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There existed not only Abergavenny Railway Station but Abergavenny Junction.  Abergavenny Junction was allegedly an ‘army’ railway station or ‘kept open only for the army’.   Its stategical function was to link Mendiff Court with the army intallations in the South of  England.  It has a resplendent signal box on stilts which the Accused felt would be an ideal setting for a novel or a series of detective stories.   In fact, it was taken aboard, under another name, by a Welsh dramatist called Thomas.  In one of  this three act plays the chicken lady carrying eggs to Newport, or it may have been Cardiff, to sell at the market, was caught smuggling betting slips to a book-maker.   Betting was in those days (nominally) illegal.  Accused-mum was the only chicken lady.   She kept hens in a run surrounded by wire fencing, to the side of the house in the direction of the wards (rather than the direction of Rooter’s farm, which borded the site on the other side), between the house and a red-flowering chestnut tree.   She did travel regularly by train to Cardiff and Newport, but not sell eggs.  She sold eggs to ‘the government’ (the Ministry of Agriculture and Food) who had an office at Abergavenny Cattle Market.   The Accused did suspect at the time that she inadvertedly smuggled betting slips.   The Accused knew there was a clandestine betting  syndicate.   He also suspected that the slips were delivered to the bookmaker in envelopes collected in Cardiff which she supposed were to be delivered to a relative of  some local acquaintance.   As far as he can recall, she obtained them from the hospital caretaken and factotum, Mr Vaughan, who lived in the cottage by the gate at the foot of the drive.   The Accused would ask his mother questions such as ‘why exactly  could these envelopes not be conveniently be sent through the post instead of  being sent by an elaborate system of couriers (the ‘relative; supposedly lived in a village a mile from Cardiff.   That would be Llantristant, wouldn’t it?).   Could there be some other explanation.  The Accused’s hints however did not induce her to question the sob-story.

Every second Saturday afternoon, when he was working at Shaftsbury (or supposedly so) Accused dad would get off at Abergavenny Junction Railway Station in his army uniform,  exchange some words with the stationmaster (who, like most in people in Abergavenny, was called Evans) and walk up the hill, alongside Rooter’s field (the one to his right, the one on the left was probably Rooter’s field as well).  On the lower stretch there were some houses and the postoffice (to the left) and the general purpose shop known as Mrs Somebody’s (on the right) scattered along the side.   The postmaster was Mr Evans, but the family running the shop had some other name.   The entrance to Rooter’s drive immediately preceded the Mendiff Court site separated from the lower drive (to the house) by the Vaughan’s cottage.   Further up there was the upper gate and a little above that, on the right, a wooden bus stop andthe entrance to the house of  Colonel Sir Harry Llewellyn and on the left a sign pointing to Llantiliopertoly to which there was supposedly led the road on the left.

The Accused later attended the Llantiliopertoly School on this road, which was attached to a schoolhouse inhabited by the headmaster,  Mr Evans, but the Accused suspected that there was no such place as Llantiliopertoly.   Wales was full of  signs to places which appeared not to exist.   The Accused suspected that when the English cartographers surveyed Wales they would point in some direction and would ask some native, pointing in some direction: “What place is over there?”.   The Native would then answer: “The next village”, “Over there”, “ The rock on which King Arthur sat to eat his fish and chips”, “Don't know”, “The three oak trees in front of the field in which Farmer Jones’s sheepdog had puppies on the day after Megan Jones lost her umbrella”.   This would then be written, in the original Welsh, onto the map and a sign post would be put up.   The Accused would walk miles searching for these places with no success.   There were some houses in the vicinity which may or may not have been Llantiliopertoly but despite the assurances of the natives the Accused suspected that the signs were put up first and the explanations were invented later.  The location of a Welsh ‘village’ was arbitary - it was wherever the Welshman happened to be standing plus everything else within a half mile’s radius.

At the gate, Accused-dad would meet the Accused.   The Accused would not necessarily be deliberately waiting.   It just happened that way.   The two would walk up the drive before parting company and during that interval Accused-dad would utter words.  One one occasion Accused dad informed the Accused that ‘army psychiatrists’ had met to discuss whether it would be appropriate to lift the ban and taboo on ‘homosexuals’ in the army.

The term ‘homosexual’ had  various meanings which were revealed by the context.    It was not understood by the Accused to signify a Public School Boy whose penis was in contact with the anatomy of another Public School Boy.   He had never heard of such a story and would have considered it ridiculous that anyone should consider such an irrelevent activity as of  importance relative to anything.   As a matter of fact, nobody did.   What was important was the more immediately obvious meaning revealed by the context.   It is a phenomenon in sociology or social psychology that the environmental circumstances of the penis should become not merely symbols of  these more important considerations but by the politically unsophisticated substituted for them entirely, even with those to whom the actual meanings referred taking on the penile manipulations that belonged to the cover-story and considering them even the main issue.

One definition of ‘homosexual’ was contained in the policy within all ‘government’ organisations not to emply ‘homosexuals’.   This was accepted tradition rather than government policy and amongst the Public School gerontocracy persisted until well into the l980s.   The operational definition was ‘any male over the age of  thirty who was not married’.   An unmarried man would suddenly find on his thirtieth birthday that,  whether he needed one or not, that he could not get another job.   As a matter of fact, this happened to the Accused.   He had been in no position to get married because his wages and employment prospects had never been high enough.   This would happen therefore those who already faced economic discrimination - within the military officer class, in which parental subsidy in the earlier years was compulsory, the person who did not truely belong to the class and was not subsidised.   ‘Government’ institutions included not only the civil service and armed services but any large organisations or what were in fact large monopolies even if not such on paper, such as the medical or hospital services, that were run by committees that were not democratically elected but manned by what cynics call the ‘matriarchy’ or the Establishment.   The social class to which this referred was always called ‘The Nobs’.    The offices of the Nobs were patrolled by charlady’s who, by Accused-dad’s own admission, had ready access to all national or government secrets.   They were the ultimate thought police, the representatives of  Woman.  Similarly, as Accused-mum repeatedly proclaimed each committee was policed by the much-feared Token Woman.   It could be deduced by a child from these speeches that the Token Woman took no interest at all in the efficiency or effectiveness of the organisation over which the committee committeed (in fact, the entire committee would do very little useful).   She was there purely to guard ideology and the interests of  Woman - the First Law of  Heterosexualism.   Woman was the farmer and men were the cattle.   Woman had no interest in how the milk or meat was produced not in the economics of  the farm yard.    The cattle were merely expected to produce the goods.   But the Token Woman was there to come down like a ton of  bricks if  there was any dissidence against the fundamental rights of woman, to be the farmer while the farm animals served and handed over their produce.    Although being  unmarried at the age of  thirty would be the result of  incomplete social class membership,  it was also taboo for a farm animal not to be owned by a woman.   

Modern feminists will claim that this ideology, which was plainly obvious, makes no sense and cannot be true.    The Token woman was merely a concession to feminism, a person reluctantly recruited but then ignored and given no responsibility and rudely treated as if she was a female stereotype  by the male conspiracy.   Quite so.   This is one of  the secrets of sociology which the author is trying to reveal.   In the case of  Freud’s nurse it was not what his mother wanted that was operative but what his elder brother thought she wanted.   There is within the mind of woman the male stereotype and within the mind of man the female stereotype.   Then by their expectations they impose these stereotypes on each other.   The man would not even dare voice to woman other than what he supposed woman expects and woman would not voice to man other than what man expects.   Genders, like social classes, are educated separately to prevent them comparing notes and there result artificially or socially created roles which are independent and more powerful than the actual identities of  the people involved.   Various social reactions or sequences of reflex behaviour are conditioned to ensure that the artificial entities are not debunked (and the individuals themselves also become dependent on the perpetuation of  the artificial personae).

The term homosexual appeared also in Accused-dad’s declaration that members of the Royal Air Force and Secret Service were required to be ‘homosexuals’.   This is consistent with the previous definition except that such men would be younger than thirty years old.    Accused-dad’s explanation was that such people were without responsibilities to a family and had no family to share their impending disgrace.   The ‘homosexual’ was the property of no woman and was therefore free to serve, without allegiance to any rivals,  the Mother Country.   The Accused felt that what was really meant was ‘expendable’.   Spies and RAF pilots had a greater mortality rate even than concentration camp detainees.

Although the aforehinted defitinition of  spy or RAF homosexual makes sense,  the reader may have scepticism because the label homosexual has rarely been adopted by RAF pilots and appears in the history of spies only after the fairy story is written.   We must here perhaps go back to the more fundamental meaning of ‘homosexual’: inferior or socially inferior.   It is of some importance to give slaves the impression that they are not inferior.   It should not be emphasised to coal miners or to infantry men used as cannon-fodder that they are more harshly treated or  less honoured than people who sit in offices.   Similarly if the cannon-fodder are educated that it is essential to be subject to rigid discipline, to obey orders and never to think for oneself,  it should not be emphasised that that some other category of  people are allowed all these things without being branded inferior.   There is therefore set up a class barrier (known to the author as the homophobic or panphobic barrier) such that internally the values are maintained and all outsiders are regarded merely as having been expelled from the group and as inferior and are viewed in appropriate language and ideology.   However, the group outside the homophobic barrier has its own appropriate language and ideals and regards itself as the norm group and the other as inferior.   Problems arise when homophobic barriers are broken, when a person enters an inappropriate social class or group or where there is leakage of information across the homophobic barrier or separation of  the internal social systems of social classes is not maintained.   Thus, within the infantry, all intellectuals, scientists, mathematicians and poets are ‘homosexuals’ (or some other word supposed by compilers of dictionaries to be equivalent).   The Medical Profession which has a rigid internal discipline and suppression of objective thought and observation has similar attitudes.   The RAF and Secret Service were notorious by the standards of  infantry for their lack of discipline.   They simply organised themselves a different way or behaved as more appropriate to their own situation, but it has to be portrayed to the members of  outside social groups as degeneracy. 

On another occasion when walking up the drive Accused-dad announced that a committee of ‘army psychiatrists’ had discussed whether it was in the interests of  optimum military performance to perpetuate the current prejudice or exclusion of  ‘homosexuality’.   As far as the army was concerned, whatever was determined to be army or military ideology would also be national ideology.   Accused-dad explained that the ‘ban’ on homosexuality was a very recent invention.    In former armies ‘homosexuality’ had no merely not been outlawed but encouraged.   It was considered to improve morale.   The committee’s attention was drawn, he said,  to the case of  Socrates and  Alcibiades.   The accused felt (though did not say) that he would not have supported an argument with a legend which might have some hidden interpretation (such as that Socrates and Alcibiades were considered political allies - which they were and were considered to be).   However, he was also astonished that his father should have proposed a viewpoint that might be interpreted as antimatriarchy.   But no English ‘army psychiatrist’, surely, would even have heard of Socrates and Alcibiades!  (Or, preferably, Alkibiades).   The Accused felt that such talk took place only in the basement of  the Freudian house and that when it was realised that the conversation might leak out to Matron it would be covered up.   Sure enough Accused-dad revealed that it had eventually been decided that in ‘modern war’  the injuries to soldiers were so horrific that were the soldiers ‘homosexuals’ the manner of the death or maimings of their friends might induce them to condemn the existence of war.

This declaration by Accused-dad, out of the horse’s mouth, was repeated on several occasions.   It was also consistent with all else the Accused perceived or was informed.   It is curious that the British population have been so reluctant to admit that public opinions or attitudes have been deliberately manipulated or imposed.   It also leaves a gap in the dictionary as to what was meant by ‘secret’ or ‘secret service’.   Accused-dad was or belonged to the ultimate secret service that  sat high above the world of secrecy or espoinage as generally undertood and which included social psychology amongst its briefs.   George Orwell, an Etonian employed as a propagandist during World War ll, wrote a novel entitled ‘1948’ (sic, not l984).   Readers suppose it was futuristic science fiction.   It is a text book of social psychiatry.  Nobody not familiar with these procedures could have so accurately described them or invented them.   To the Accused it merely describes, accurately, though readers are unlikely to understand them, procedures of which he was from his earliest days aware.

In this context, whether or not ‘homosexuality’ is permissible in the armed services,  the term refers to altruistic emotions.   Investigators will discover that in all male organisations with rigid rules and discipline  (or in male subgoups of  similar mixed gender organisations)  some form of ritualistic sadomasochistic ‘homosexuality’ is usual or invariable.    This is however behaviour which substitutes and suppresses altruistic emotion and breaks down if  the high level of anxiety in such communities is removed.   The reader, who does not suspect for one moment that anything is manipulated, is also under the impression that the ‘prejudice’ against ‘homosexuality’ has been around a very long time and is to be discovered even in the writings of  Moses.   If words are used in a very laissez-faire manner this may be true.   However, homosexuality in the sense understood by modern theorists (particularly medical theorists) was not even invented until the late nineteeth century (by Havelock Ellis).   Moreover, if it is defined as suggesting that the penis of some male between the ages of  fifteen and thirty has been in contact with the skin or external epithelium of some male person (or that some female person has been guilty of something similar), then all surveys prior to l937 suggested that over 98% of  humanity were guilty - and although it has caused some puzzlement and need to revise definitions to stop it linking out, that has been the general trend of observations since.   The reader of  pre l937 degeneracy theory will be astonished that while an extensive list of criminals was regularly recited - all foreigners, inellectuals, men, children and women - homosexuals were conspicuous by their absence or  infrequent mention.   There is an oral tradition of obsession with homosexuality and those most severely affected by Public School Psychosis attended their schools between l900 and l930, but the literature hardly reflects the severity of this obsession.   The degenerates were obsessed with the danger of  degenerates reproducing.   They were therefore to be locked up in single-gender institutions such as Public Schools.   The great terror was that despite the security procedures there would be canoodling between genders.   The repressive measures such as drugs and sterilisation were originally introduced to prevent reproduction not homosexuality.   It was only later that the phobia was transferred.   After all, in the case of male degenerates,  the female, who always selected the best or the winners of the competition, would reject them and they were therefore expected to be ‘homosexual’.

Unfortunately the whole question of ‘homosexuality’ has been so misunderstood that nobody has bothered to peform any meaningful historical research.   It seemed to the author and seems him now that the discussion to which Accused-dad referred must have taken place not during his own lifeetime but in l937 or l938.   The better known ideological commissars did not exert any major influence during the decade that followed.    There was a  need at that time to change ideology or, at any rate, to do so apparantly.   It was now important to be on good terms with Jews, Irish, Poles and degenerates in general.   The previous chief degenerate portrayed in medical textbooks,  Mr Winston Churchill, was now Prime Minister.  His commissars were all degenerates and foreigners.  In the museum of degeneracy all the specimen bottles were hidden away in a cupboard and openly on the shelf only one remained - a new one, imported, with some significant emendations, from Germany (in whose degeneracy theory literature homosexuals of sorts appeared regularly).   The author in the latter l960s was bought by his father a copy of the l965 edition of  Price’s Medicine.   The section on Psychiatry is written by Sir Aubrey Lewis, a ‘progressive’ of  l947, known to the Accused family as ‘Chief Army Psychiatrist’.   His writings turned out to be impregnated with a considerable neurosis about ‘homosexuals’.    The Accused had heard that there were supposedly also ‘heterosexuals’ and searched in vain for any reference to them - not that he was surprised.   The ‘homosexual’ turned out to be a ineffectual person terrified of women, a coward without principle,  an alcoholic and drug addict susceptible to blackmail and likely to catch diseases that affected the nervous system and rationality.   In other words, the homosexual was the typical Public School medical gerontocrat.   But surely he was the ‘heterosexual’ or ideal.   Exactly so.   The heterosexual and homosexual, as understood by the medic or Public School, were exactly the same thing.   It referred the behaviour of people within a hierarchy, to the relationship between upper hierarch and lower.   The Public School social system consisted entirely of these -osexuals.   The upper hierarch could be described as woman or matron and the lower as male or degenerate or homosexual.   But what was relevent was position in hierarchy.   The anatomical gender was irrelevent and any object could be chosen to be victim of the appropriate behaviour or could be nominated Matron or god.  Nevertheless the term ‘hoosexual’ rather than ‘heterosexual’ would be used for social hierarchies which were lower in status and had a relationship with the higher or ‘heterosexual’ social hierarchies that obeyed the first law of heterosexual, with money passing upwards and persecution downwards.   According to the author it was the duty of Sir Aubrey Lewis in l938 to substitute the word ‘homosexual’ for ‘degenerate’ and was himself an overt victim of the thought disorder that this induced.
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