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Sigmund Freud in his comparative youth attempted construction of  machine that imitated the behaviour of an ape.  His model attempted to take aboard the discoveries of  Cambridge neurologists such as Sherrington’s reflex arc.   Freud seems to have some strange ideas about nerves.   However, he also speaks of  the machine reducing the environmental object to an inner  image - such as, presumably, reducing a cow to pile of  hamburgers or a degenerate to a schizophrenic.   The mechanism is entirely one of  ‘negative’ motivation.   The ape maintains an inner equilibrium or nothingness.  If  there is a beetroot deprivation or an environmental sabre-toothed tiger, then there is an increase of  neuronal discharge,  as Ziggy puts it, and the objective is to reduce it to the zero or  equilibrium level.   Although porthole matters are not for this model (though as a matter of  fact Freud continuously strays into the porthole),  an equilibrium is generally reported as ammed as a zero and,  as far as the mathematics is concerned, an equilibrium is zero.   It is necessary to have an equilibrium in the model rather than a zero since there might, after all, be a below zero when the cream bun lack reaches a critical and irreversible level.   So there exists only stimulation to be removed, known to the animist as displeasure,  somewhat inappropriately since what the ape thinks is happening or which he ams through his porthole is irrelevent.   However, if a supposition is added to the model of subjective amming experiences a measure of ‘pleasure’ or positive experience can be introduced through the satisfaction of reducing the hamburger deprivation.   Also, supposedly when the ape masturbates the hamburger there is, despite the ultimate relief of the deprivation, signalled by the amount of  neuronal activity, an ‘orgasmic’ increase of  nervous discharge which is interpreted as pleasure.  Well, whatever it means, whatever it is worth and however it can wangled, nowadays the attempt would be condemned because it appears as an attempt to construct a machine mechanism through introspective amming, through porthole vision, rather than through conducting  controlled experiments.   The reader may find Ziggy’s attempt difficult to follow!

Ziggy is being allowed a platform at this stage, however, for quite another reason.   Ziggy speaks often with forked tongue.  He tells us what he is supposed to tell us and leaves us to work out for ourselves what his argument or evidence really suggests.   He also changes the meanings of  terminologies he invents as he grows older.   It not always be best to look at definitions.   But he does eventually cotton on that there is what he calls a Pleasure Principle and a Nirvana (or Death or Thanatos) Principle.   He may not have lived long enough to reach the desired conclusions.  The Nirvana Principle however is that of  need reduction, of  reducing experiences - the ambition of  the goblinoid who runs to the physician for a tranquilliser or reduces the image of  the world to his own preconceived simplicity.   Every author gives this principle a different name.  The learned approach the author to humiliate him with speeches about Existentialist Angst or whatever.   The reader can work it out for himself without absorbing the tracts and terminologies of  thousands of experts.   The term Pleasure Principle may appear in another context as just another name for the aforesaid Nirvana Principle but here it is the exploratory instinct, the motivation to increase rather than reduce experience, the motivation of  the scientist and the degenerate.   Anyway, that is what he would have meant by this terminology had he lived long enough to think it out.

Now for something entirely different.   Accused-dad described himself, as a classification amongst psychiatrists, as eclectic with Adlerian tendencies.   He needn’t have bothered.  In Britain the great majoirty of psychiatrists had no theory whatsoever beyond putting everyone on tranquillisers and inflicting them with electroconvulsive therapy.   There were just one two eccentrics without such limitations.  Now there are none.  However, he explained this ‘Adlerian’ theory of  behaviour or motivation, the alleged inferiority, to the three year old Accused more or less as follows.

The previously quoted Professor alleged that Alcibiades, despite being a persuasive orator, suffered from an inability to pronounce the letter ‘r’.   Furthermore, he was ‘aware of  his own superiority’.   Klein Freddie, Frederick I of  Prussia, was also ‘aware of  his own superiority’ and this gave him the excuse for bossing other people around.   For all we know he really was betterat Freddying than anyone else and those bossed around let themselves be so because they knew it too.   The responsibilities of leadership are another issue.  A goblinoid andy may, however, be ‘aware of  his superiority’ when he is not superior and knows very wel that he is not superior.  He has to get rid of all more skilful or effective rivals.  He does not so much consider his skills or  aptitudes to be superior in the sense that they might be useful to other people but oonsiders himself to be superior in the sense that he must be on top and must use all to put and maintain himself on top.   The goblinoid, of course, does not am such a sentiment - he behaves as if  he wee amming.  A goblinoid is not an amming ape.   This type of  pathology is commonplace nowadays amongst goblinoids and they read their own pathology also into the behaviour of  other persons, such as the people whom they detain in animal reservations and train to perform in television films.   If a parent guides a child, that becomes ‘domination’.   The mother sheep who leads the flock is ‘dominant’.   If an experienced doctor has cured thousands of cases of malaria and instructs a junior how to do it he is the ‘dominant doctor’.   This ‘dominance’ is attained supposedly solely by  buggerating rivals for ‘domination’.   If he then becomes a boss or dominant through destroying all rivals in the rat race then despite his incompetence he has to maintain his dominance by listening to nobody else when he proceeds to dominate.   This pathology may be forced upon the unfortunate goblinoid ape through living in a pathological society in which he has to defend against domination by counterdomination.   Socialisation forces upon him a pathological motivation.   From the point of  the degenerate morality we are trying to identify ape aptitudes should be used through the ape’s own volition for the best use of other apes and not for himself at the expense of  others.   The reader will have encountered such goblinoids who ‘consider themselves superior’ and have forever to prove it by boasting and the humiliation of  others and of  buggerating others when a safe opportunity arises.   Although the notion of  the ‘inferiority complex’ is not particularly directed against this obsession to be dominant, described by goblinoids as a basic instinct,  it does however regard this as an ‘inferiority complex’, though the term ‘complex’ is a misnomer,  in the sense of  being a compensation for an actual awareness of or fear of being ‘inferior’.   It is not an ‘inferiority complex’ however, as commonly thought, to continuously proclaim one’s own inferiority.   That is just dishonesty.

An acquaintance of  the Accused in later years, one Mick Broadhurst, would habitually proclaim: “Roland does not imagine he is inferior.  He is  inferior.”.  He meant that was a matter of social status, not a moral judgement or even one referring to aptitute, but merely a fact of society.   There was therefore no delusion in holding such an opinion.   It was just realistic.   The Accused, from his early childhood, distinguished clearly between societal fact and objective fact.   He did not therefore consider his societal inferiority as his intrinsic inferiority as, unfortunately, many do.   This internalisation of social judgement is another pathology.   It could be preferable to counter this imposed inferiority through a determination to be socially superior.   It does however habitually lead to a Prep School Syndrome with a perpetuity of  being buggerated while buggerating others.   It is better to consider it a prime responsibility of apes to reject altogether the societal concept of  buggeration status. 

Although  Accused dad’s spiel did touch on this psychopathology of  the bully, the main part more concerned this allegation that Alkibiades suffered a lisp.   As far as the Accused recalls Accused-dad did not refer to this ideosyncracy of  Alkibiades.  He did however mention Demosthenes and Churchill.   Demosthenes published great tomes of speeches.   These are called Philippics, because they urged the Athenians to wage war against Philip of Macedonia.   They did, as it happens - and they lost!   According to Accused-dad, Demosthenes suffered a stammer.  He therefore concentrated on this deficiency and improved his enunciation by spending his days shouting down the roar of the waves on the beach.   Churchill, similarly, had a stammer and ended up branded a great orator.   As the Accused recollects it Churchill did have a manner of  stammer.   Churchill was habitually mimicked in his public performances by actors on radio and a stereotyped delivery has passed from actor to actor.   He was not a pompous orator but often sounded and looked more like an elderly professor lecturing students.   His pompous speech about fighing on the beaches and so forth was originally just an address to parliament delineating a serious situation and listing the responses or remedies in a factual manner.  There might thus be at times some hesitation and perhaps, technically, a stammar but it did not disrupt the delivery.  Such examples were intended to illustrate that the ape picks on his deficiencies and amends them into outstanding skills, exceeding his own skills in other directions and the similar skills of  other apes.

Another of  Accused-dad’s examples was that Einstein was supposedly not very good at arithmetic.   This did not seem a good example on the grounds that it was unlikely to be true.   Perhaps he he was not very enthusiastic about arithmetic or told people he was not much good at it.   It turns out that Einstein employed other people instead of a calculating machine.   Mathematicians can, as a matter of fact, perform foolproof arithmetic.   The Accused when in later years he acquired a degree in applied mathematics and theoretical physics also had to develope a capacity to perform arithmetic not merely accurately but rapidly.   This boring, automatically and algorithmically performed skill is learnt when it has to be learnt.  Einstein did not decide to become a theoretical physicist because he made mistakes with his arithmetic.   But there might be some relevence in the story.

The other example invoked by Accused-dad was that of  Lord Byron swimming the Hellespont,  which is a stretch of  water off  Istanbul which was swum by some legendary Greek predecessor.   This was portrayed as compensation for  his having a clubbed foot.   Accused-dad himself identified with Byron in this respect regarding himself  as more built for swimming than long distance sprinting  (though the Accused never saw him perform other than a pedestrian sidestroke).   Had Accused-dad been aware of  it, he might have invoked Byron’s clubbed foot in another context.   According to Byron’s own confessions he was in his childhood confined by his mother into a tortion frame designed by some expert or private practitioner.   This resulted in his spending a lengthy period in isolation confined to this structure.   It had the compensation, however, that it gave him the opportunity, since there was nothing else to do, to read the books in his father’s extensive library.   The result of  this, he reported, was that he read tens of thousands of  books, in over eighty languages, and could quote verbatim from all of  them.   So Byron, on account of  his clubbed foot,  embarked on literary career, compiled dictionaries in the Macedonian and Hungarian languages and and wrote a novel in French.   The isolation caused by this medical treatment may also have been a factor in his becoming in later years more aware of  the value of friendship and the desirability yet unattainability in the modern world of lasting friendship.

The infant Accused felt that his father’s theory was not entirely groundless - but for a reason of  his own.  It has been mentioned that Freud and other students of ape behaviour were extraordinary for their naivety on the subject.   They had to examine in detail what for anyone else was obvious.   The ape who suffers some handicap is denied the facility to hone his skills by simply picking up the routines delivered by teachers and society.   He has to discover himself by  observation, experiment and practice.   This is slower but it also passes through stages which in normal education are leapt-over and may, nevertheless, be questionable.   Also, the end product, not being a learned algorithm to perform known skills, is more flexible and can produce products which the previous conventional method cannot do.   Albert Einstein used to say, quite correctly, that advance in theoretical physics was impeded by the prejudices imposed by education and that it was necessary to think as child.   The skills to which the ‘inferiority complex’ refer are acquired through avoiding education and socialisation.   The compensation for an alleged handicap does not necessarily or even possibly involve the pathological motivation to be better than or to dominate or be superior.   This takes place also on the desert island, though there everything is done outside society,  and the discovery of how to throw the stick does not imply any domination or mastery exerted over the stick.   There is a positive motivation where understanding or  the development of some skill is an end in itself.

Another, related, consideration was added to that of compensation for handicaps - the election of  the outsider as leader.   Napoleone Bonoparte,  an influential French politician and militarist, was a Corsican, a sort of  Italian.   Adolf  Hitler, who engaged in somewhat similar activities in  Germany, was an Austrian.   Alkibiades, in Sparta, was an Athenian.   Churchill was  an American who had for decades been labelled a degenerate.   Gladstone and Lloyd George were Welsh, Disraeli a Jew, the Duke of  Wellington Irish.   These are illustrations picked out because they confirm a generalisation and, without further argument (or an extensive survey), are merely exceptions.   However, the Accused in these early years already knew there was a rule affecting the leadership of groups.   A group of  people consists of a majority who are club members who share common characteristics.   There is a minority who are not outsiders, not full members, or they not be members at all but be accessible to the group.   During the good times the ‘leader’ is always a group member.   However, nobody is prepared to believe that he himself is not the appropriate leader.   The compromise is therefore to pick on the most harmless group member or the one who is least likely to be irremovable or  else what the Accused later recognised as the Kremlin Principle, the oldest and most infirm available.  In such cases no leader is really necessary.   The person so appointed is just a play-actor performing according to a script.   However, during the bad times or when leadership is actually required, the compromise between internal rivalries is to choose an outsider.   The outsider is also the only person who can cope with the bad times.   He does not have the fixed ideas that handicap the insiders.   The principle is the same as that of  the person with the handicap devising the new skill through not being bound within the traditions of a society.

The search for the identity of  the alleged  Two Loves or two rival principals of motivation or of morality  has unearthed various sub-principles but we appear not yet to have discovered  what exactly the two loves are.   This distinction between two loves became a great political issue in the nineteenth century when the medics and their allies were propagandising degeneracy theory as a state religion.  Poets attempt to use language for porthole purposes.   They were in a position to put the argument on paper whereas the scientists were not.   They did not have an available language.   There were poets who conducted the same argument before but the controversy started with Byron’s Manfred.   At that point the poets started being vilified and subject to all manner of  fantastic accusation.   Apes were living in  increasing insecurity.   They depended on their place within society and the stability of  the social system.   For  that they were forced to sacrifice all else.

The title ‘Two Loves’ appears in a work by Sir Alfred Douglas.  These two loves are portrayed as two apes encountered during a walk in the garden.   The author cannot tell the difference between the two.  He has searched through the Encyclopaedia of  Poetic Symbolism with a fine toothcombe but he still can’t tell the difference.   So maybe there is not intended to be any discernible difference!  The work ends with:-

“Call me what you will!  It’s all the same!

“I Am the Love that dare not speak His Name!”

There are various published versions  of  this couplet  though it is even without prompting clear that the last line recites three names of  the  Christian God  who, in this context, is taken as identical with Pantheo.   Pantheo can be deduced, because it openly says so, to be taken as identical to the universal ammer that has previously been discussed.  [The universal ammer ams the whole cosmos, whereas an amming ape ams only her own subjective cosmos].  The  recitation of  three  names of  God also is inevitably  interpreted as referring to the three ‘persons’  of   God.   The author  has to be careful not to pontificate too much what is meant by ‘three persons’  for fear of  libelling the Almighty (which, according to Pascal is injudicious policy) or offending  his followers.   The author does however take this couplet to be a concise statement of  what he takes to be the realistic theory  of  psychological repression.   It is Pantheo or what is  identified with Pantheo that is repressed - objective reality,  love and understanding.   The degenerate or pantheist sees love as a union between all reality in the sense even  of  amming  environmental andies as amming or of ammig the entire universe as amming.   Investigations  by  these pantheist poets concern the  implications  of  this or the problems involved.   How does the pantheist cope with evil or the antigod?

The Accused’s parents had a collection of  Nazi books presented to his father and signed by Nazi dignatories.   Just as the Russian authorities advertised Puschkin as the hero of  their nation,  the Nazis numbered amongst their heroes Gothe and, as a concession to Mussulini, Dante Alighieri.  Both Gothe and Dante were great heros of  the late George, Lord Byron, who by the same token would be England’s greatest hero.   The Accused had noticed that the incription over the gates of  Hell was ‘lasciate ogni speranza choi che entrate’.   What was he talking about?  What should induce people to abandon hope?

When he was seven  years old the Accused, then living in the grounds of  the Warley Mental Hospital,  paid a brief visit to the nearby Brentwood Prep School.  Little boys were wandering alone and desolate on the footpaths of a lawn at the side of  the school.   They resembled the people who in later years were to be found wandering over lawns of  mental hospitals or, suffused with tranquillisers, city streets.   But they had taken no tranquillisers.   All asked the same question:  “Are you a day boy or a boarder?”.   In fact, this was two questions and the answer to each was ‘no!’ - but the Accused felt sorry for them.  They were lonely.   He was belonged to the great world outside and would return to it.  But he did not tell them this.  He wished he could help them.   The gate was open.  But they did not know what was outside and did not know they could pass through it.

The Accused spoke with these little boys one by one.  Why were they walking only on the path?  Was there a rule against walking on the grass?  There was no rule, they replied, it had never occurred to them to do so!  He took them to the little gardens on the lawn and pointed out the trees and the flowers.  You have got a blackbird there, he pointed out, or a wren or a hedgehog and all manner of  arthropods and insects.   They had a great wealth of nature with which to concern themselves.  But whenever the Accused said there was there this or that the reply was the same ‘I never noticed’!

The Accused now felt that this must be the place about which Dante had written.  The prisoners did not know they could just walk out of  the gate!   Over the outside there was written ‘ Abandon hope, all who enter here!’ but over the inside of  the gate there was another inscription: ‘I Am the Love that dare not speak  His Name’.  Perception  of reality had been destroyed through fear.

The quoted couplet written by Sir Alfred Douglas has a long pedigree dating back to Dante’s Inferno.   The version in Byron’s Manfred (which is based on the Christian New Testament as well as Dante) and also a version by Sir Oscar Wilde (in some editions of ‘Vision of  Judgement’) has the apparition of  God also as the apparition of  the devil  (or so it appears to the present writer).   Byron, who is a theoretical philosopher as well as a poet, discusses this more openly without the reader having to work it out for himself.   The devil is God as man sees |Her.  This is consistent with amming theory.   Man has a creative capacity.   Evil is man’s perversion of  good, which in Douglas’s version is explained as a repression of  the ‘true self’. 

Most of  the nineteenth century pantheist poets were not academics like Byron and Douglas and did not engage in contributions to psychological theory.   They  just talked porthole.   There is general agreement however that there is not an ‘original sin’ in the sense propagandised by the authoritarian school.   This allows them to claim that man is born evil and is turned good by the benign influence of society or social authority.   The  Accused later when attending the council Avenue Road Junior School in Leicester noticed in the morning assembly an emphasis of authoritarian doctrine of  the Church of  England.   This does not imply this was an authoritarian school.   A Church of  England orientated daily assembly was then compulsory and despite local attempts at multidenominationalism and a liberal approach.   But traditions were maintained without this being necessarily realised.   This included frequent interpretation of  the works of  St Paul as authoritarianism and propaganda that children were morally naive whereas social authority inevitably conferred on an older person a moral authority to guide the child into moral propriety.   Also, St Paul was depicted as a man of rules and regulations rather than of  Christian or pantheist fundamental principles.   In the practical circumstances Paul faced he had to speak in terms of rules and regulations and of authority, but the view that Paul was a propagandist of the fundamental evil or original sin of  the child and the moral authority or societal authority is a misunderstanding.   The Welsh bishop Morgan (translated into Greek as ‘Pelagios’) was excommunicated for ‘denying the doctrine of original sin’ (for which excommunication Augustine is held responsible).  He did so, in so far as he did so, on the practical grounds that the doctrine gave the bishops an excuse for power and to use religiion for their own ends.   This argument relating to the power of  bishops or temporal authority is valid and, if the doctrine of original sin leads to this then, even if it is not ‘denied’ - since, after all we do not know what it means - it has to be put aside.   The Welsh in the l940s still had a high percentage of  Morganists -  Baptists and Anabaptists (despite the Welsh being often highly authoritarian towards children, or, at any rate, claiming to be).   Although the author does not wish to engage in theological arguments, it might be pointed out that the authoritarians own favourite authority, St Paul, has little truck for baptism as a ceremony for supposedly removing original sin and  insists on the importance of  ‘baptism by the Holy Ghost’.

The Accused in l960 was facing tedious and endless dissesctions of  all manner of animals frozen solid in refrigerators as preparation for entry to Cambridge University.   He accordingly shived off occasionally, supposedly to pursue his studies, to a large room with a French window known as the Sixth Form Library.   Or it may have been on some earlier occasion when he was shiving off, such as some period when taking exams.   So he picked off  the shelf a copy of  the Ballad of  Reading Gaol, attributed usually to Sir Oscar Wilde Bt., though at least parts of it may have been written by Alfred Douglas.   It is more in his style.   At any rate, it was a book containing this work.   The Acused burst into tears because it was all so true!   The theme is “Each man kills the thing he loves.  By all let this be heard!”.   Exactly so!  But nobody is allowed to say so or dares say so!

The Ballad of  Reading Gaol ends mysteriously with ‘Each man kills the thing he loves but each man does not die!”.   The reader may suppose that what Sir Oscar really meant was ‘Nobody dies’, which is what it says, but ‘Some men do not die!’.   Sir Oscar, he may presume, introduced an ambiguity because he had to fit the line into the metre.   Not so!  If the reader had ever been in the habit of  writing this sort of  rhyming verse he would know that the last line is written first.   It is shorthand for some encrypted statement.   The last line may even end up apparantly out of context,  not consistent with the plot that has eventually emerged (such as the termination of  Byron’s Prisoner of  Chillon: ‘Even I regained my freedom with a sigh’.  Why ‘even I’?).  On other occasions the lines penned originally and intended to convey the whole message may appear in the middle of the poem and stand out like a sort thumb.  An example in Tennyson’s Lady of  Shalott (a place in Israel) is “As the moon lay overhead, came two young lovers newly wed.  “The world is full of  shadows said the Lady of  Shalott”. “Each man does not die” stands out like a sore thumb.  Also, it has the defect that those who do not speak the language will not understand it - though unless they are reading it for an exam they won’t read that far anyway.   Between poets the meaning of  these words is quite clear.   They are expecting it and wonder how he is going to do it.  He has gone through the entire poem without mention of  the conclusion of argument and there isn’t much poem left.  It is all in the final five words!  It is very well done!  The truth of the matter, surely is that each man dies.  But..hang on a minute, he has said that each man does not die.  Yes, he has.  He is saying ‘each man dies’ and ‘each man dos not die’ simultaneously!  He is also saying, with reference to the ‘man who has to swing’ (i.e. anyone punished by other people) ‘Do not sit in judgement.  All men are guilty.  You are putting the blame on other people, but will have to live with your guilt all the more!’. [Incidentally, the pseudonym ‘Sebastian Mealy-mouth’ used by the author of  this poem is a cryptogram which requires no degree in English Literature to de-encipher and is explained within the works of  Alfred Douglas].

The pantheist poets put in place of original sin the rejection of  love.  The rejection of love theoriest like the original sin theorist may ask ‘When exactly does this take place?’.   There is no need for the reader to have an answer to this question - whether the original sin is present at the moment of  birth or  whether it emerges later on.   It is however a ‘sin’, a transgression of  the individual herself,  not just guilt and punishment inherited from the first ape in the Forest of  Arden.   The first apes may have set up the circumstances that lead to this ‘sin’ but the indivuals themselves separately also commit it.   It is fashionable however to depict this rejection of love as a particular event - such as Manfred’s rejection of his girlfriend.   Dorian Gray also commits this sin, though he is well on the way at the time.  It is does, however, turn out to be the point of no return when  Dorian’s crimes take on a new dimension.  [The name ‘Dorian Gray’ is also a bit of a joke.  It is a name that might be given a pedigree race horse.  The country squire might tell his visitor ‘Take the seat under the picture of  Dorian Gray!’.  Dorian comes from the Greek ‘dora’ - as in Pandora, mischievously translated by the present author as ‘God’s gift’].   The version best known to the schoolboy is that of the Ancient Mariner’s inconsiderate behaviour towards a seagull.   If the reader is under the impression that Coleridge is a boring poet and that there is not one word about this philosophy in the rest of  his work, she may rest assured that the lines which are regularly quoted were all written by Wordsworth, whose views are well-known!   There was no attempt at deception.  The poem was published as a collaboration with clear indication which poet had written which lines.   Maybe subsequent editors chose to overlook this because they took pity on Coleridge regularly being awarded the lead spoon while Wordsworth was being  presented with the gold medal.

The reader therefore will find that pantheist authorities are agreed that this ‘rejection of  love’ that takes the place of ‘original sin’ leads to a form of death while the ape remains goblinoid or biologically alive.   The ‘death’ however does not provide anaesthesia.   The person who suffers this moral death however  is not provided with anaesthesia.   Instead, he suffers.   There are differences of  opinion, however, as to the details and remedies, if any.

The ‘Lady of Shalott’ is remembered because ‘The mirror split from side to side’.   Whatever is the meaning of  that?  This work concerns social class.   Camelot is the Public School,  full of  boring knights in shining armour.   They depend on the leadership provided by the foreigner or outsider, Lancelot, a Frenchman (or, possibly, he was born in a Lake).  He doesn’t sit around in the castle drinking lager but gads around.  He lives in the real world.  He has no social class.  Nevertheless, when Lancelot fails the whole house of  cards collapses.   While he is gadding around, the Lady of  Shalott, who is a Jewish seamstress, is working on her loom.   This has nothing to do with Penelope who spends all her time knitting a jumper, undoing the wool every night to start again in the morning (so as never to finish and to have an excuse for fobbing off the queues of men after her money).   Working on the loom is the Lady of  Shalott’s job.  She is required to look only into the mirror and not out of the window.  ‘She knows not what the curse may be!’.   She may not do but that does not mean that we don’t.   She wouldn’t know - that would defeat the whole point of  the mirror.   The mirror represents the knowledge of  the world and herself or the understanding or the liberties permitted by her class status.   This is a distorted world or an illusion  - it is not herself but what is required by social ordinance.   The window provides a vision of  the real world.   Freudian analysts will recognise the house within the seamstress is sitting as her body or self and the mirror, which is inside the body, as the self (required) image. Known by their master sometimes as an ego, and the window is an eye or periscope.

The seamstress then hears Lancelot riding by and looks out of  the window - with the consequence of  the mirror splitting from side to side.   She no longer conforms with the required self-image.  She is after Lancelot and not the loom.  Or, at any rate, the loom is no longer the primary objective.  The reader might suppose that Lancelot was an aristocrat and the wrong person for this seamstress.   Perhaps so - but on examination of  the case this does not turn out to be true.   She came from  Shalott in far-off  Palestine.  She was a wog with no place in local working class.   Lancelot was a wog too - from France.   At least, that was his story.   He just turned up.  Nobody really knew where he came from.   He ended up, in Arthur’s absence, playing footsie with Guinevere.   She would have fancied Lancelot.  He didn’t have anyone else.  The story is not really just about men and women fancying each other - it is about the whole question of social class and classlessness.   But Guinevere was not the right person for Lancelot.  The Lady of  Shalott was.   If  Lancelot had got off with this Jewish woman or Arab or whatever she was then there would have been no trouble with Guinevere and Camelot would have survived.  The downfall of  Camelot was that they had no mechanism to cater for the needs and preservation of wogs.  The theme is not easy to handle and the reader may find the episode about the woggess sailing in boat down the river, so that Tennyson could slip in the bit about the world being full of shadows and ending up DOA at Camelot a bit weak.   But the idea is to show how it all appears to the Public School.  They are all there drinking their lager when the DOA package arrives.  They go into a panic:  “A wog!  A wog!  Whatever have we here!  Help! Help!”.   Only Lancelot, himself a wog, looks on impassively, unaffected by the panic.  His comment is that she had a pretty face.   This may seem somewhat trivial.  It is meant to be.  But it fact.  The rest of  the knights when looking at the dead wog (if in fact she is already dead at that time) are unable to see any fact, only their own fear.

In l987 the Accused was subject to an attempt to throw him out of the Leicestershire Chess Association because he won a game against an International Master.   There was nothing bizarre about this but offended against notions of social status.   Actually it concerned an unsung item of  theory which the Accused had originally cooked up ad hoc while playing in the Kettering Open tournament in l973 (in which he gained second place) and, because he liked the look of it, when confronted with the same position he played it again.   The Accused actually had quite a good record against International Masters.   In a party political broadcast distributed to club secretaries the Accused quoted the lines of  Tennyson ‘The old order changeth, giveth place to new and God fulfils himself in many ways lest one good custom should corrupt the world’.   A colleague, John Robinson, pointed out to the Accused, with amusement, that he had forgotten the ‘and God fulfils himself in many ways’.   This sentence is not essential to the argument since the many ways are necessary to enable the old order to be changethed.  But the line emphasises that the argument is directed also against Neodarwinism as opposed to Evolutionism.   The social order represents a restricted reality walled off  from the greater whole - a distorted world shutting off all that is outside.   Its own realities may pro temp be ‘good custom’ and in the short run it may be to resist corruption to keep everything else out.  But in the long run the system ceases to be an appropriate adaptation to survival within its environment.   The internal order is preserved but the previous ‘good customs’ now cause the decay of  the whole.  Tennyson’s speech about the good customs corrupting the world is commentry on what happens after Lancelot fails to annex the Jewish lady and makes a play for Guinevere and the high hopes degenerate into a ‘broken chancel and a broken cross’.

Readers should not suppose that Tennyson was a stuffed shirt because he was a Lord and Poet Laureate.  Poet Laureates quite frequently are poets.   It is not that the rules of suitability do not apply.   If  there was a true blue available he would be appointed.  But there is prior requirement that the Poet Laureate has to be a poet, a requirement frequently respected, and poets are never true blues.  It is just as if  there was an Anarchist Laureate or  Werewolf Laureate.   Class criteria are always used in the final phase of  selection but there may be criteria imposed  when selecting a shortlist which are not those of  social class so that unsuitable candidates sneak through.   That is why doctors are reliable true blues whereas  atomic physicists are not.   When Tennyson was awarded his peerage he was 73 years old.   By then they probably decided that despite his being a poet it was safe and he was too old to seduce any choirboys.   The present author might be awarded a peerage when 97 years old and then posterity would remember him as Lord Springfield.   It might be argued that Tennyson should never have accepted his peerage.   That such honours are regularly awarded to the least deserving and that their existence should not be encouraged.   Maybe so - but the Victorian era was full of iconoclasts - Queen Victoria was one herself - even iconoclasts in the House of  Lords.  A knighthood or peerage may not have carried the stigma it does today.

Tennyson is oft derided since he wrote of  the soldiers involved in the Charge of  the Light Brigade: ‘There’s is not to reason why.  Theirs is but to do and die!”.   The Accused received similar opprobrium whenever he reported that homosexuals were given tranquillisers because homosexuality was regarded as schizophrenia.   He was not saying that he considered it to be schizophrenia or that it should be so.  He was merely  reporting the fact - and the attitudes of  the medics and their gerontocracy who made the decisions.   Similarly, when Tennyson says ‘Theres is not to reason why’ he is not expressing any opinion of  his own.   He does not express an opinion.   He is merely stating the fact.   Upon these soldiers is imposed the character of not asking questions, of merely obeying orders mechanically or of acting as a machine.   The readers are left to form their own opinions.  If  men are forced into the position of  sacrificing their lives in a battle, with no possibility of  doing otherwise, as it happens, there is an argument in favour of  them not knowing too much of what is going on.   But, overall, it may not be very wonderful for people to find themselves in such a position.

So there is a continuing theme of  the rejection of love or of perception of reality or of acceptance of  the full extent or variation of reality being the real original sin.  Moreover it is the social order or social system that suppresses.   This suppression maintains a rescricted or artificial reality within society and therefore, in the short run, maintains the stability of  society or society itself, but in the long run it promotes the corruption and destruction of society.   In any case, it turns out that even in the good times Camelot depends on  Lancelot who regularly strays forth beyond the castle walls to see what is on the other side while the Public School Boys all sit inside drinking lager.   Even in the good times a society is not really a closed system but depends on its interaction with the environment.   It is the degenerates or outsiders, those who represent what is suppressed (or the outside world that is suppressed) who maintain the interaction with the environment and the rest are paracites.     

The theory would appear to be that the universal ammer amms the whole comos not merely intransitively but transitively (or ‘creatively’) and moreover ams andies transitively as amming (or ‘makes them am’).   This amming andies as amming is ‘love’.   It would appear to be that an amming Alice can only am as aming intransitively - that it would be a mistake or delusion to am a barbie doll as amming.  This is not logically tenable since all that is ammed is!   Love for the Alice however is also amming andies as amming.   Further the ape’s amming of andies as amming  unites with the amming as amming of  the universal ammer.  Pantheists - the degenerates who espouse this doctrine - are notorious for inventing godlets for every andy on earth.  A teacher of  the accused at grammar school, a Mr Holmes, had a favourite witticism, ‘The Romans had a god for everything.  If they had had bicycles, they would have had a goddess punctura’.  That is despite their being pantheists!   The verses of  pantheist poets are also full of godlets.  This is misleading however.  All that is meant is that the puncture on the bicycle or  the tin of baked beans is ammed as part of  the universal amming.  Under this formula Socrates may in fact make a special case of  Alcibiades or be more aware of  his love for Alcibiades - but it is part of  the universal amming or universal love.  The ‘original sin’ surrounds the amming of  the ape with a wall and the love for the floozie provides a window.  According to St Paul it is not the best window available and he would prefer the wall to be demolished altogether - but it is window all the same.

The modern version of  the inscription visible from outside over the gates of  the Prep School is ‘Each man kills the thing he loves, but each man does not die’.  This does not necessarily mean the assassination of a cherished andie but rather rejection of  the love itself through fear or failure to admit openly its existence.  However, the version reported previously, which appears to contradict, was ‘Abandon hope all educated herein’.  This ‘hope’ was studied by McKenzie and Bowlby at the Tavistock Clinic.  It turns out that there are three stages of  ‘maternal deprivation’ (i.e. socialisation).  The first, supposedly is stage of open protest.  The second, is clandestine protest.  The victim is apparantly resigned to the Prep School but then becomes visibly more cheerful during vacations back at home.  The third stage is full acceptance of  the values of  the Prep School, the authority of  the Headmaster  and the status values, carrots and punishments of  the Prep School and the objective of  existence is The School.   When the values of  the Prep School are accepted entirely, when the ape is entirely goblinised,  there is said to be ‘no hope’.  ‘Hope’ is a lingering awareness of  the self, reality and values that have been left behind.   Byron in Manfred comments on this ‘hope’ and supposes that the abandonment of  all consideration of an alternative to the Prep School depends on the absence of evidence of  any alternative.   There is  no reason to believe that escape is possible.   ‘Hope’ is a fantasy.   Manfred however is not completely goblinised.   The totally goblinised do not see a notice on the wall declaring ‘There is no hope’.   If this were to happen, or if the andy knew what the notice meant, then the concept of hope would still exist and, therefore, hope.  The objective of education is for hope to be absent, for the socialised ape not to know that such a concept exists or that any reality exists or ever has existed other than that of  the Prep School.

Sir Alfred Douglas (who, because his family were notoriously accident prone, was later the Marquis of  Queensbury) however precedes his definition of goblinisation by the flippant ‘Call me what you will, it’s all the same’.   Since this is his contribution to the argument - what precedes is painting - it presumably means something and is not just slotted in to provide a rhyme.  The reader may be called ‘Wang Ho’ by her Chinese cousin,  ‘Wendy’ by her mother, ‘George’ by her sister and ‘Pig’ by her brother.  But it is not news that Wang Ho, Wendy, George and Pig are synonyms - that it’s all the same.   However, it may be that according to her friend she is Ms Supergibbon, accordiing to the chap round the corner ‘Baby-eating black bastard wog’ and according to the editor of  the Sun Newspaper a five legged Venusian spider whereas the editor of  the Mirror supposes her to be a  centipede from alpha centauri.   Then, even if  they call call her ‘Judy’ they are each when using that name referring to something else, their own private perception of  her.  If now it’s all the same, this would be news - but that, through exclusion of alternatives, is what it must all be about.   According to Sir Alfred  the antigod or antigods are the goblinised ape’s distorted view of  Pantheo seen through a thin hole in the wall.  The goblinised ape when he addresses Pantheo, may address his as George, McMoriarty or  Mr President, but whatever the name, he is referring to the antigod or partial antigod.   Yet, we are led to believe, it’s all the same.   Or if  the ape is addressing one of  a a committee composed of the gods of  bicycles, canned lager, nuclear physics and coconuts engaged in a punch-up on a round table on Mount Olympus, it is still the same.  The explanation of  this is that all that is relevent is this ‘love’, whatever it may be,  which is always addressed to Pantheo.

The Accused, however, when, somewhat late in the day, he was first informed of  his opinions by Lord Alfred, assumed he was referring to The Accusation.   The reader will recall that an ape club or society is a self contained and self-consistent reality surrounded by the homophobic or cosmophobic barrier which shuts off  the real world outside, with which it is not consistent and which belongs to Pantheo and the means whereby it might be perceived or ammed  (which also belong to Pantheo).   This society may, like a colony of bacteria in a bottle, flourish andt then die.   But it if it is to surive it depends on the outside world and its communication with the children and degenerates who live in the wall and look both ways.   The club could expand or just mind its own business, but in practice it undergoes goblinised corruption.  It clears the children and degenerates from the interface.   It can push them off into the alleged void outside, to which they do not necessarily object, though the society would not know about that (it depends what is immediately available outside) or they may draw the degenerates or children within and enrol them into the Prep School.   When the degenerate still lives in the wall it is ‘accused’ by the society by many names - Jew,  sheepshagger, Commie, Bin Ladin, schizophrenic or seven faced wog.   If the degenerate is drawn within the society and forced into club membership she will become one of these or some other, perhaps a sheepshagger.   If so, there will be rule book and she will  behave exactly according to the formula, to the smallest detail.   However, while she is still a degenerate, she will not conform to any of  the names by which she is called.   These accusations will be the goblinised image of  some aspect of  the real world outside or to some behaviour or capacity not represented within the club.  But since the goblinised society is abandoning hope it is not aware that such andies exist and instead sees only a vision of  the degenerate, an antigod,  that is an andy that belongs to the society itself.   Not merely is the accusation a fiction but  at the stage when the degenerate still lives in the wall the accusations are made  against the degenerate interchangeably.  He is a  Jew one minute, the next minute a Slimy Arab and then a Sheepshagger.   Later when the degenerate is assimilated into the society one role is adopted and then  the term Sheepshagger is used not only for  the goblinoid she has become but the amming ape that she was - an identity that is to the society unknown and  beyond its understanding.   Thus to be  sheepshagger is both compulsory and prohibited .  Although what is compulsory and what is prohibited is different, the society is not aware of  that.   It is aware only of  what  belongs to itself.    Therefore the  continuous buggeration, a buggeration that maintains the status quo, is a punishment directed against the socially required role itself, which must not be Found Out,  but  is actually a suppression of  the  amming entity.   The alleged Pantheo’s reference to ‘it’s all the same’ was taken by the Accused to refer to the interchangeable antigod-image accusations which are directed against the degenerate or child while she lives still in the wall that surrounds the club.   This is a different  interpretation from the sameness lying within the different antigod peronae assumed by Pantheo - but really it’s all the same.

Posterity appears to have taken aboard the theory that Sir Alfred is referring to a specific antigod.   The Accused asked one hundred and thirty intellectuals what was meant by the aphorism:  “I am the Love that dare not speak His Name”.   They might perhaps have suspected  they were being led into a trap.  Yet every one of  the one hundred and thirty replied that this words referred to Uranus the god of the Public School.   “Are you quite sure?”, the Accused asked.  Where have you heard these expressions before: “I am”, “Love” and  “His Name”.   Still they answered that the answer was Uranus the god of  the Public School.  But surely the expressions “I am”, “Love” and “His Name” are heard regularly from the pulpit at the local church.   Though maybe the occasional sermon is  delivered on the subject of  Uranus the god of  the Public School,  the present author has searched through several shelves of  Collected Sermons and has not found a single one.   However did they come to the conclusion, the Accused asked separately the sample of  one hundred and thirty,  that these lines referred to Uranus, the god of  the Public School.   They had been told so by a literary critic, they replied.   They took the critic’s word to be unquestionable and they had not bothered to read or  listen to the words.   It is true that the Accused, when he first came across this cryptogram,  amongst the now lost ancient editions of  Leicester Reference Library when he was shiving off from school, it was written exactly as it has been quoted.   But still - it is not a difficult problem.

The literary critic  learnt  his interpretation from a previous literary critic and that one from another.   According to the Accused’s researches the literary critics’ delusions stray back to at least l905.   This is somewhat earlier than that the misrepresentation might have been expected on the basis of  the underlying politics.   There is a misrepresentation of all the works of  Alfred Douglas and of  Sir Oscar Wilde Bt. which commences in l905 or previously and has never been corrected.   This is not an unique achievement.  Not only in literary criticism but in everything else, even mathematics,  the same mistakes are repeated over and over again and repeated when answering exam questions for generation after generation, even where the error is glaringly obvious or easily demolished by referring to the original subject matter.   In this case, the 1905 literary critics did at least have the excuse that they had never set eyes on the works of  Sir Alfred Douglas and Sir Oscar Wilde Bt..

There is a fairy tale which tells of  the ultimate origin of  this particular interpretation of  the aphorism to which allusion has already been made in relation to the opinions of  the late Lord Moran, a Scottish Bard.   Perhaps he supposed that the late George Lord Byron had written a work entitled Scottish Bards and English Reviewers.   The author does not know whether the fairy story is fact.   His researches suggest rather that in those days Uranus was not the god of  the Public School.  The god of  the Public School was Pluto, the god of darkness, money and holes.   The whole story is eccentric and anachronistic.   However the story is that the culprit was  not a literary critic but a  lawyer.   The Accused himself has been the victim of  lawyer’s talents at literary appreciation.   It is unwise to cast stones on the intellectual achievements of rivals, but it might be suggested that a lack of perceptivity is an advantage in the accusatory  professions such as lawyering and psychiatry.   “What is meant”, thundered the lawyer, ‘by I am the love that dares not speak its name’ ”.   ‘His Name’, not its name’.   He didn’t know that the lawyer had got it entirely wrong.   It was a waste of time.  If pantheist poets had  been able to convey their sentiments in the langauge of lawyer they would not have bothered to write cryptic pantheist poetry which no lawyer could understand.  There is today no further need for cover stories, the claim about Uranus being so ingrained.  But the cover story which persisted into the Accused’s era was that ‘his name’ refers to the god  Cupido.  Neither Cupido nor his supposed Greek equivalent Eros figure greatly in classical literature, but he is supposedly the character who is depicted with a bow and arrow in Piccadilly Circus in honour of  Lord Shaftsbury, a Victorian philanthropist (sic).   The sculptor supposed this to be a statue of  Charity, but it portrays,in fact, either Hermes or Peter Pan.   The theory is that there are two gods of love.  Venus is a woman and the goddess of  Lesbians.  There is also Cupido, who is a man, and  the god of  the Public School.   There is also Hera or Vesta who is the goddess of safety matches and Xanthippe.   It is a weak cover story.   Cupido is not actually reluctant to speak his name.  It is Cupido... and Uranus the god of the Public School is Uranus god of the Public School.   Sir Alfred Douglas was taken to be Alkibiades and Alkibiades was taken to represent the Public School.

The Pantheists had as a matter of fact never even heard of  Uranus, God of the Public School.   They could hardly be expected to know about every private club or religion.   It was, however, very convenient politically that a declaration that love is repressed which was also a declaration that it should not be repressed should be identified with  Uranus the god of  the Public School.   The Pantheists opposed much that belonged to militarism.   They supported the Labour Party and  Women’s Liberation and, indeed, opposed diametrically militarism itself.   It became a particularly acute urgency to discredit the Pantheists prior to what was known as the Great War.  By persuading everyone that they were unilaterally  promoting Uranus, god of  the Public School,  the militarists or the social system silenced the opposition forever.   The Public School was a secret religion.   They chose for it to be so for their own reasons.    When Superbitch was listening at the door, even though she was the High Priestess of  the Religion, they disavowed it with great vehemence.   This disavowal reached the level of  hysteria and Superbitch was presented with no more powerful weapon.   There is no Accusation more certain to ensue in  buggeration than that of being a worshipper of  Uranus, God of  the Public School.  To be Accused denies also the right to defence or to defend.   There have been recent attempts to rehabilitate the Pantheists but it is done with forked tongue - the fairy stories are taken as assumed fact and the excercise becomes the justification of  the societal religions of which they are Accused.            

It has been suggested that good deeds alone are not enough.

There is no public school rule againstt the worhsip of perfection, which is suffuses the superbitch, but there is a law against venerqaqtion of  the person.  Socrates must not give the impression that Akiabes thinks Socrates is perfect, that it is in the mind and that he actually venerates the prson.

Motivation is the desire to swallow ice cream, an inbuilt attribute or woman or of a machine.  Ethics is conscious decision or  the recognition of right or wrong.  It is not sufficient for the degeneray theorist to say that the individual should not make decisions, for should not is ethics.  He mut day that decisions made by the individual do not exist or that their attributes are insanity or  degeneracy.   Men ethics woman motivation.

Freud claimed his model was based on Sherrington’s reflex arc.

When human behaviour is obsessional, due to fear??

The secrets of  rat psychology were imparted at Cambridge University to Public School Boys.   The reader will have gathered that there exist degenerate public school boys who have been exposed to influences inappropriate to their social class.   Tarzan,  although impregnated with noble genes,  was during his formative years exiled to the jungle.   When he returned to study rat ergonomics he was amongst the pefect who had never seen a rat outside a cage and had met them in coffee houses.   To train the rats and then keep them on the grindstone it is necessary for them actually to be hungry or in need of  nuble rats.  It is necessary to have regular schedules of feeding and copulation interspersed with periods of  need during which they work in the factory.   There has to be a great picture of a sabre toothed tiger on the wall of the factory and  the foreman rat has to stut around dressed in a cat skin purring and miawing.   Ergonomics concens itself only with the maintainance of  need and the exploitation of  need.   But what exactly happens when the rat is not needy or afraid.   Does it just go to sleep, or are there rat coffee houses.   Is there a part-time degenerate behaviour of rats?  Tarzan claims he has hardly ever seen anything else - and this degenerate behaviour defies the psychologist.  It has no easily determinable rules and regulations.

Prosperity of the factory depends on the rats having no time for exploratory behaviour.

