness’.    This is merely the Prep School Syndrome or the Moron Abuse of the Public School Syndrome - the hierarchically downwards transferred guilt and punishment for the Accusation by Matron.   The various prejudices directed against the victim are subjective and part of the disease and they do not have any reality or logical consistency.    The normoron is just terrified that he will be Found Out (by Matron).

The Accused will argue that the indubitable reason for his being summoned, or supposedly so, by the GMC Health Section in l995 (he actually first attended a committee ‘hearing’ in June l996 was that lawyers were terrified that he might make a public issue of  his disquiet surrounding the manner of his mother’s death at the St John’s and St Elizabeth’s Hospital (not far from the GMC) on August 13th 1995.   They sought to discredit him in advance by peremptory strike with false allegations.   There exists no other explanation of the victimisation and the GMC were sufficiently vary of taking on the Accused not to do so unless they were convinced he was already threatening them - or some powerful woman was threatening the lawyer.   Nevertheless, there could have been no such procedure had it not been set up in  1980 with the purpose of eliminating those with unwelcome social class characteristics from the medical profession.   The procedure as enacted then by Sir Denis Q Basher Hill, or some junta of which he was figurehead,  sought to misrepresent persecution on social class grounds as ‘mental disorder’ and to ensure that the fact that such victimisation or attempted victimisation had occurred would forever more be taken as proof  of guilt.

By selection of appropriate cases, which may well be cases about which there is insufficient information to prove any other conclusion, it can be argued that modern British psychiatry  has very effective methods of eliminating troublesome psychiatric disorders.   However, at the same time, psychiatry to a vast extent condemns and creates disorders in people who have had none before their encounter with medics.   Psychiatry involves the compulsory administration of The Treatment.   It is punitive.   Those threatened with treatment will resist.    Therefore those with power who actually suffer serious disorders - such as the gerontocrats who set up the GMC Health Section - will go free and instead victimise others.   On the other hand, the weak and those unable to protect themselves will be submitted to the Treatment and turned into schizophrenics irrespective of the absence of any previous disorder.   Similarly, the psychiatrist himself is not free to acquit the victim.   The Accused’s psychiatric colleagues sometimes justified the fact that the person exposed to psychiatric examination is always found guilty on the grounds that he might prove to be guilty or be alleged to be so, there would then be a complaint by The Public or journalists and the psychiatrist would be victimised.

Present day medics may be naive enough to suppose that they have a reliable method of identifying  and treating ‘mental disorders’ which have some manner of objective definition and which can be or should be treated.   They might suppose that where psychiatry is used to condemn innocent victims on grounds of race, social class, religion, alleged sexuality, unemployment or  for any other illegitimate purpose this is an unfortunate and unintentional accident.

They are naive indeed!   They believe that schizophrenia, the modern name for the person who appears before a psychiatrist or visits a General Practioner and is plastered for life with tranquillisers, was first described by Krapelin in the nineteenth century.   This could not possibly be true!   Before l848 psychiatry consisted of the mental hospital.   There was no reason for admission to the mental hospital other than homelessness and unemployment.   Presumably some of these homeless people had on admission what would today be regarded as mental disorders but as a matter of fact inspection of records would reveal that there were very few.   There was at that time no cover-up about this.   It was considered the legitimate purpose of psychiatry.   Psychiatric theory was written to identify the mental patient with the person who was refused a living, i.e. the person who belonged to no social class.   The ‘mental illnesses’ as today understood (such as Krapelin’s alleged schizophrenia) generally appeared after the admission and not before and it was not pretended that these particular syndromes were consequence of pre-existing disease.   Under pre-l948 psychiatry the use of psychiatry to provide treatment to those who did not have the required social class or racial origins was not a misuse or side-effect but the essential purpose of psychiatry.   The gerontocracy in l948 did not suddenly reform or suddenly produce a new psychiatry which concerned itself only with mental disorders.  They knew they were still destroying people on those grounds, did so deliberately and within their own circles openly and with ideological fanaticism.  It is true that many modern doctors may have been educated by psychiatrists who were not the supergerontocrats in charge of the social system and were themselves unaware what was going on.   But the junta knew very well and knew very well that it was engaging in a mass suppression of misuses which could condemn them as criminals in comparism to whom modern examples such as alledly  General Pinochet or Mr Milosevic pale into significance.   They however did not tell their students.  Millions of innocent sane people were locked up in mental hospitals and never released - not even after l948 when this practice became a criminal offence.   To avoid the Geronocracy being Found Out mental hospital wards were never visited by doctors or only attended by fakes who were themselves so vulnerable to exposure that they would never expose anyone else (and who could readily be deported or psychiatrised if they squeaked: virtually every   British medical graduate who worked in mental hospitals committed, supposedly, ‘suicide’, (which, after being threatened by a psychiatric kangaroo court is not that unlikely).   This is the great secret which the gerontocracy with its secret tribunals and witchhunts had to conceal.

The Accused had received a summons from the GMC in September l995.  He eventually appeared, for the first of three occasions, before the GMC’s Health Committee, in  June l996.  On the night before he watched on television a film entitled ‘Le Process de Jeanne d’Arc’.  By curious coincidence the pretext for the summons was that the Accused had described himself in a job application as Director of the Joan of Arc Office.   By curious coincidence, also,  the Process of this Joan of Arc closely resembled what turned out to be the GMC’s Health Procedure.   Joan was allegedly originally called Jeanne Pucelle.   According to Antonia Fraser ‘pucelle’ is a French word meaning ‘virgin’ or  ‘maiden’.  It is however more generally supposed to have been the maiden’s maiden name.    After she was burnt at the stake her relatives were er compensated by being awarded various titles of nobility and turned out to be called ‘Pucelle’.   If  ‘pucelle’ means ‘virgin’ therefore, there is some mystery as to her origin.  Pucelle was selected by destiny or evolution to save her country from the Public School.   She had not done this badly but very effectively, but in so doing she created the possibility that the genetically endowed for leadership might not be so genetically endowed at all.  The GMC Court, just as that of Joan of Arc, was provided with a chairman , wearing a dress,  three lawyers and two ‘assessors’ and its language though meaningful apparantly to itself had no representation within reality.   Joan had supposedly obtained her information and orders from God or someone highly placed within his office - but that was superflous and dangerous because God spoke directly to the Pope.   The medical gerontocracy, in common with medieval clerics, supposed that practicalities were sexual deviation and heresy!  Outside the court, the universal opinion was that Joan should have been awarded a medal.

The case against the Accused invented by the GMC’s lawyer,  whether or not there exists such a case, is a smokescreen which hides the true arguments.   To understand the nature of  the Accused’s delinquency, therefore, it is necessary to ignore the lawyer’s palaver and go back in history.   It is an old argument whether God speaks only via the Chief Autocrat or whether it is possible for people to discover or verify for themselves the truth and to discover within themselves a morality based on love rather than destruction of rivals.   In the BG or Biggodist social system of the medievals there is a hierarchy of social classes and there are hierarchies within social classes.   Biggodot determined what a person did and what he believed or what he was permitted to do or believe.    The King or High Priest became possessed by Biggodot or took on the personality of  Biggodot which was then passed on to the hierarch below.   To every person the hierarch immediately above appeared as Biggodot and every person through influence of the upper hierarch herself became Biggodot.  People were the vehicle but there was only one sentient being - Biggodot.

The BG system was however not quite as simple and crude as it appears.    There was a second authority, the devil or  Antigod.   Also, there was a social class which purported itself to the plebs to speak the word of Biggodot.  Internally these Biggodists could be as sceptical or independent as they liked and could come to their conclusions by observation and reason.  But the major ideological offence was to let the cat out of the bag - to reveal to the plebs that the Biggodists used such processes.   The Plebs were told that it was not permissible to think for oneself, or that it was not possible, and therefore it was not to be revealed that Biggodists, mere human beings, used such impossible devices.   That was the crime of Galileo.   The BG system heretic was required to make a public declaration of allegiance to Biggodot.  He was not expected to mean it.   Thus there was in addition to Biggodot, a secret God,  Pantheo, who spoke to every human being individually and operated, if he so chose, via the individual’s own consciousness, reason or observations.

George Bernard Shaw, in his play Saint Joan, considers the case of Jeanne Pucelle.    The ‘official story’ is that Joan received, or supposed she received, her instructions from various Saints who appeared to her in visions.   Shaw at least strongly hints that this was a pretence on Joan’s part.   The  Public School educated aristocracy was not too bright and Joan was merely telling them the obvious.   However, it was necessary for her to state that it was not science that had led her to her beliefs but  personal communication with the supernatural.   Therefore there was a recognition not only of God, as Biggodot, manifesting himself as part of the social class system, but also of God as Pantheo, as speaking to individuals directly.    The voices or influence was proved to be Pantheo through performance of a miracle - though being proved right.  This is a miracle because it was believed that it was not in the natural world, without supernatural intervention, possible.

The BG system was constructed so as not to be excessively rigid and it was possible for a Pleb to be recruited to the Biggodists.  But there were possible hiccoughs.  JC was told that his performance of miracles was proof that he was allied to the devil.  JC answered that it was the Devil’s job to cause mischief or to enhance his worldly interests.  He could not be expected to shoot himself in the foot.   Of course, he might do occasionally.   Even Experts are supposedly occasionally correct, though the present author cannot recall any such instance.  The point is that the person with messages from the supernatural agency to the suspect individual invariably prove to be correct.   The devil might make the occasional sacrifice in order to build up for some more important project, but he can hardly be expected to be shooting himself in the foot forever.   Even if he does, if the information he gives is always correct, there is no harm in heeding it (particularly if it can be independently tested or verified).   There is the further snag that if the alleged Pantheo is right, then the Pope or King, who is possessed by Biggodot, may therefore be wrong.   But according to the Galileo Principle that may not matter a great deal since it is merely necessary to say that the King  is always right and not to examine a particular instance.   The Kaffka Trial, the process whereby a heretic is condemned, is rarely public and it is unusual for there to be any accusations openly admitted to exist even in the secret Kaffka Trial, but where the trial is Public the Accused is unlikely to face the actual accusation openly and is unlikely to be found guilty of  criticism of disagreement with the Biggodist.   That would just alert the Plebs to the fact that it is possible to disagree with the Biggodists or to commit whatever crime of which the witch is accused.   There is instead a pretext or irrelevency (such as Pucelle not wearing the traditional military officer class female uniform).  The irrelevency becomes embedded in great emotion even though it may be nothing at all.

Social scientists may require more information about Pantheo, Biggodot and the Antigod (Boggodot).   This is more easily understood with reference to the modern BB (Big Brother) Program.   A social system imposes upon people a restriction in perception and in scope of  thought.  In fact, within a class system the world is not only seen as the image of the social class’s own prejudices but the class seeks to force the world to conform with these prejudices or limits of understanding.   There is language for a limited set of concepts and reality is seen as composed of  these concepts.   Biggodot is the deity of these misperceptions.  However, there is an extended reality either in the sense that different social classes have different Biggodots or that objective science discovers events and concepts which are beyond the intellectual and perceptual restrictions of the social class.   Pantheo represents this wider reality.   An individual may be embedded in his own class restrictions or he may escape from them and directly perceive Pantheo or some Biggodot which differs from his own.   However, when bound by his class restrictions the individual can only see Pantheo as an object within his own system of prejudices.   Thus the forbidden psychocrimes include objective observation (and democracy, rather than authoritarianism, which depends on objective observation, altruistic morality and reason).   The Military Officer Class can however see Pantheo only as a Biggodot which represents the characteristics of his own class system - Reds under the Bed (which is indistinguishable from fascism or the Public School Boy’s own authoritarianism), Gays-and- Lesbians and long haired looney-left intellectual.   Hence the Antigod.  The propagandist,whether consciously or unconsciously so, does not deny the existence of the taboo.  To him it does not exist.  Its existence cannot therefore be denied.   The concept does not exist.  He condemns instead something else - the accepted behaviour within his own social system but attributed to people who are outsiders or inferior.  This may not succesfully identify the devil.  The devil, however, is not a concept or creature that is part of authoritarian ideology.   The devil, to the pantheist, stands for the beliefs and behaviour which are within authoritarian society compulsory - and therefore in the purely biggodist  society Biggodot is the devil!!

The BG system was not entirely biggodist and a pantheo who represented more humane or scientific values and a devil who opposed them was accepted as existing in addition to the Biggodot, the God who had no place for either.   This is not true of the more modern BB (Big Brother) system.    From 1800 onwards propaganists have claimed and students have believed and repeated that science has destroyed Biggodot.   If  science were to destroy anyone, it would be Biggodot.   Science depends on the concepts which are taboo to the Bigoddist - on individual consciousness, observation and reason.   But what has in fact happened is that  Expertese has abolished Pantheo.    Science can never be dogmatic.  It can never dictate to a person what he must believe or expect him to believe without his being able to verify the facts and arguments.  The Expert however is always right, must not be contradicted and presents no evidence or is universally believed even when his claims are contrary to everyone’s observations or are absurd.   In the BB system there is no devil.   The devil of the BG system is no idiot.  He has a point of view of his own, the individual has the choice of becoming the disciple of  the devil rather than of Pantheo and, if he wishes to avoid suffering in this world, he may be strongly advised to do so!   The ideology of Pantheo is not one of immediate self interest.   It is even the devil and not Pantheo who is described as the supreme authority on earth.  The Kaffka Trial of the BG system was devious in the sense that it only required the pretence of serving what might be described as the devil.   The Kaffka Trial  of the BB system however is the Psychiatric Kangaroo Trial.   There exists only one norm and there is no permitted alternative.  Also there exists no form of acquittal.   The Accused is guilty.   Alternatives do not exist.   In the case of the BG Kaffka Trial there was at least an ambiguity.   There might be few or no cases of open acquittal but the witch did supposedly really bewitch and the claims of the witch had some measure of credibility, even though they were condemned.   It was not that a person was proved to be wrong merely because she disagreed and the actions and beliefs of the witch were not merely symptoms of insanity and nothing else.  The witch was condemned for her alleged or actual actions and beliefs and punished for it but there was not a subsequent life long treatment or destruction of mental apparatus to ensure a manner of conformity within some existing social structure.

The BG system can be identified with an ideology espoused by the British Military Officer Class during the first half of the twentieth century.   Since the Accused was the son of a psychiatrist influential within the army he was familiar with this ideology during  his infancy in the l940s even though by that time all public record of such an ideology was expunged.    According to the Accused’s mother this ideology was the work of the psychiatrist John Bowlby, with whom the accused’s father was associated.    Disciples of Bowlby might be alarmed at such an attribution, considering Bowlby instead as the opponent of  classical reactionary psychiatry.   Particularly, he emphasised the effects of  environment and social influences on human behaviour - which in the world of orthodox reactionary psychiatry is taboo.   Nevertheless, an account of the ideology appears, in language not unlike that with which the Accused was previously familiar, appears in Chapter lll, volume 1, of Bowlby’s ‘Attachment and Loss’ produced in the latter l960s.

Bowlby regards ‘societies’ as being evolved so as to survive in (destructive) competition with other societies.   He understands a ‘society’ to be an interbreeding geographically isolated community.   Since the society has thus evolved, its internal system is ideal for the self-preservation and it is necessary for the society to preserve its internal social class system.   In the language of the Accused’s father in the l940s ‘society is a machine.   The individual is a cog in the machine.   If the cog does not fit,  the machine cannot function and the cog must therefore be discarded’.

Bowlby’s l968 account strongly emphasises the importance of the inborn or ‘genetic’.   This is accordance with the compulsory ideology of  l968 and subsequently but the Accused more recalls Bowlby as emphasising the importance of  the authority system encountered by the child in his own social class - the ‘mother’.  Bowlby was more brought up in a world of nannies and Prep Schools rather than of biological mothers.   If there is an inconsistency such the child being transferred by war evacuation  temporally to the mother of a different social class the child does not develop according to stereotype and becomes useless.   The ideology greatly emphasised also the need for absolute authority on the part of the Mother, not a negotiation between mother and child, and the relationship thus established would be the model for the relationship with subsequent authority figures (within the appropriate social class).

Bowlby in his l968 account suggests also that self-sacrifice was part of the evolution.  The individual recognised what was important to the survival of the group (which might be his own elimination because he was eccentric or inferior).   This seems to be an inconsistency.  That is not how the Accused recollects the ideology.   The Bowlby system is one in which the ‘society’ is a macro-organism.   It is subdivided into groups or social subsystems which operate according to the same principles as the society as a whole.  These social systems are further subdivided progressively, each subdivision being similar to the whole, down to the individual or the particular role adopted at a particular time by the individual.   Not just the system as a whole but every subsystem, including the individual, has evolved so as to survive.   The sub-system or individual however survives in the context of society.   There is a religion of conformity, obedience and fear.   The soldier in World War l  sacrificed himself not out of altruism but because if he went over the top he considered his chance of being shot by the Germans to be only 98% whereas he supposed that if he did not he stood a 100% chance of being shot by a superior officer and, possibly so, immediately.   At any rate, the soldier is obeying orders, which is an essential part of Public School evolution.

Bowlby briefly becomes emotional over ‘animism’ - a term which includes, indiscrimately, belief in consciousness, fairies, God, ghosts, the soul and demons.   These concepts (portrayed as a single concept) can be counterproductive when they interfere with scientific method.  However, medics who were associated with World War ll writings were almost universally prone to emotional and irrational outburts about God, morality, angels and consciousness.   There is a reason for this.   The BB programme openly recognises no Biggodot but, in fact, portrays orders and beliefs as descending down hierarchy just as they do in the BG programme.  In the BB ideology the significance of ‘belief’ is clearer.  Because of the ban on animism there can be no such thing as belief but there is a constant ambiguity within the ideology.   The purpose of the machine is to perform, to act or obey orders.  ‘Belief’ is significant only in so far as it facilitates or his consistent with the obedience of orders.   It is not relevent whether or not there exists evidence for the belief or whether or not it is absurd.   Although belief in Biggodot is officially denied, it is far from clear whence the authority of the Fuhrer’s Nanny arises - though some have suggested that it is embedded in the social system through the genetic construction of individuals.  ‘Genetics’ is a compulsory article of faith in the present day ideology.

The greater part of Bowlby’s book ignores or contradicts the Chapter lll postulates which he claims to be his own discovery.    This is not bizarre.   In former days scientific works frequently were preceded by chapters which proclaimed the current version of militaristic or  neodarwinist ideology and would end with a chapter praising it even where what was in between was in flat contradiction.   This is true even today and entire works supposedly of science may be no more than fascist propaganda disguised in the modern version of eugenics.    This is not noticed, as it is in the older or in foreign works, but it is necessary to sell a book and fascism disguised as pseudo-science guarantees a best-seller and a professorship at a major university.

Nevertheless Bowlby’s initial theoretical or ideological discussion does not go far from disproving the Chapter lll thesis.   Bowlby himself claimed that he was unfamiliar with scientific research with which the Accused was familiar since childhood.   He claims to have been forced to revise his ideas in later life.   There must have been some censorship of information in Public School Society!   Bowlby however at an early stage in the work defines instinct of animals much as the Accused would have done.   It is not revelevent that this definition or the underlying assumptions may  not all be entirely correct.   Instinct was seen as behaviour in animals which was ritualistic and inborn, not affected by example, experience or calculation.   It was concerned with immediate survival and with the ceremonies leading to copulation and with the protection and feeding of offspring.    Instinctive behaviour  appropriate to differing occasions took place in the presence of  different internal hormonal secretions of differing internal chemistry.

The behaviour which Bowlby describes as that of Society or the human operating within the social system resembles instinct.   Modern extremism might assert that this behaviour too is inborn or genetic.   It is however learnt in childhood.   It eventually becomes habit.   Freud’s mentor Josef Breuer describes such behaviour as ‘hypnoid’ (ie not entirely conscious).  He is concerned mainly with behaviour engendered by anxiety or fear.   This is known to be accompanied by certain hormonal secretions.   However, there is also other hypnoid behaviour which is enacted in the presence of  other drugs, chemical agents or alcohol.  In each case an entire personality is precipitated by the chemical, including not only behaviour but characteristic talk, and the behaviour and talk is also originally acquired in the presence of the agent.   Thus socialised human behaviour is automatic and chemically controlled.  Nevertheless, the evolutionary ‘superiority’ of man depends on the fact that he is not entirely restricted to automatic behaviour and that either learning or personal experience or calculation are involved in the construction of such behaviour so that human beings can evolve to be adapted to new circumstances.   The stereotyped socialised behavour, or that of social class, is evolved to ensure short term survival but other behaviour, that which to the authoritarian is taboo, is essential to long term survival.

Bowlby claims to have invented this theory.    In fact, the description he gave of  human society is, in the view of the present Accused, correct and in its original form it was original in the sense that it emphasised societal rather than ‘genetic’ or inborn influences (medics traditionally have a very creative notion of ‘genetic’).  Nevertheless there have existed since at least the early nineteen century similar theories which can be given the general name ‘Degeneracy Theory’.   The term ‘degeneration theory’ is also used, though this may be an example of a common phenomenon of an English term being translated into German and from German back to English  (or American).   There were various versions of  Degeneracy Theory, which was, according to the nineteenth century dentist Eugene (!) Talbot (known also as Eugene Solomon (! ) Talbot ‘espoused by all Medical Practitioners’.   In this he was correct.   Degeneracy Theory was, for instance, built into the constitution of the Asylum Association, which evolved eventually into the Royal College of Psychiatrists, and an obession amongst medics long before it was taken up by Adolf  Hitler and openly became a political ideology.    Degeneracy Theory is Neodarwinist as opposed to Evolutionist.   Evolutionists consider organisms to be continuously adapting to new circumstances rather than engaging in a race towards perfection.    Or, if they are perfect, they are so in relation to only one set of environmental circumstances and therefore obsolete as soon as they are born.   Neodarwinists, who precede Darwin, however emphasise the existing perfection of species in their current struggle for survival and condemn change or evolution as an aberration.   Really, Neodarwinism or Degeneracy Theory, known also as eugenics, is a political theory which justifies the existence of an existing class system or social order.   According to one version of this, from which the term degeneracy theory may be derived,  human beings, long ago, evolved to perfection.   Any variation which is currently visible must therefore be a ‘degeneration’ to a previous and inferior type.   If this is believed, naturally, it is a necessary corollary that all social classes have evolved for their  own purpose and that it is degeneration, or relative generation, for one class to take on the characteristics or functions of another, even where the other class is considered to be superior.    The world will eventually evolve into just lions, but meanwhile sheep, to a limited extent, have to be preserved and have their uses.   There is another version of degeneracy theory which claims that the inferior or ‘criminal’ classes ‘degenerate’ into inferior forms through generations becoming habituated to an inferior form of society.   Degeneracy Theory writings are very confused, with indiscrimate transfer en passant from one version of theory to another.   Also, although inferiority is inborn, the younger generation is always portrayed as degenerate and the older generation as perfect.   There is also, such as in the works of Sigmund Freud, who declared himself originally fully convinced by Degeneracy Theory, confusion with the alternative meaning of degeneracy as ‘sexual behaviour’ - Freud for instance, in his letters to Fleiss, one moment declaring degeneracy to be inborn and the next declaring that is due to adolescent masturbation (which on one page appears as a rare and pathological eccentricity and on another as universal, though never present in women, other than viragos!).

There is associated with degeneracy theory an appropriate psychiatry.    The disciples of Bowlby’s system considered ‘Society’ to be the absolute authority as to what was true or false and as to what had to be done.    If a person was rejected by society or not permitted to earn a living she was therefore guilty of ‘moral deficiency’ and had to be confined to a lunatic asylum, where she would be prevented from breeding.    It may not be clear what is meant by ‘society’ other than that it is the rule of force.    That which was forced on people was always correct!   The person condemned to the mental hospital (pre l948 psychiatry consisted of mental hospitals) was not considered to be suffering from a mental illness is the currently understood sense and indeed the terms ‘moral deficiency’ or ‘moral insanity’ imply that there exists no demonstrable abnormality.   The victim however is abnormal or eccentric in the sense of being rejected and the judgement of the person who rejects is taken to be that of  Society.  
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