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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).

Accused dad declared also that it was compulsory for members of  the Royal Airforce and ‘Secret Service’ to be ‘homosexuals’.   These men would perhaps be unmarried but they would be under thirty years old.  Accused-dad’s explanation was that the ‘homosexuals’ were without responsibilities to any other individuals or family and had no family to share their eventual disgrace.   Whereas in normal circumstances it was essential for a person to be the property of a woman.   The dependency of  others on his wages made him subservient to the boss.  However in these exceptional circumstances the absence of  such exposure to blackmail rendered him without rival, as was now necessary, in the service of the greater woman, the Mother Country.   The Accused felt that was really meant was that they were expendable.  Spies and RAF pilots had a lower chance of  survival than even concentration camp detainees.

The reader may however object that there is no record or tradition of  RAF pilots having been ‘homosexuals’ and the spies were not revealed to be homosexuals until they were denounced - and then not in objective terms convincingly.   The Author himself is conveying that there may be very little substance in such societal accusations or stereotype fairy tales.   However, here we also have to consider that ‘homosexual’ is a general term for social inferiority.   The King Walrus has all the money and is surrounded by the great harem of nurses.   On the periphery are the inferior walrusses who amuse themselves with each other or by nipping in every now and then and cavorting with a nurse while the King Walrus is not looking.   The big fat and infirm King Walrus, despite all the medical attention, spends all his time in futile lunges in all directions trying to drive off the innumerable degenerates within his line of vision (which is obscured by a great circle of  nurses, a wall fifty nurses thick).  It is sometimes helpful for members of a group to be assured that they are superior or that some other group is not regarded as superior.   It would disrupt the whole of  Walrus society if the King Walrus decided that he would be better off cavorting on the beach and if nobody else volunteered for his job.   It would not be helpful or even just were cannon-fodder or coalminers to be regarded or persuaded that they are regarded and treated as inferior to people who sit in offices.   On the other hand, there is a great deal to be said for sitting in an office and not having to put up with daily enemy cannonfire or  cascading lumps of  coal.   The remedy is to surround the social class which performs these possibly unenviable tasks with a social barrier - known to the author as the homophobic or  panphobic barrier.    The only ideology visible within this barrier is that which is appropriate to the group.   Within the infantry all poets and intellectuals are ‘homosexuals’ or pacificsts. (or some words believed  by dictionaries to be synonymous).   There may be some other group with different ideals.   RAF and secret service officers are, by the standards of  the Infantry,  notoriously ill-disciplined.   Also, the unchallengeable rule that truth and the orders to be obeyed come from outside society  via the boss of superior rank is replaced by personal initiative and people having to think or fend for themselves, often without any specific orders to fit the occasion.   If a person within the infantry is picked out as appropriate for some other group it has to seem to the infantry that he has been disgraced and demoted.   It is necessary, therefore, for the infantry to be told that those with other jobs are inferior and ‘homosexuals’.   Each group needs its appropriate internal values which had hidden from those outside.  Trouble arises when the homophobic barriers break down and there is inadequate separation of  the social classes.   Thus, since the word ‘homosexual’ just means ‘inferior’ or ‘outcast’ it is an appropriate label with which outsiders to regard them but it not an appropriate label from within and there is from within, if the homophobic barrier is maintained, not necessarily any need to conform with the label.

On another occasion, as Accused-dad was walking up the drive he informed the Accused that a committee of ‘army psychiatrists’ had discussed whether to maintain the current army and national ideology that excluded ‘homosexuals’ from functions within the social machine.   Accused-dad explained that the ban on ‘homosexuals’ was a very recent invention.   It had more been the tradition in former armies to encourage ‘homosexuality’.   It was considered to improve morale.   The committee’s attention was drawn, he said, to the case of  Socrates and Alcibiades (in the fifth century B.C.).   The Accused did not suppose that any English ‘army psychiatrist’ would have heard of  Socrates or Alcibiades but was surprised that his father, as had to be the case, had put in an argument contrary to the interests of  matriarchy or the rights of  Woman.   He felt also however that he himself would not have quoted a fairy story, even though it may have been the only way of skating round the Matron’s retribution.   In his view the Alcibiades/Socrates story might just a symbolism for these two being considered political allies (which, it turns out, they were).  The Accused, before he heard the conclusion felt that the ‘psychiatrists’ had been engaging in a futile exercise.   This conversation had taken place in the basement of  the Freudian house where objectivity is not censured by Matron.   However, any conclusions broadcast by this committee would have to be presented to Matron at the top of the staircase and no mention would be made of  their degenerate conversation.   Sure enough, the committee decided that ‘modern warfare’  was so horrific that the nature of the injuries and deaths of soldiers might induce their  ‘homosexual’ friends to turn against the whole practice of warfare (i.e. to become pacifists). 

In the context of whether  it was useful or counterproductive for soldiers to be ‘homosexuals’ the term means ‘atruistically motivated’.  The reader may have discovered that some form of compulsory sadomasochistic and ritualistic ‘homosexuality’ is  common or even invariable in highly disciplined all-male groupings within highly disciplined hierarchical organisations.   This is the ‘homosexuality’ which is not Found Out but nevertheless identified with the ‘homosexuality’ of  which outsiders are accused - though they actually do not participate and are guilty of another crime which is not openly admitted (i.e. the altruistic attitudes).   The Accused’s guess would be that this ‘committee’ met in l938 and that it consisted of  a pro-Churchill general, the actual (regular army) director of army psychiatry,  these two saying very little, with the ‘army spokesman’ being Accused-dad who would have been recently recruited with practical political psychology as one of  his functions, together, possibly amongst others,  Sir Cyril Burt,  John Bowby (who stood to inherit a baronetcy) and Sir Aubrey Lewis, who were more outside advisors with possibly high-falooting military honorary offices, ranks or titles.   Burt and Lewis probably voted against the homosexuals, whereas the others probably abstained and the recorded conclusions,  written by one of  the two army psychiatrists, would have been non-committal.

Homosexuality was invented by Havelock Ellis and like all societal entities was a delusion that became a reality.   The student must however consider its history.   The original primaeval apes, who lived in the Forest of  Arden,  came in two genders, or more or less so, the Monkeys, who were male and the Nunneys, who were female.   These apes engaged in all manner of activities.   It was not possible to define -osexuals in terms of  specific fetishisms.   The modern scientist would have observed within five minutes several thousands of  different osexualities performed by the same individual.   They were therefore entirely degenerate.  However, one day the serpent, who was called Snake Utang, came to them with a story.   The humans were going to cut down the forest and convert it to a hamburger factory.   The days of freedom and plenty were soon to be over.    Only the humans would be permitted a supply of coconuts, because they would be working, whereas there would be no work for apes.  However, they could acquire great riches, lots of videos and fitted carpets and rule the world if  they became actors for the British Broadcasting Corporation.   However, they had better hurry up.   The lions were beating them to it.   They were better at memorising and performing the script.  So those who wished to rule the world learnt the script.   Of course, they might still, while they were off  camera, forget about the script and some might not work for the BBC at all and forget the script permanently.    They might when there still a bit of forest left have been free just to forage around, but it is understandable that on occasion the humans might consider them a nuisance and instruct them to shoot the degenerate apes.

It was not necessary for the psychiatrists to classify degeneracy.   Not only was this impossible, since there was infinite invariation no law and order in degeneracy, but it was a waste of time.   They had merely to shoot any ape that did not perform according to the script.   The degenerate was merely any ape at the other end of the barrel of a psychiatrist’s gun.    Psychiatrists were paid by the body-count.

This meant that there were no osexuals or specified degenerates.   Those who look backwards to the history of the apes suppose that there existed ‘homosexuality’ and that this was to be defined as contact of  the penis of a monkey with the epithelium, skin or dermal appendages of another monkey or  contact between the exterior of one nunney with the penis of another nunney.   They also claim that these particular degenerates were shot in great numbers.   The author finds however that that there still did not exist more than one identifiable behaviour,  the BBC script, and that everything else was everything else.   There was no club of  ‘homosexuals’ obeying a particular set of rules.   There existed only one club.   Apes either belonged to it or they did not.   Those who were shot happened not to belong to the club - whatever they did with their penis so long as they obeyed the rules while the cameras were running was irrelevent.   Moreover,  what was done with the penis off camera, or even on camera, was of no relevence to anything.   It could possibly be used as an excuse when the psychiatrist shot the degenerate, but it had no precise nature or definition and the operative factor was still merely at the wrong end of the psychiatrist’s barrel.   It may be that it was a regulation that the monkey penis had to be used to produce more soldiers and the nunney penis for nothing at all,  but this merely meant that so long as the functions were fulfilled the psychiatrist had no cause for complaint - and, in the case of the degenerate, it was important that they were not fulfilled.

The Accused thus maintains that there was before the mid nineteenth century nothing that could be defined as ‘homosexuality’ and no prohibition against this non-entity.   The reader may claim that St Paul and some previous biblical authorities railed against ‘homosexuality’.    Let us suppose, for argument’s sake, that they did.   The present author is concerned with what Paul called the ‘world’ - the rules of  society and its constituent clubs and in particular the rules of  twentieth century militaristic society.   He still maintains that in that what matters is only the presence or absence of club membership, not what happens in some disconnected other club or in no club at all.   Paul was not concerned with setting up rules and regulations for the whole region of  Grecian culture or  the whole Roman Empire.   He knew very well that this could not be cured by rules and regulations and that their ways were probably necessary for themselves.   However, Paul was worried that the customs of the outside world were inappropriate and unnecessary in his Christian community and a threat to its existence.   They were moreover enacted by the participants in an irresponsible manner with no respect for self or anyone else.   Also, in any society the outsiders or degenerates are apt to be accused and persecuted for what is commonplace.   Paul was in no position to be a dictator but could only hope that his community would take his advice.  If they did then it might be necessary for those who in conscience disgreed to separate themselves.

If, indeed, the BBC did before l850 broadcast nature programmes where the paid actors were apes with club rules that were in some sense ‘homosexuality’  we do not know what exactly the club regulations were -though there do exist in the storeroom some films concerning clubs concerning apes in obscure geographical situations which have been assumed by the Programme Director merely to be primaeval degeneracy - and these rules also apply to all clubs filmed in such locations.   The ‘homosexuality’ which was included in the twentieth century filmscripts involved club rules of a type not previously recorded.

Between l900 and l938 the ideology bureau regularly published a great list of degenerates - Irish, Poles, aristocrats, intellectuals, men, women, children and so forth.   The reader may argue that this contradict’s the author’s argument.  These lists are written if not by a member of the club at least by a member of a club.   The author says that this author would be able to distinguish only between club members and non club members (degenerates) and not a great variety of different clubs with different rules.   It is true that the ideologists might belong to the Military Officer Class whereas some members of an approved club were Working Class.   But in this context Military Officer and Working Class are members of the same club or else there is within the homophobic barrier an internal image of  the working class with which information passing across the homophobic barrier does not contradict (or contradicts only in a manner which causes a reaction which preserves rather than eliminates the status quo).   The degenerates that are listed have all to eliminated - and they have many different names.   The author maintains however that names do not necessarily constitute any distinction.   It does not change the fact that these degenerates are degenerates or only degenerates irrespective of  where they are or were supposedly located.  In any case,  these labels were interchangeable and arbitrary.   A specific definition of degeneracy exists only where there is some manner of admission to club membership.   The Treatment reduces the degenerate to some fixed stereotype role (eg schizophrenic or dead).

Up till l938 in English language  lists of  degerates the homosexual was conspicuous by his rare mention or absence.   Some form of homosexual may appear in German lists.   The Public School boys whose psychosis surrounding homosexuality caused them to be national menace up to the l980s (and then to continue to be so posthumously) were educated between l900 and l930, yet there is very little recorded of their psychosis in literature of that period (other than perhaps that written by matrons or nannies).   If ‘homosexuality’ was to be defined as any contact between the monkey penis with the exterior of an environmental monkey  or between penis of  nunney and exterior of  ennvironmental nunney,  these nunneys or monkeys being aged between l6 or 30 inclusive, it was generally agreed by experts that over 99.8% of apes were guilty.   In fact, similar figures were obtained even after l940 when ideology prohibited such findings and ad hoc terminologies had to be invented to cover it up.   The pre-1938 degeneracy theorists were terrified of  degenerates reproducing.   Therefore they were to be locked up and segregated according to gender in remote institutions, such as Public Schools.   It was to stop this reproduction that the repressive measures such as drugs and sterilisation were introduced.   The  phobia and rationalisation that there was some other excuse was only introduced when ideology was changed in the l940s and l950s.   Male degenerates were expected to be ‘homosexual’.   They were the losers in the competition to be chosen by a nunney as the possessors of  perfect genes. 

In l938 it proved necessary to hide all the bottles containing the variously named identical specimens in the museum of degeneracy in the cupboard, hide or destroy all existing records and to remove all memory that they had ever existed.   It was now useful for Jews, Poles and all manner of  person previously on the list to be allies.  Churchill, who had previously been portrayed in textbooks as the arch-degenerate, had become Prime Minister and he surrounded himself with degenerates.   In their place, on the shelf, was labelled a single specimen bottle, borrowed, with some amendments, from Germany, labelled ‘the homosexual’.  It has been previously suggested that the monkey homosexual or degenerate is a monkey fetishist and that the nunney degenerate is a  nunney fetishist.   This is naive.   We have already discovered that degeneracy is defined in negative terms - what it is not, the club rule that is disobeyed.   The relevent crime is the disobedience of authority.   The matron or supernunny is the authority.  Degenerates of either kind subvert the authority of the nunney or supernunney or of her socially allocated role.   At first instance the corollary that they have an affinity to the monkey, who is identified with rebellion, irrespective of their own gender is an irrelevency but it becomes a relevency when it becomes the condition of  membership of a new club.  The homosexual, after The Treatment,  became The Schizophrenic, which was taken to be the same thing.   Later, in l948, there was some attempt to subdivide the schizophrenic into those who had before treatment been capable of masturbation (ie monkeys), who were schizophrenic, and those who were not so capable (ie nunneys) who suffered from melancholia.   This was a political necessity and also desirable because psychiatrists had two treatments available, the old electroconvulsive therapy and the new tranquilliser - but in practice the diagnoses were interchangeable and all degenerates were assaulted with both drugs and electroconvulsive therapy.

The great progressive psychiatrist of  l938 who is in the present context relevent is Sir Aubrey Lewis, described by Accused-dad and Accused-mum whenever his name was mentioned as Chief Army Psychiatrist (though that is not confirmed by any records examined by the author).   In the latter l960s Accused dad bought the Accused a copy of the l964 edition of  Price’s Medicine (to help with the present work the London Hospital Medical College presented the accused with the l937 edition and other rare relics in l964).   The section on psychiatry is written by Sir Aubrey Lewis.   There are numerous references to ‘the homosexual’.   The Accused had heard that where there were ‘homosexuals’ there were also ‘heterosexuals’.   Dutifully the Accused searched for him or her (though all ‘homosexuals’ were male, which in medical textbooks they invariably were)  but, not that it caused him any surprise, he was unable to discover a single reference.   The ‘homosexual’ however was a weak-willed gynecophobic male with no morals who was addicted to drugs and alcohol and susceptible to blackmail.   In other words, he was the typical gerontocrat of the Medical Profession or  Public School.   But this is the person who is the supreme human being, the male heterosexual (or, at any rate, within his own hierarchy inferior only to the Supreme Matron of the Public School, who is on top of all hierarchies, irrespective of  gender of  the members).   The homosexual and heterosexual are exactly the same thing!   It may come as a surprise to the reader that the male homosexual and heterosexual are the same person.  It should not be so.

   Let us confine the discussion to (Public School) males.   The regulation which the club member, the ‘heterosexual’ must obey is obedience or subservience to the Superbitch.   The degenerate is the person who disrespects the authority of  Superbitch or Nunny.   The concomitant crime of  respect for the Monkey is not of primary importance and in some versions of  this sociology does not exist.  However, as far as Sir Aubrey Lewis is concerned the ‘homosexual’ not merely respects monkeys but he disrespects nunnies.   This somewhat dubious proposition is protected by the ‘homosexual’ being described as phobic of women whereas in fact we know that the definitive behaviour of  the patriarch, the respect for the Superbitch, is in fact a fear or phobia.   It would be more correct to say ‘heterophobic’ rather than ‘heterosexual’ - the Public School Boy fears the person, whether nunney or monkey, by whom he is buggered.   However, we are faced with the proposition that the virtuous monkey seeks chases after the nunney.   How exactly is he to do this?   If we go back to the prijmaeval apes in the Garden of Arden we find there are all manner of characteristics or combinations of characteristics of  nunnies to which monkeys might be attracted - the might havea pretty nose,  be great experts at gin rummy or  have beautifly long nails.   But whatever characteristics or combination of characteristics that might be postulated as the attractive features of the nunney, they or it may be found also in monkeys.   The exception is the relative size of the penile and mammary appendages and the blue patch above the sacrum.   This leads to a few errors, but the psychiatrists can always remedy this by shooting monkeys or nunnies where the measurements are in an intermediate range.   However,  Snake Utang ordered also that apes wear fig leaves over these identifying features.   There exists therefore no possible way in which an ape can distinguish infallibly between monkey and nunney and this is particularly true amongst young apes, in whom the psychology is established, and amongst whom the monkey may sometimes wear short hair as well, as has been usual practice, nunnies.   Attempts were made to remedy this by  the Ideology Bureau providing each ape with a  sign worn round the neck bearing the word ‘monkey’ or ‘nunney’ or the monkey might be provided with a red label and the nunney with a blue one.   Attempts were also made to hang up various uniforms in the tailor’s shop and to condition the apes to clothes fetishism.   But even were it not open for a nunney or monkey to adopt by accident and inappropriate uniform or label or even though the ape might not consider in a particular situation the correct dimensions or colour of the appendages or patches to be relevent or  available,  this attempt to create a distinction was far from foolproof.    The Public School boy who some evening was considering himself to be purporting himself in a manner consistent with duty might wake up in the morning and find himself in bed with a monkey.   So what?  What Society or Matron does not see, as far as she is concerned,  she does not know about?   The genes were nevertheless watching and this caused the Public School Boys much misery.

The apes in the Forest of Arden were prevented from becoming osexuals because of their intellectual limitations.   They did not have available the necessary concepts and language.   The BBC was not only required to induce fetishisms which involved no respect for the other ape as opposed to some inanimate or symbolic fetish.   But they also educated the apes and taught them words.  It was now possible to condition an ape to a word fetishism.   The monkey was conditioned to fetish not the nunney, not even the nunneyhole, but the word ‘nunney’  (the rest being merely the fetishist ritual or procedure, a repetitive set of movements).   Thus the monkey would have written into his cranium to work ‘nunnisexual’ with which he was required to identify and there would be the word ‘nunney’, and beneath it the words, ‘buy her a drink,grovel, and pay her the money’ and the word ‘monkey’, and beneath it word ‘mug’.   There would be another word nearby ‘monkisexual’ together with above it the word ‘mug’ and beneath it the same script as beneath ‘nunnisexual’ but with the word ‘nunny’ in place of  ‘monkey’ and ‘monkey’ in place of  ‘nunny’.   There reader may be under the impression that if does not matter what letters A, B, or C are used as labels in a computer programme - that irrespective of the labels it is still the same.   So there might not appear to be any difference between nunnisexual and monkisexual.   But not so to the monkey.   He wakes up one morning and discovers he is accompanied by another monkey.   He therefore automatically identifies himself as a monkisexual, which internal sub-programme now is also identified with himself.   Or he may merely so wake up in imagination or consider it as a theoretical possibility, even though perhaps immediately to be rejected.   The effect is that there are two internalised dissociated personalities, the monkisexual and the nunnisexual.   The monkisexual is also a monkey and the nunnisexual a nunny.   Neither knows of the existence of the other, yet the nunnisexual persecutes the monkisexual.  In any social interaction,  if the monkey is on top, he becomes a  nunnisexual or nunney, whereas if he is underneath, he is a monkeysexual or monkey.

While the Accused was residing at Mendiff Court, George Orwell, an old Etonian government spin-doctor, was compiling his textbook of  psychiatry, which he intended to call “1948” - the year of its publication.  When the Accused read this work, the title of which had now been victimised by a commonplace typographical error encountered when writing at speed with wordprocessors and Heidelberg Machines, in l984, he discovered that paragraphs of  Orwell’s textbook were word for word identical with his passages in his own unpublished essays!   Maybe the Accused had read Orwell’s textbook, had forgotten about and was unwittingly reproducing material from an unconscious memory - maybe it was because they were both rooted in the same era and had in that period a direct line to the spindoctoring procedures.

Orwell emphasises that human behaviour can be restricted by the limitation of the concepts available in language.   One word is used to encompass several incompatible or  contradictory concepts which are then regarded as all equivalent.   The term ‘homosexual’ which we have discussed is used to signify both the ape which ignores sexual prejudices and stereotypes and the ape that is an extreme ‘heterosexual’ within a community of such heterosexuals, with the type feature that supposedly the homosexual instead of  being buggered by a bitch is buggered by a pig and that instead of  buggering a pig the homosexual buggers a cat.   Their pigs and cats however have the features of the bitches and pigs of  the heterosexual heterosexuals.  Homosexual heterosexuality does not differ from heterosexual heterosexuality and is socially acceptable behaviour (the compulsory means of  survival for the apes to whom it refers), but of inferior social status.   The heterosexual heterosexuals bugger and exploit the homosexual heterosexuals.  It is commonplace for a single word to be used for both some entity which is recognised in society and for some other entity which is degenerate, belongs to apes, and is regarded as not existing.   The word ‘education’ for instance is the term referring to learning through observation of the objective world and through calculation and experimentation, but it is invariably considered to mean the indoctrination of ‘facts’ or of algorithms or routine procedures by a teacher or society, this being bought with money or inborn genetic right and converted in turn to ‘qualifications’  which are then converted into money.    The persecution and prejudice against intellectuals is always directed against those who have been educated in the taboo sense.   Similarly the persecution of  homosexuals or what were known after l969 in the U.K. as gays has always been directed against groups of  people who are not  homosexuals in the approved sense but merely divorced from prejudice and discrimination.

Orwell tells us that ultimately language will be restricted to a single word or concept.  However Orwell discovered this, the mathematician discovers it by a different route.   If a statement reveals two possibilities it reveals more information than if it reveals one.   It is the degree of uncertainty that exists which measures the amount of information.   The perfect society is entirely predictable.   There is no uncertainty.   No information is to be conveyed.   There is therefore the need only for one word which signifies everything.

The author has the task of unravelling the code backwards, translating the societal code with limited or hidden concepts back to the degenerate ape code which includes everything.   This has proved down the ages to be a very difficult task.   The Accused is a degenerate pig.   The only sort of bitches he has regularly encountered are degenerate bitches (female medical students in his era, for instance, were degenerates).    What has been mainly studied  has been the society of  genetically perfect pigs.   If  a terminology is required which refers to both bitches and pigs, then the term ‘man-festishist’ should be used in place of  homosexual or slut and the term ‘bitchtoady’ should be used instead of  ‘heterosexual’.   The Supreme Matron of the Public School is at the very top of all physical and internalised hierarchies.   Public libraries are full of  tomes written by Librabitch who claims that it is the ‘male’ that buggers the ‘female’.   This contradiction with standard  Public School Theory causes no trouble amongst degenerates since they after all are degenerates and do not keep to the rules.  Also makes no difference to the computer program whether the bugger is called bitch or pig.   However, in a particular subclass, the superior hierarch is also identified with the gender that is more degenerate, more possessed with intellectual or cognitive capacities, which in the wife-battering community is traditionally the female.   Also, each ape has both a degenerate and a socialised self and pig and bitch writers are apt to identify the unit of their own anatomical gender with its degenerate version.  It makes no great difference whether the chief of the Army is Lord Kitcher is or Lord Kitchener’s nanny, but, in point of fact, it is the nanny.

There is also some doubt as to whether the apes were simply enslaved by the humans or whether they were saved by the humans from their incapacity to deal with increasing shortages engendered by their habit of breeding like rabbits, said to be a side effect of their disorganised behaviour.  It is also alleged that without the humans the apes might not have had any fitted carpets or videos.   The reader has to decide for itself and the test in modern circumstances is whether heterosexualism creates needs or remedies them.   However, before the humans took over the garden of Arden they were amongst their everyday activities, whether or not they noticed it, eating coconuts.   If there were no coconuts, they might have noticed it, or have eaten melons instead.   However, when the humans took over the only significance from their point of view was whether they had a purpose for humans.   It was the job of the first psychiatrist, Sir Dunce Scotious, to design a control system for the apes which ensured that ape was motivated by the interests of  humans.   Dunce Scotious was the headmaster of the first Prep and Public School and implanted within the cranium of the ape an electronic device called the Grand Matron of the Public School.   This commanded the ape to cut down trees.  One prototype of  this device might be designed so that if the ape did not cut down trees it was given an electric shock and if it did cut down trees it was given a coconut.  As a matter of fact, it could not be as simple as this since the ape was required to present the Grant Matron with coconuts.   However, as society evolved, one ape might be required to cut down pine trees and another might be required to cut down oak trees or to cook the dinner.   This surely meant that there had to a language with differing commands: ‘cut down pine tree, cut down oak tree,cook dinner’.   But there was a way round this.   The ape of a particular class was given in its Him a program specifically for cutting down pine trees or cooking dinner.   To the pine tree ape, cooking was an unknown quantity and degenerate and to the cooking ape, cutting down pine trees was an unknown quantity and degenerate.  Each social class of ape had its own version of what was genetically perfect and what was degenerate but the individual unit or the class was surrounde by a homophobic barrier which concealed from the individual ape that that there were different values within different classes.  The Grand Matron had merely to command - to dish out electric shocks.   It might also seem that when the freedom of the forest was removed the apes might discover a great many requirements and needs that had previously been automatically supplied.   It was necessary for the Grand Matron to ensure that all these differing motivations were subjugated by the Grand Matron to the purposes of the humans - to cutting down the forest.   The same process had to encompass all and every need of  the ape had to be incorporated into an identical concept.   The apes have not yet become fully socialised and therefore verbiage still exists which gives apparantly contradictory names to the same motivational process or the same language is used on differing occasions for what may supposedly be differing motivations.   As a matter of fact, the Supreme Matron of the Public School does not dish out coconuts.  Her continuous aversive electric shocks are accompanied by a continuous supply of  fruit machine tokens.   The Grand Matron then has a second function, within a difference phase of  socialised behaviour,  of ensuring that the tokens are stuffed into the fruitmachines.   The ape is then given a coconut and returns to work.   This device helps in the ape also being conditioned pharmacologically. 

Thus, according to this model, following the Fall of Ape, the humans retained their degenerate qualities but used the apes who were socialised and no longer permitted to be degenerate.   Many previous writers have claimed that this arrangement remains.   That there is a ‘ruling class’ which remains degenerate whereas there is a slave class which is socialised.   The apes, however, surely were conditioned to eliminate degeneracy.   The socialised apes would have eliminated the humans.   The only authority that remains is the Grand Matron of the Public School or the system as a whole.   The distortion created by the homophobic barriers may give the impression that the outside social class is degenerate.  It is a necessary aspect of the mechanics that it does so.   But degeneracy remains only as an evolutionary vestigial feature of the socialised ape.   It is a suppressed aspect of the socialised ape unit and appears also in the remaining inefficiencies and ambiguities within ape language.   There may be periodic revolutions which cleanse particular social classes, but the fact that they are cleansed proves that there were not ‘ruling’.  As Orwell suggested in another work, Animal Farm, the socialised ape does not regain his lost degeneracy by displacing the alleged ruling class but just remains a socialised ape.

It may help the reader to understand the nature of  socialisation if some of the points so far established are summarised.

(i) Apes either have perfect genes and belong to the club or are degenerate.  If  they are club members and only if they are club members they are permitted to ‘work’ by chopping down trees and to eat coconuts.

(ii):  There is a distinction between  ‘objective’ reality as perceived by an observing martian scientist outside the cage or a degenerate entirely outside the cage and the ‘subjective’ reality (or ‘fairy tale’) seen from within by the club member.  The denerate or  Martian describes himself as ‘thinking’ or ‘perceiving’.   These are degenerate entities which do not belong to the club, which is an inanimate machine.   It has a language only in the sense that a computer program has a language.  The degenerate finds it convenient to describe the club or club member as having ‘thoughts’ and ‘perceptions’ or as undergoing other animistic or degenerate processes.   Although this  ‘animism’, or ‘anthroporphism’ is convenient and more appropriate language is not available or may be unintelligible,  the reader must take care not to be misled by it.

(iii): The language in the club’s computer program can refer only what exists within the club.  It is also called ‘orders’ and that is so also where the orders are education in the sense of  what the ape must believe.   These orders ensure that the ape carries out the allocated function.   This ‘language’ is an exact representation of the machine and its workings and of nothing else.   What is not within the club is merely ‘non-existent’, ‘degenerate’ or ‘outside our territory’.   It has no characteristics.  There do not thus exist club words for what a degenerate would call ‘thinking’. ‘perceiving’ or ‘love’  or for anything that does not belong to the club,  though the club borrows the degenerate words to refer to its own processes.  In so far as ‘degeneracy’ has a definition it is ‘that which must be expunged’.   Within the logic of the machine which recognises only what is and not what is potential, this means also ‘that which is expunged’.   Degeneration is that which the universal process of sexuality or buggeration expunges.

(iv):  The club has become subdivided into subclubs or classes, though every unit irrespective of  size is operated by the same computer program.   If there is a computer program ‘switch on mechanical device X’ the same program can be used irrespective of  the degenerate observer seeing in different cases different machines X.    The classes are subdivided into units which are arranged in hierarchies - these functional units being described also as ‘individuals’ or ‘roles’ though they do not necessarily correspond exactly to the mechanical or anatomical units or individuals perceived objectively by the observer.   Each such an unit is a subsystem with it own computer program identical with the overall computer program.

(v): Both the ‘individual’ functional units and the classes are within the mechanism of ‘buggeration’ or ‘sexuality’ relative to each other ‘superior’ or ‘inferior’.   The upper unit or class  ‘buggerates’ the lower.  The buggeration process enacts the laws of heterosexualism that have been described.

(vi):  To the objective observer the upper and lower role may be indistinguishable.   Although the units may be in a different position in hierarchy they have the same relationship to upper and lower hierarchs as units anywhere else.   One patch of grass on a lawn looks much the same as another, irrespective of its position,  irrespective of  the eagerness of bunches of turf to climb up the hill.   Although the machine language in other respects reduces rather than increases the concepts available to the degenerate,  the machine language recognises major differences between upper and lower members of hierarchy which are not visible to the observer.

(vii):    The observer will also encounter considerable confusion in the vocabulary relating to the process of buggeration or sexuality.    Such words as ‘bitch’ and ‘pig’ have supposedly within machine language some absolute designation as well as a purely relative and temporary designation depending on whether the unit is currently buggerating or buggerated.   This is only apparantly confusion.  It is confuses the degenerate, who sees more than he is supposed to see and a defence mechanism which protects the system from the degenerate.

  (viii):   Although it has been stated that what is ‘degenerate’ or ‘not in our territory’ has no form within machine language other than ‘that which does not exist’ or ‘that which is buggerated’,  paradoxically, there may be an ‘image’ within the machine of  the degenerate or degenerate entity.   This is not a representation of  the degenerate or degenerate entity itself  but a ‘delusion’ or the representation of a role within the machine - of  something that is not degenerate.   The process of sexuality or buggeration converts delusion to reality (we have encountered this as the Heterosexualist St George’s Reaction).   The ‘delusion’ is an inferior role within the system itself,  buggerated in a manner to preserve it rather than to expunge it.   Buggeration also converts the actual degenerate into the pre-set role within the machine. 

(ix):  Although we have spoken of a ‘machine language’ or  ‘machine reality’ within the system as a whole, there is within units and within classes separate representation of the entire system or of as much of the  system with which the unit reacts.   [If there are only three roles within the internalised system of an unit then as far as that unit is concerned the entire system consists only of three units though different parts of it are at different times identified with the three roles available].   The reprsentations of the entire system differ from unit to unit.   If  the sub-units were ‘aware’ of this it would lead to destructive buggeration between units and classes.  Instead, however, each unit, irrespective of size, is surrounded by a homophobic barrier (with a cosmophobic barrier surrounding the entire machine).   There is a distortion of information across the barrier that diminishes ‘perception’ of the surrounding disparity.   Buggeration however is not eliminated entirely.   Buggeration is the motive force of  the machine and without it it would be switched off.   Buggeration may destroy or convert but it may also maintain status quo.   It does this because the woman ‘sees’ the man through the separating homophobic barrier as differing from the required role or performance - as a degenerate.   This degeneracy must be expunged by buggeration.   But the homophobic barrier is also constructed so that the buggeration instead of  altering the male unit preserves it as it is.   At any rate, that is the case in an equilibrium situation, though in times of crisis the most inferior units are buggerated out of  the system.

(x):  The British or Public School machine adopted in l938 the term ‘-osexual’ for the machine unit.  The term means merely ‘that which buggerates’,  a reference to the Germans that the entire machine was intended to buggerate (i.e. the unknown German outside the system was to become the definable dead German within the system).   Some would-be objective observers have supposed that there were also supposed to be two types of  machine unit,  hom- osexual and  heter-osexual , the distinction having some absolute or permanent significance rather than referring to the alternative states of the unit of being either buggerating or buggerated.

(xi):  Naive observers suppose further that the ‘heter-osexuals’ are within the system and the ‘homo-osexuals’ are degenerates outside the system.   There does exist such a definition within machine language but also the ‘hom-osexual’ was defined in machine language in terms of characteristics.   A degenerate cannot have characteristics,  and this ‘image’ of the ‘-osexual’ must be a delusion, a role within the machine, which converted to reality through buggeration of  the degenerate.   The degenerate was to accepted within the club and permitted to eat coconuts on the condition that he became the prescribed ‘homosexual’.

(xii):  Failed objective observers have claimed that a hom-osexual is a pig or male buggerated by a woman or bitch and that the heter-osexual is a bitch that buggerates a woman.   If the machine says this it does not lie, but at the same time the notion that there can be a variation in gender of  bugger and buggeree contradicts the fact that what buggerates is woman and what is buggerated is man.   The term ‘woman’ is applied to the Supreme Matron on the Public School who is on top of  all hierarchies, represents the club itself and may be referred to within machine language as The (Rugger) Club.   There is however within the club also a division into two social classes with their own internal hierarchy with all the members of one class being described as ‘woman’ and all members of the other class being ‘man’.   The ‘woman’ hierarchy as a whole buggerates the man hierarchy as a whole and there are cross linkages where a particular woman unit buggerates a particular man unit.   Nevertheless, internally in the female hierarchy the upper hierach, woman buggerats the lower, man, in the context of other buggeration described as woman.   The same ambiguity exists within the ‘male’ hierarchy.   So a unit cannot have an absolute gender as either bitch or pig.  Each unit is male and female, bugger and buggeree, perfect and degenerate.   The terms ‘homosexual’, ‘male’ and ‘degenerate’ are however also synonymous and an inferior subsection of the machine recruited from the degenerates is ‘hom-osexual’!

(xiii):  The outside observer notes however also that the term man or woman (or pig or bitch) are allocated within the machine to signify the nature of the anatomy or decorations surrounding the machine unit.   Within the machine society additional stimuli are appended to ensure there is a distinction between these ‘genders’ which ensures they are correctly identified by the machine computer program which determines the buggerations (though in fact this also means that the machine responds to these additional stimuli and not to what the degenerate observer describes as the ‘anatomy’).   The ‘female’ hierarchy consists mainly of  such ‘anatomical’ females and the male hierarchy mainly of such ‘anatomical’ males.   The upper members of  each hierarchy are also transversely linked to each other, so that there exists a buggeration which conforms with machine ideology both in terms of  functional definitions and anatomical definitions.   The genetically perfect or most perfect males are chosen by  the females who become their ‘owners’  (the term ‘ownership’ being used for transverse linkage). 

(xiv):   There does not exist within the machine ‘reproduction’ in the sense in which a degenerate may use it of replacement by different units.   Instead,  there exists replacement by identical units.   The units with a particular position in hierarchy  give rise to their own replacements.   This process known to the machine as reproduction is another means of purification, of  eliminating degeneracy.   Although all units are perfect, not all are perfect enough to be allowed to reproduce.   Those permitted to reproduce are also those with the transverse linkage or ownership,  there being no such linkage lower in hierarchy,  replacements being the degenerate offspring of  higher units.  This is called ‘latent degeneracy’.  The term ‘homosexual’, which means ‘degenerate’, is thus used also for  the lower reaches of  social hierarchy where the genes are inadequate for reproduction to be permitted.   The general trend of  buggeration is to expel the lower unit from the system or to push it down, though in the upper reaches the buggeration is merely passed down to the next lower unit and only the units in at the very bottom are anatomically buggerated or expelled.   In some circumstances there is wholescale expulsion of  the lower orders and, also, the unit which is to be replaced by its replica is pushed downwards, buggerated and eliminated.

(xv):   As matters currently have been described,  the machine is divided into two social classes which are identifiable in ‘anatomical’ terms or in terms of  machine stimuli as bitch or pig and also relative to each other, via cross linkages, functionally  bitch and pig: the bitch buggerates the pig.   Transverse linkages are termed ‘ownership’ and the owner and owned are directly replaced by replicas, a process called reproduction.   At the base of  both social classes are degenerates or relative degenerates which are described as man-fetishist,  are guilty of some of the definitions of man-fetishist, are not owned  by or do not own another unit.  This pattern however does not necessarily apply to all units too relatively degenerate to be permitted to be replicated.   There exists for instance the Dead Homosexual Syndrome where the treatment cures the degenerate absolutely.   This is an enactment of  the Heterosexualist St George’s Reaction.   So is the buggeration that converts the potential  homosexual into the schizophrenic - where the degenerate is prevented from escape from the existing owner in the sense of  a superior hierarch or woman rather than of  transverse hierarchy.

It is a well known fact amongst degenerates that the identification of the male degenerate with The Homosexual evolves out of the nineteenth century women’s liberation movement.   To the ruling matriarchy, the degenerate or enemy amongst males was the person who supported this movement and thereby threatened the traditional rights, roles, powers and security of  women.   He was a hater of  women and a champion of  the male society outside woman’s monopolistic field of  power.   Prior to that the alleged precursors of  the homosexual were not degenerates.  A degenerate is a person who is not permitted to reproduce.   There was no suggestion that these precursors either neglected their duty nor that any Malthusian measures of  prevention were instituted.   They bred like rabbits.  In fact, also, all degenerates bred like rabbits.  All males were degenerates and bred like rabbits and it was the duty of the female, not the male, to discriminate.

In l938 Britain was gearing itself to buggerate and not to be buggerated by Germans and the Matriarchy, which is traditionally German, substituted for the term ‘(male) degenerate’ and its various previous synonyms not the word ‘German’ (though maybe that as well, or ‘Hun’) but  the word ‘homosexual’, introducing the German  technical word for a British degenerate or aristocrat.   That meant at least that both sides had the same objective.   The word was defined ad hoc according to the context.  Thus the ‘homosexuals’ to be excluded from the army were people who might be induced by humanitarian considerations to become pacificsts.   The ‘homosexuals’ not permitted employment or wages were all those males who at the age of  thirty were without a wife whose financial demands ensured the loyalty of  employee to employer and prevented the workers from going on strike.   The ‘Secret Service’ was compulsorily ‘homosexual’ in the sense of  its members supposedly having no family to share their disgrace or mourn their demise.   According to army psychiatrists,  Royal Air Force officers were also ‘homosexuals’.   They were not in the army, discarded some traditional aspects of army discipline and had a high mortality rate, though if  they reached the age of  thirty they were likely to be married.   The other service always had to be homosexual.   Therefore everyone had to be homosexual.

The Prep School and Public School existed to train military officers.   So they too had to be homosexuals - or, at any rate, not homosexuals.   The term ‘heterosexual’ was rarely or ever used for the non-homosexual.   It implies a relationship between genders more characteristic of  the degenerate classes.   Also, it implies a set of regulations applying to the superior female analagous to those applied to the male (whereas, for instance, the female degenerate was the floozy, slut, virago or frigid bitch who was a man-fetishist with an affinity towards male society and male roles).   The Public School Boy was therefore told that he had to ‘normal’ - a technical term for ‘not degenerate’ or social class stereotype (e.g. the normal homosexual) - in the sense of  Mr and Mrs Blackbird,  Mr and Mrs Lion and perhaps even the patriarch and matriarch.   The seven year old Prep School Boy was none of these and, except in story books or zoos, had never even met Mr and Mrs Blackbird and Mr and Mrs Lion and knew nothing about them.   The whole story was irrelevent to the experiences of  the seven year old Prep School boy.   (A Prep School is a place where 7-13 year olds are turned into Public School boys.  It is the upper class equivalent of  the Childrens’ Home or Rentboy Factory -which would be supervised by Public School personnel, as all institutions were.).  He lived and had lived in a world of nannies and he sought consolation in the secret friendship with other Prep  School Boys.   The imposed ideology was all one of fantasies, images and words, inculcated into the mind with the birch.  Since the criteria of man-fetishist and bitch-toady were incompatible, the Public School boy had within himself an image both of  the man-fetishist and the bitch-toady, differing from each other only in words.   These became two dissociated personalities with the bitchtoady buggerating the man-fetisishist, which contained internally all else of the self other than the few procedures extracted to construct the -osexuals (or them as well, but not in the organised form) and this self was in turn buggerated by the man-fetishist (or the relationship between bitch-toady and manfetishist was the same as that between socialised self and self, or the two -osexuals accused the self that was not an -osexual of  being a homosexual).   These homunculi were identified with the external self and with environmental humans or objects and was itself the -osexuality.   Thus all human motivations were channelled into the one procedure of  buggeration.   This was directed successively down hierarchy until it was ultimately directed against the German. 

The denegerate or outside observer may see the system as a whole, but the ape living within the machine is not aware of  the machine’s working, only the programmed beliefs of the machine.    From the point of view of  the impartial objective observer or degenerate there exists a concept of  an ape being guilty or innocent.   The accusation either conforms to the facts observed from outside looking into the system or it does not.   The apes within the system, however, are aware of  no such distinction.   There exist the ‘facts’ supplied by the computer program and nothing else.   Thus within System Justice the outsider or degenerate is ‘accused’ and the ape within the system is ‘Found Out’ (which also involves a form of accusastion).   In objective (i.e. degenerate) terms the outsider or real self is always innocent and the club member is always guilty, though not in the machine-imposed sense of  the accusation which is involved in being Found Out (which is a conversion of the facts to a form acceptable within the system).   From the point of view of  the club, however, there is no distinction between being Accused or Found  Out and being guilty.   These diagnostic terms mean merely ‘to be buggerated’ and arise from either the Accused being outside the club or the Found Out club member being  at the bottom of hierarchy internally and being nominated as ‘scapegoat’.   He is buggerated or sexualised, which can only take place at the base of a hierarchy - the buggeration being transferred down hierarchy so that the intermittent units maintain their status quo rather than being overtly buggerated.  Buggeration is the conversion of  delusion or expectation into reality (with upward passage of money).

The army psychiatrists of  l940, when discussing military discipline, referred to the battlefield friendship of the legendary Socrates and Alcibiades as ‘homosexuality’.   In that context they meant that they had altruistic motivations (which are degenerate, not orders from above) such that in ‘modern warfare’ they might be induced by the horrific injuries or death of friends to become pacificists.  It is unlikely that Alkiabes or Socrates would ever have heard of  ‘homosexuality’ in this sense or any other known to modern ideology.   However, the military planners meant by ‘homosexuality’ the escape by the unmarried person aged over thirty from the loyalty to the employer enforced by the blackmail of a wife’s demands.  The ‘homosexual’ might go on strike.   In the military officer class a person under the age of  thirty would be dependent on his family patriarch who was owned by woman, the boss or representative of  the Supreme Superbitch or society.   However, the term ‘homosexual’ was also used in another sense as the role suitable for an (expendable) person employed in the Secret Service -without a family to share his disgrace or mourn over his death (or to be embarrassed by lack of a pension when the spy vanished or was publically disgraced).   Here the failure to be owned by a woman did not threaten the loyalty to the supreme Matron but enabled the ape to be dedicated to the Matron to such a degree that he was prepared even to be buggerated, publically disgraced and inserted into history not as a hero but as a traitor!  The spy was thus a degenerate who used his inevitable fate for the good of  the club (which, as a matter of fact, is what degenerates do).   But the term ‘homosexual’ appears also in a fourth sense.   From the point of view of the army, officers in the RAF, who, if  they reached the age of  thirty (which was not abundantly probable) had to be ‘homosexuals’  (‘are’ and ‘have to be’ are not in system language distinguishable concepts) because they are not in the army and dispense with some aspects of army discipline.   The term ‘homosexual’ therefore refers also to the member of  the other service or sub-club (or other person) and, particularly so, where from the point of view of  the ‘observer club’ the ‘observed club’ has less precise orders which require some ‘initiative’ or use of degenerate processes in their interpretation.

The system eventually designed incorporates all the requirements imposed by the army psychiatrists.   In a social hierarchy all motivations are chanelled into the single process of  buggeration which is passed down the hierarchy.   The unit which at any time is buggerating is called ‘female’ or ‘heterosexual’ while the unit which is being buggerated is ‘male’ or ‘homosexual’.   However, intermediate units are by this process not Found Out or  overtly buggerated.   They are merely induced to perform the required behaviour.   The buggeration is passed down to the lowest hierarch who then buggerates (overtly) a German.   This process however also overtly buggerates the real or degenerate self of which the ape once consisted.   When unit A (female) buggerates unit B (male), the unit B contains unit B’s real self, so that the soceital unit A buggerates societal unit B buggerates the real self of B.   This process of  buggerating the real self of B, which takes place  ‘internally’ is the same process as  the buggeration of the lower hierarch C, so there is in fact in intermediate buggerations (ie other than the buggeration of  the environment by the lowest hierarch) an overt buggeration (though internal, separated from other units by a homophobic barrier and therefore not within their machine language) as well as the buggeration that is passed on.

However, there are two hierarchies or trees of hierarchy - one is composed of ‘women’ or ‘bitches’ in a sense which the degenerate might regard as (generally) anatomical or biological (though both hierarchies have at the top the supreme Nanny or Grand Matron of  the Public School).   The other hierarchy consists of (mainly) pigs in the biological sense.  There are cross linkages between the ‘anatomical’ bitches and the ‘anatomical’ pigs.   So within the hierarchies, as regards the vertical linkages, the units are still variably either female or male according  to whether they are buggerating or buggerated.   The buggeration is transferred downwards and the requirement of  killing Germans is fulfilled.   There is no ‘homosexual’ tendency actively sabotaging this.  However, as far as the cross linkages are concerned the upper hierarch, a member of the ‘female’ hierarchy is always female and buggerating and a member of  the ‘male’ hierarchy is always male.   These cross linkages are the basis also of the heterosexual St Georges reaction, the economic system which permits money to circulate.   The upper hierarchs of  either  hierarchy are cross linked into the ownership relationship.   These are full members of  clubs, not the ‘homosexuals’ not owned by woman not bound by the laws of  heterosexualism inherent in the cross linkages which prevent the male unit going on strike.   However, there are also inferior units within each  hierarchy which are not cross linked, who may simply be stored in public schools and temporally degenerate or  may become the ‘homosexuals’ who become ideal spies.   They are ‘homosexual’ because within their own hierarchy they near the base of  the stream of buggeration and more expendable.   There exists a process of  ‘replication’ also called reproduction, but this does not make any difference to the machine.   There is simply replacement on old units by identical new units who for all purposes can be regarded as the same units.   It was a requirement also by the army psychiatrists that all units and subsystems regarded adjacent units or subsystems as homosexual.   This too is fulfilled though the units and systems are protected from absolute buggeration by homophobic barriers.
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