02311STN.JOA Copyright Roland Graf 11.3.02 


Accused-dad felt that at the age of  forty he should be applying for jobs with the new consultant grade but felt that  Dr Nightingale might feel he was deserting.  However, he received encouragement from both Dr Nightingale and his former superintendent, Dr Kimber.  He applied for the post of  consultant psychiatrist in Leicester.   He was called to interview together with an Irish doctor, Dr Sylvia Reid.   There was a need for psychiatric services not previusly provided in Child Psychiatry and Psychogeriatrics.  Before being interviewed the two candidates agreed between themselves that Dr Reid would take on the geriatrics and that Accused-dad would take on the Child Psychiatry.   This may have delighted the interview panel, since psychogeriatrics might have been anticipated as not very popular and the Child Psychiatry was perhaps being used as a carrot to get someone to attend to the geriatrics.   For there to be a separate specialist in each was administratively more convenient.   Accused-dad was initially worried that he had already accepted a post in Sheffield, but nevertheless he was appointed Medical Director of  the Leicester and Leicestershire Child Guidance Services (attached to the then separate City and County Education Departments) with some beds at the Leicester Royal Infirmary.  Accused-dad claimed he was also keeping his hand in with some general medicine.   Accused-dad was paid by the Shefffield Regional Hospital Board but retained some independence from the oppressive and reactionary National Health Service administration through his employers effectively being the Ministry of  Education or local departments of Education or local Councils and the Home Office.

So The Accused was informed that he was moving to Leicester.  “Where is Leicester”, asked the Accused.  He was informed it was in the Midlands.  “Where are the Midlands?”.   The Accused’s parents were surprised at this ignorance.  The Accused informed his parents that British children were not quite as well informed about the political geography of  Britain as were Austrian children.  This gave Accused-dad the opportunity to recite that Lester, written ‘Leicester’ was the seventh largest city in England, or it may have been Great Britain or the United Kingdom, and the richest city per capita in Europe, or allegedly so, except for the City of  London, which consisted of  offices rather than dwelling houses.  It also had the highest nuber of  Rolls Royces per Capita in Europe except for the City of  London.   It included, administratively, the County of  Rutland, the smallest county in Britain except for Middlesex  (West and Central London) which, however, had the largest population.

Leicester was the world’s main centre of shoe production and was famed also for textiles, paticularly so socks and stockings,  and the supply centre for Marks and Spencers, the Saint Michael brand being associated with the local Corah’s factory.   It was also the home of  Imperial Typerwriters, the British United Shoe Machine Company, the Taylor Hobson manufacturers of  optical lenses and the Gent’s clock factory, of  Foxes Glacier Mints,  Bostik, Metal Box, Walker’s Crisps and the Wyggeston School.  The reason for the allegedly hig per capita income was that women found ready employment in its factories and earned an inome in addition to that of  their husbands.    There was formerly an Abbey in Leicester, some remains of  which supposedly remained in the Abbey Park, where Cardinal Wolsey had died and been buried.  Leicester’s largest concert hall and place of  entertainment was named after Simon de Montford, who had been Earl of  Leicester - as had Robert Dudley, the ally of  Queen Elizabeth the First.   The name Leicester arose allegedly from it having been the metropolis of  King Lear.  Charles l had been defeated by Cromwell at nearby Naseby and King Richard lll at Bosworth.   There were amateur theatre and opera companies in Leicester and professional theatres in Nottingham and Coventry.  Leicester was famed also for its central  market at which to his surprise he had found that  the traders already knew he was a doctor.   They had addressed him ‘Doc’, though he had later learned that this was actually ‘Duck’, a local apellation addressed to women,  the traders being so used to calling people ‘Duck’ that they were apt to slip into addressing men thus as well.  Accused-dad did not mention that in native Leicester the ‘t’ is not pronounced and that the City is called Lesser - a phonetic eccentricity not as common as it was though in the year 2002 it still occurs even amongst the Caribbean and Asian population, some of  whom still speak the ancient Leicester dialect.   Leicester also had a football team, race-court and dog-racing stadium and there was an University College that was part of  London University (or which awarded London University external degrees).

The captial of  the Midlands was Birmingham, the fifth largest city in the world, after London, Tokyo, New York and, maybe, Cairo.   Coventry was famed for production of  motor cars.   The centre of  the City and the Cathedral had been the victim of  a retaiatory air raid during World War ll.   Hence the military term ‘to Coventry’.   Neither Accused-dad nor anyone else, however, has had a satisfactory explanation of  the term ‘send to Coventry’.   One possible explanation is that in former times the leading northern baron - - the Countess Godiva, for instance, and, later, John of  Gaunt, was regularly Earl of  Leicester. (According to Leicester local history, John of Gaunt lived and died in Leicester).   The capital city however was Coventry.   So when that potentate fell out with the King in London and was banished from Court he was ‘sent to Coventry’ (or the expression may refer specifically to Robert Dudley).   Kenilworth had a castle noted for the fictional Ivanhoe and  Lichfield was the birthplace of  Dr Samuel Johnson.  Stratford on Avon was the birthplace of  Shakespear and the site of  his memorial theatre and Leamington was a  spa. Derby was famed for Rolls Royce aircraft engines and cars, was a railway centre and not far from the Peak District, noted for endemic goitre and Richard Arkwright.   Chatworth House in Derbyshire was owned by the Duke of  Devonshire.  The explanation the Accused later picked up in Derby  was that the first Duke had wanted to called Derbyshire but it turned out that there was already a Lord Derby and he had to put up with Devonshire, which was available (Devon folk however deny this, saying that the Duke owns much land in their parts).  However, Worksop in Nottinghamshire,  the Dukeries, was more famed for Dukes.  Nottingham was famed for Robin Hood and lace and for there supposedly being five women for every man and Nottinghamshire for Newstead Abbey and Lord Byron and the Major Oak.   What is now known as  Stoke on Trent, in Staffordshire, was then a collection of towns in a single continuous conurbation called The Potteries.  Burton on Trent was full of breweries,  the odour of which was to deter Accused-mum from motoring through Burton during her travels.   Tamworth had another castle on the Trent.  There were quite a few of  these.  The Trent was once the boundary between England and Denmark, though only a few ruins survived Cromwell’s canon.. Nuneaton was noted for George Eliot and Kettering for cornflakes and Loughborough for its carillion and the Brush factory which produced diesel and electric train locomotives.

According to the Daily Mail of  March 7th 2002 the ten areas of  Britain with the lowest per capita income, in order  of  increasing average, were Blaenau Gwent,   Sandwell, Leicester, Blackpool, Stoke on Trent, Torbay (including the formerly posh town of  Torquay), Gwynned, Mertyr Tydfil, Kingston upon Hull City and Knowsley.   This list was produced by Barclays Bank through analysis of  its current accounts  The average income in Leicester was said to be £16,588.  The supposedly most high paid districts were Kensington and Chelsea, Westminster, Richmond upon Thames, Cambden, Windor and Maidenhead, Wokingham, Buckinghamshire, Surrey, Hammersmith and Fulham, and Bracknell Forest.

Blenau Gwent is  the region on the East of  Abergavenny, including Ebbw Vale and Tredegar.  Myrtyr Tydfil is to the South East.  These were formerly coal mining areas.  Torbay  includes Torquay and Paignton and was formerly regarded as a rich person’s area.   If this is no longer so, it may reflect the decline of  local tournism or of  the activities of  the Royal Navy in Davenport,  the drift of  poorer people to the South or the increasing  poverty of  older people on account of  lower interest rates and the decline on dividend income from investments as well as the continuing inflation.   Cambden. Hammersmith and Fulham were formerly poorer districts.  This reflects the gentrification of  London with the expulsion of  poorer inhabitants.   These statistics prove nothing.   They concern only Barclays Bank accounts and do not take into account the level of  unemployment and are distorted through some individuals having disproportionately large incomes.   However, they confirm what is already known or suspected from other directions.

The decline of  Britain’s manufacturing industries came to public view after long hidden behind the gloss of  propaganda or  misunderstanding for decades through the economic crisis in Liverpool in l985.   Eric Heffer, Member of  Parliament for the Walton Division of  Liverpool wrote in l986 (‘Labour’s Future;.Verso Press, P 79):

“In October l985 there were 142,647 unemployed on Merseyside, as a whole, soe 21.5% of the population available for work.  In the City of  Liverpool 57,409 were without work and employment in the urban area currenlty stretches to 50%.  In the suer of 1984 there were 1,300 school-leavers for every careers office job parts of  the county.  Unemployment is particularly severe amongst the 8% of  the population who are are black - 33% are out of work.  Youn people are also badly hit with 41% uneployment amongst those under 25.  Long term uneployment is on the rise; 53% of the county’s unemployed  have been jobless for more than a year.  And worse is predicted...”.

The Liverpool Crisis was publicised because the propaganda media wished to claim there was a Trotsyite conspiracy to take over the Labour Party and the country.  However,  parliamentarians, although they may talk ideology, are more influenced by practicalites.  In l985 the story still existed that Leicester was the richest city in Europe but although Leicester did not appear quite so derelict and desolate as Liverpool the statistics were much the same.   The Accused in his early years had been familar with the Working Class as a privileged group with an automatic right to wage and employment.   They had security and this security was passed on to their children.   It is not clear that this security persisted.   The existing economy was preserved, with hidden subsidy of  those in work, but the carpet was rudely pulled from under by the Thatcherite administration, which saw itself as remedying an error but but did not understand what it was doing and tried to transform the nation overnight.   From within the effected communities it appeared that they were victims of an outside colonilast adminstation that was concerned only with its own interests and which had been distorting information for years.   The Accused described the Oppressed Counties as the colonial dependencies of  Southern Toriland and felt that the East  Midlands should declare their independence.   

Maybe Leicester was in l900 the richest town in Europe.   Even in l951 Accused-dad might have recited the names of  over seven hundred hosiery factories flourishing in the City.   In l951 an overlocker in Leicester  as never without a job.   In l985 an overlocker could not find work.   The hosiery comanies were to close down by the hundred, though some were saved by this fate by a propensity for hosiery factories to recognise when the writing is on the wall,  burst into flames and to be replaced overnight by developments of office blocks and blocks of  flats.  However, the writing was already on the wall for all to see who could distinguish reality from collective pretence or delusion  (or reality from alleged consensus.   Marxists speak of  a ruling class which exploits the working class.   It is doubtful whether such a class exists or, if it does, who or what it is.   The social system is more a machine in which the machine itself exploits and  enslaves   It is more that all people participate in this machinery than that there is a single discrete ruling class.   However, it was a plausible and easily conceived version of  reality that there was an outside Southern-based ruling class for whom the Nothern working class were merely monkeys that worked in the factories.   They did not care about the monkeys and were only bothered whether or not the factories were supposedly functioning.   They did not know nor want to know what went on within working class society.   The ruling class, in the Neobowlyite formulation, was Woman, in the sense of  woman in the home, not in the factory or  on the land.  Women were the voting majority that supported the Conservative Party.  All other social status or heirarchy was secondary to the domination by woman who ordered man to serve but did not know how the service was provided.  However, whatever was the ruling class,  the Accused was already aware in l951 that the realities never entered the cognisance, writings, conversation or policies of  the the supposedly educated who created what was supposedly the consensus and upon whose reports written history is based.   The working class just had to be plastered with alcohol and bribed with money.   There had always to be some compliant class of  slaves which was employed to the exclusion of  others, which alone was seen as the working class or nation while all others were ignored or taken not to exist.  Over the years it was to become apparant that this class was contracting (and renamed ‘middle class’), increasingly involved in paracitic rather than productive activities, and was being replaced by mass importation of  immigrants, a devide originally pioneered in the National Health Service.   There was no reorganisation or retraining of  the existing now excluded elements of working class or the nation.  No means was permitted whereby the existing population could reconstruct its own economy or means of  survival.   They were merely replaced by wave after wave of  immigrants, whose children, in turn, were discarded.   The immigrants could not complain.   All was well.   The ‘ruling classes’ ignored the rot and every aspect of  the rot until it came to affect  themselves.

The Accused claims that in the l950s and l960s there was an inheritance of  employment and right to survive that in Working Class regions was confined to Working Class and in Military Officer class regions was confined to Military Officer Class.   In East Midlands cities there was no internal ruling class (other that working class) but a rule from outside by representatives, servants or quislings of  the Southern based Military Officer Class who were themselves appendages without full class membership or inherited class privilege. 

In the slave state,  potential slaves are excluded on grounds of  alleged education or intelligence.  Every Leicester schoolboy’s dream was to be to work at British Shoe where the wages were most desirable.   According to The Accused it was possible to apply for these lucrative posts only by telephone because nobody was employed at British Shoe who could read and write.  Friends of  the Accused who worked at British Shoe confessed that he was  not entirely wrong and that they had to be very careful not to be Found Out.  Other posts were advertised in the Leicester Mercury under the provision that candidates must have, say, three or more ‘O’ levels.  This meant three or less or less than three.  Nobody with more than three would be considered.   There was always an upper limit to ‘qualifications’, except when these were bought with money.  There was no more ferocious prejudice than that against education, qualifications or intelligence.   Although less powerful prejudices have become illegal, nothing is done to prevent this major prejudice or  to remedy the injustice to the victims.  It was oompulsory to act stupid.  But the entire nation, not just Leicester, was a slave state, and there was at all levels a cult of  mediocrity or incompetence/

It appears to the author that very few of  the Accused’s contemporaries in Leicester found permanent employment in the City, regardless of whether they were Working Class.   A high percentage, as in Liverpool, vanished without trace.   However, there was a gradual evolution in which the exclusion was initially on the basis of  social class and of  alleged intelligence and education, those least identified with the required monkey dieal being the first to be excluded but with a progressive exclusion that eventually reached also the perfect.   There were exceptions where money or parental influence or opportunities offered via the family or  through belonging to the Rugger Club evaded the regulations, but very few.

It would be of interest unequivocably to establish whether there was an endemic hereditary ruling class in Leicester other than Working Class  ( now renamed ‘Middle Class’).   There existed in l951 the Duke of   Rutland, who lived in the Vale of  Belvoir,  which is in Leicestershire, not Rutland.   At the time of writing,  the Duke of  Rutland is Chairman of  Rutland Council and has been so for decades.   Rutland, however, is a world of  its own,  a separate principality akin to Luxenburg,  San Marino, Vatican City, Monaco or Lichtenstein  hidden amid the larger countries in Europe.   It is Olde Englande.   It is often described as ‘feudal’, though not so in any depracatory sense.  It   is more ‘idyllic’.   Dukes of  Rutland claim to be ‘non-political’ and most of the council have been ‘independents’,  a title formerly common amongst rural councillors and said by experts to signify rural supporters of  the Conservative Party.   The title Duke of  Rutland is hereditary, but  the Duke can be regarded as an exception to rules.

In l951 there were also various other hereditary  Leicestershire rural dignatories usually called  Colonel So and  So or Colonel Sir So and So (The Duke of  Rutland was also a Colonel.  All Dukes were.)   Nothing remains of  them besides a few items of furniture in the Accused’s house.   There were the venerated factory owners who were apt to be called Alderman So and  So.   Their ancestors might have statues dotted around the City

                But few of  their descendents, if  there were any, made a mark in the City or, if they did, they faded out.   There were the Military Officer Class sent  down from the South to rule the monkeys - the medics are traditionally in this category -  but, again, their influence was not  hereditary.   There were the clubs of  influence such as the Freemasons.,  Chamber of  Commerce,  the Rugger Clubs or the Round Table.   This oligarchic network of  power in Midlands and Northern cities have increasingly been identified by those who do not benefit with undue unseen influence or  corruption.    In the past it was likely to be stuffed with World War ll army officers but today it is more likely stuffed with land developers,  and monkeys dressed up as business consultants and lawyers - the new princes of  power and  mediocrity.    The means whereby the new order has been produced is similar to that by which the old order was produced - money to enter the club and some rubber stamped certificate conferring a monopolistic function or status.  It is far from certain however that these are the sons and daughters of  the former army officers.   The ‘qualification’ is now more openly than it was before the hallmark of ignorance and conmanship and it is bought with money or class privilege - but it does not seem to be Leicester money or privilege.   There was also in l951 and increasingly so in years that followed an influx of  imported civil servants, company directors and academics,  mainly from Wales,  Scotland,  Ireland or even more remote countries.   Their families had no class membership or  inherited rights.

Accused-mum in her last years reported that Dr Elfed Thomas, Director of  Education, and Dr McDonald, Medical Officer of  Health,  opined: “We used to have hundreds of  children with mental illnesses and no psychiatrist.  Now we have a psychiatrist but no children with mental illness”.   This suggests that one of  Accused-dad’s original tasks was to reverse misdiagnoses.   The Accused was aware that the medical profession were waging a class war against local children and young people.   The most intelligent, in particular, were singled out to be abused by psychiatric diagnosis or turned into vegetables.  The likely explanation  was that doctors were either Public School educated ex-army officrs or imported foreigners.    understood only doctoring and no other aspect of  science nor  the way people lived or  local norms.   They never saw any local young person other than in a clinic being accused by some parent - and, in fact, made the diagnosis in the child’s absence on the basis only of  the parental delusion.  Those employed in psychiatry had no know knowledge of  medicine besides psychiatry and in psychiatry their only understanding was the concept of  mental illness - that which is treated with drugs and electroconvulsive therapy.   The doctor or psychiatrist was thus a zombie that precribed tranquillisers and ECT and therefore anyone they encountered had to be suffering from a mental illness.

However, the Accused’s impression was that his parents were on the side of  the reactionaries.  His mother became a fanatical supporter of  repressive psychiatry - and his mother ruled his father.   Any child who was above average in intelligence or  non-adultified or non-zombified was labelled as mentally disturbed and a ‘patient’.   When future Oxbridge scholars came to visit the Accused his father would label them with the term of abuse ‘patients’ which became rife in Accused-dad and Accused-mum’s language.   They were dubbed  ‘mentally subnormal’ with the Accused being accused of similar subnormality and a supposed need to exert influence over the even more ‘mentally subnormal’.   Indeed, those of  the Accused’s contemporaries who were for a while to make some mark were regularly ‘patients’ at Accused-dad’s clinic and the Accused was,  because there was some such provisiion within medical ethics, with his father’s patients.   Accused-mum was to be become a fanatical Neobowbyite, or apparantly so.  Psychiatry existed apparantly  in order to zombify or destroy children in response purely to maternal demand or delusion.   The  psychiatrist was the lackey of  woman.   To oppose such a regime was itself a psychiatrisable offence.

If  Accused-dad did correct the misdiagnoses and the use of  psychiatric diagnosis and language for the purposes of  class prejudice and victimisation - and it seems that he did - this must have taken considerable courage.   It could also have hardly have been effective had Accused-dad not been outside the power of  the hierarchy of  reactionary medics that held power over National Health Service employees.   There were a few progressives in those days working within the National Health Service, or even nominally in senior positions within the hierarchy - mainly foreigners.   The General Medical Council was only in l978 to be given powers to clear them out or to drive them out by threat of  a psychiatric procedure.  Nevertheless, a ‘progressive’  risked being persecuted.    The Accused was not aware that his father was on the progressive side.    Retrospectively it seems that Dr Reid and Accused-dad were imported to Leicester in order to deal with existing local problems.   Later, after qualifying in Medicine, the Accused was invited to work at Carlton Hayes Hospital, in particular as assistant to Dr Reid - after his father had already transferred to London.   He did not realise that he was being employed on the same mission or that he was labelled in advance as a ‘progressive’ and earmarked for persecution because he was identified with his father.   He coped well but was to be victimised for the rest of  his life.   Accused-dad, it is true, did warn his son after he had qualified that it was necessary to get out of  the National Health Service organisation - but he had no opportunity for doing so.  Also,  he was so psychologically battered while working in the East Midlands that he refused the opportunity of  returning to London    ,    
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