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The Accused attended Avenue Road School some two years,  spending a short while in the second year class, then passing to the third year class and spending a year in the fourth year class.  Ingrid attended the school while the Accused was in the thrid and fouth year class.   In the second year class it turned out that yet another style of  handwriting was standard  - italic - which was then consistent with the dip-in-pens and ink-wells then found in schools and with the then already bygone leisurely Victorian era with scribes’  time-consuming caligraphy.  One of  the few advantages of  being son of  a doctor is that little pressure is exerted towards caligraphy.   Doctors, and therefore also their families, were expected to have indeciphrable handwriting.   This was partly because of  the symbols incribed on prescription pads which were a private language known only to doctors and pharmacists (The Accused never used these symbols because he felt it was very easy to miswrite them or mininterpret them.  However, in those days doctors may also have written a great deal by hand before they went into practice - and neat handwriting is more consistent with illiteracy or  minimal practical use for writing.   The reader will be glad to learn that the Accused cannot even read his own handwriting and his writing for public presentation leans backwards,  a sign of  excessive pressure exerted by the pen,  nervousness and fear of  error.   On account of  the excessive pressure, ball point pens in his hands cease funtioning shortly after commencement of  use. 

 The children were taught to perform calculations with the Ancient British units of  money and measurement.  There  1760 yards or 5280 feet in a mile and twelve inches in a foot.   But the Americans and Scots had different miles and there ware different miles used for shipping.   There were also the furliong, the chain  and rods, poles or perches.  Area was measured in square feet, share yards and acres (an English Acre being 4840 suare feet, that is to say, a square furlong).  A ton was twenty hundred weights, each of  which was ll2 pounds or eight stones and  pound was sixteen ounces.   Different measures were used for weghing gold or silver or pharmaceuticals.   Twelve pennies made a shilling and twenty shillings a pound.  A guinea was twenty one shillings, a crown five shillings, a half crown was two shillings and sizpence, an eigth of a pound., and a quarter of  a penny.   Tradesmen in those days counted in twelves (‘dozens’), a dozen dosen (144) being a gross.  Bakers however had thirteen in a dozen (and presumably l69 in a gross), the extra loaf or bun supposedly being added in case one was damaged or missing.   Paper was measured in quires,  24 sheets, while a score of  quires was a ream,  480 sheets (nowadays more usually stated to be 500 or 512).  Accused-mum was not aware of  these British ideosyncrasies generating a branch of  primary school mathematics,  but nevertheless would boast that the continentals used a decimal system for  (almost) everything.   The Accused told himself that skill in the more complicated English arithmetic must have some value.  The children were also introduced to a form of  multiplication called ‘practice’ in which the calculation was performed in parts which were then added up.  It is true that children may well have discovered this for themselves, but  the  method was formalised (and written down rather than performed as merely an aid to mental calculation) and and made respectable.   The study of  the English language consisted largely of  analysiing sentences into in a tabular manner into its functional components.   There were additionally classes in art, handicraft, music, physical training,  gymnastics, ; ‘religious knowledge’ (which included  brief accounts of  varying religions - though this was largely done as part of  the morning assembly), history, local history, nature study, swimming  and dancing.   In the l990s, when newspapers were encouraging witchhunts of  imaginary paedophiles,  who were automatically branded guilty,  one unfortunate Scottish gentleman was pilloried daily for having run a youth club in which young boys dressed for physical exercises wearing only gym shorts.   At  Avenus Road the boys actually wore their ordinary shorts for P.T. but gym shorts were invariable everywhere else and not considered paedophilic - and in fact were still invariably worn in l990s and the same newspapers regularly published photographs of  children wearing shorts or swimming trunks.  The author does not know what the modern form of  P.E. dress might be.   It turned out however that the Accused was required to wear a ‘singlet’ for P.E..  A singlet does not materially differ from a sleeveless vest.   Accused-mum however had purchased vests with sleeves - the Accused had no choice or say in what he was given to wear - perhaps because she considered them warmer.   The Accused passed the message on to his mother, but because the message came from him it was ignored.   As it happened, however, following a brief period of  embarrassment to the Accused,  while the Accused was still being perstered by teachers to wear a singlet,  Accused-mum out of her own accord and for her own reasons changed to sleeveless vests.   Perhaps she could not find any for sale with sleeves. 

The Accused was aware that the ‘practical’ subjects were considered more working class and respectable than the academic  and more relevent to social acceptance and employment and that it was  required not to appear too enthusiastic over the academic and to  make a tremendous hallaballoo over physical training and at the sight of  the girls trecking across the hall in their knickers returning from their own separate physical training exercises.   The Accused supposed, however,  that the required academic disdain was largely pretence,  that differences between individual performances or aptitudes were minimal, whereas he supposed himself to have an inaptitude for the vital ‘practical’.   The English tended to be brought up to make a noise, to boast and to appear very confident, whereas the Accused’s had a contrary attitude, supposing that it is necessary to show humility and that boasting or  optimism brought bad luck or retribution.    The Accused may have been uncommonly nervous and inept and not prepared to accept that procedures were quite as easy as they were (having a habit, for instance, of planing pieces of wood out of  existence in the effort to obtain a perfectly flat surface).   It seems to the author however more relevent that these ‘practical’ subjects were taught and by all pupils performed to a much higher standard then might today seem feasible and covered a remarkable amount of  ground.   The Accused was to find these forgotten skills useful in his old age,  though though the methodology was somewhat too time consuming and craftsmanlike  for the hectic modern world.    In a group it always the norm or what is common to the majority that is the relevent standard and the Accused felt that he had been prohibited from engaging in the ‘practical’,  though it may more have been a different practical. 

The state school differed from the private school or crammer in that all appeared to be taken at a leisurely  pace,  informally and without competion -  no pupil actually having much notion what another was up to.   Also,  much more ground was covered, though not necessarily in prohibitive detail or any obligation to be examined or to prove that it was remembered  -  nor was there constant repetition as in the school that is geared towards passing examinations,   The state system was not intended to push people beyond their apparant capabilities - as in the Public School System in which the preservation or creation of  incapability was combined with the pushing.   Nevertheless there was a sudden panic.    Standards, declared the teacher, were not high enough.   The criterion turned out to be whether a pupil could recite the aphabet in correct order.   The Accused was puzzled since a person might be able to read and write without reciting the alphabet in order  or might be able to recite the aphabet in order without being able to read and write.   Nevertheless the pupils, one by one, were interviewed  in the music room by Mr Radford and asked to recite the aphabet.    The Accused, when his turn came, recited the names of  the letters at speed,  because he was not very confident,  and it turned out that he had given the order correctly and left none out.   So he was one of  the three pupils put aside for no remedial personal coaching.

The second year class met in a first floor room that  opened from a corridor that overlooked and overhung the hall.   One day however the class were transferred to another room, which turned out to be the third year classroom and was afflicted with an intelligent test.   This was the Binet Inventory which has separate tests corresponding to each ‘mental age’.    If a paper is designated as for a particular mental age, then the norm is reckoned  to be for children of  that age to reach a pass mark in that paper but not those for higher mental ages.   The ‘intelligence quotient’ is then calculated by dividing the mental age by  the chronological age and multipying by a hundred.   Binet flourished in an era when children in French schools might perform badly or be assessed as performig badly either because their social background was not that for which schools catered or because they were exceptionally bright.   The objective had been to identify those pupils who had underperformed on account of prejudice or inappropriate method and  to generate ammunition against the prejudiced teachers.   The test was intended to give a  measure of  educability, ability to solve problems or  ability to perform without being educated that was independent of  social class and  existing level of  schooling and  assessed by a party or method that was supposedly neutral as opposed to some group or class of  people who set their own standards or criteria of assessment and membership - schoolmasters or otherwise.   The intelligence test therefore was a mainstay in the attempt to make education and also membership of occupations which were social class closed shops available to all.

The Accused in his younger days was exceptional, if for anything, for the speed of  his calculations and other cognitive processes which, he believed, was also combined with,  as compared with adultoids,  a greater span of  attention or  amount of  information held in consciousness at a particular time.   The Binet test does not measure this speed nor span of  attention, further than in a very crude manner, such as the number of digits that can repeated  after they are recited by someone else.   The Accused’s strength more was an ability to visualise a system and its functioning as whole rather than examining its parts - though the Accused was later to discover that amongst chessplayers those who were better than he was at  recognising general principles and long term planning rather than obsession with immediate detail - and in more intellectual circles the accused’s myopia  and attention to detail and analytic rather than constructive and creative approach might have been a failing (as it appeared then already to be when his aptitudes were to be contrasted with those of  Ingrid).   The Binet test does not give a high praemium to speed.   The attempt is more to establish whether or not the child can ‘correctly’ answer a particular question.

An eight year old is not given a separate test designed for the eight year old ‘mental age’ norm and then given a score on the basis of  the number of  questions answered correctly.   This would defeat one of  the objectives - to identify underperformance due to a norm being established such as that those who are beyond that norm underperform or are underassessed  through their obtaining lower scores than the norm group for whom the test is designed.   It was claimed that the ‘intelligence quotient’ remained constant irrespective of  age.  If  the test is performed and assessed as here indicated,  and in fact, in any case,  this could surely not possibly be true.   The mental ages assessed went up to some figure such as sizteen and were then followed by ‘adult’ and ‘superior adult’, the mental ages of  which were not defined,  but could perhaps be reckoned as seventeen and eighteen.    If  the test were intended for adults,  considerable problems would arise as to how intelligence could be assessed, since adults become specialised in their own fields or  aptitudes.   If  the objective is merely to assess whether the pupil qualifies for a particular mental age rather than to establish a score within a norm group for a particular age  (in the Binet test the candidate is allowed to make two or three errors and nevertheless ‘pass’ for a particular age)  only certain ratios are available and these differ according to the age of  the child (though a secondary adjustment can be made on the basis of  overall score or score for the  tests of  highest mental ages with scores  above a certain threshold) and the test goes no further than ‘superior adult’.   Assuming that superior adult is eighteen, then a five year old child can score up to 360 (which the Accused might well have done) whereas an eighteen year old cannot score beyond 100.   There is no reason to suppose that intelligence measured in this way is normally distributed within the population.   That happens only if  the test is standardised so as to produce scores which are normally distrubed within a population - such as by a test for eight year olds being produced,  a large number of  eight year olds being tested and the scores then being adjusted so that the overall distribution is ‘normal’  (a mathematical distribution that is particularly useful to statisticians).   Assessments with the Binet test are apt to produce uneven distributions with more than one hump or norm-group.   As a matter of fact, so are the adult tests which are supposedly standardised to produce a normal distribution.   In particular, all tests were reckoned to show two humps or two superimposed distributions,  one taken to be the population norm  for which in adult tests the figure 100 was taken to be the average (by deliberate adjustment) and another with a lower average which was taken to be the group affected by anatomical or physiological handicaps at birth.   This may not be an acceptable view to take of  human beings, but the test was intended to make a positive rather than negative contribution, not to be an excuse for condemning or excluding those with low scores.

An evident problem with the Binet Test was that it had been around for a long time and was well-known.   More recent tests, such as some manufactured for the eleven plus examination, might also be known to the pupils or teachers before the test was performed or, if not that,  the type of  question asked in intelligence tests was known.   This lead to coaching and the tests not performing a valid assessment.   Leicester’s School Psychological Department,  of which Accused-dad was ‘medical director’,  felt particularly anzious about coaching allegedly taking place at Saint John’s  School.   If  the theory that I.Q.s as measured by intelligence tests were constant irrespective of  age,  then the test could be sprung without warning to pupils and teachers at any age, before perhaps any coaching had taken place.   It turns out that this was the reason for this particular test having been sprung -  it was an ‘eight plus test’ which replaced the intelligence test in the eleven plus which,  while Accused-dad and the psychologist Miss Sampson worked in Leicester, was dropped.   The new system was described as ‘experimental’  and was part of an overall attempt to find a more reliable and flexible method of assessment than the eleven plus.   There existed in Leicester also transfer from secondary modern schools at the age of  thirteen as well as there being classes in secondary modern schools intended for pupils who were to take the G.C.E. examinations previously reserved for grammar schools.   These ‘experimental’ intelligence tests were not intended to exclude candidates from entering grammar school  should they obtain low scores,  supposing that they wanted to enter grammar schools but gave opportunity for review of  those cases where pupils had obtained high I.Q. tests but relatively low eleven plus marks.   It should not be assumed that there was an objective for the examinations to be standardised so that the ‘eight plus’ assessment was accurately predictive of  ‘eleven plus’ assessment (though, as a matter of fact, it was) .   This is a mistake often deliberately made nowadays but it more ensures that there is a stereotyped method of  assessment that is on class critieria rathr than aptitude.

The Accused was on this occasion not affected by any motivation to avoid overperformance.   The examination was not projected as competive - and appeared more of  a game - and its purpose was concealed.   The Accused supposed that is what the duty of  any child to have the intelligence of  an ‘adult’ or ‘superior adult’.   He recognised that many questions were ambiguous,  that several answers might be available or  that the answer which the psychologist or  adultoid would consider correct might, in his view, be wrong.  However, on this occasion, he regarded it as legitimate, even the prescribed rule of  the game, to give the answer that an adultoid might be expected to consider correct.   It was a test in reading the mind of  the adultoid.

The Accused considered it perfectly acceptable therefore to give ‘correct’ answers to questions until he reached the final question in the ‘superior adultoid’ section.   In this the adultoid reads a short story or the child is given it to read and then has to repeat it from memory verbatim.    The child is allowed ‘as much time as you like’.   The Accused in those days supposed that everything a human consciously experienced he could remember.   The reason for older adultoids remembering childhood better than immediate events and for adultoids in general appearing somewhat unobservant and having limited memory of  their adult experiences he supposed was that attention or consciousness is intermittent, like the ticks of  clock, experience or conscious experience taking place only during the ticks.   Adultoids had less ticks per minute.  There might be failure of  recollection, but nothing was forgotten and where there was failure of  recollection some association with the ‘forgotten’  memory would revive it.    It might seem therefore that the Accused would also suppose that all the words heard or read were memorised.   He appears however not to have been of  this opinion.   He thought rather that the ticks placed a limitation on how much ‘information’, as an adult mathematician might call it,  passed to attention and that it was more efficient to attend to the overall meaning of  a sentence or  passage of  language.   Indeed he supposed that attention to words or verbatim language was a failing of  adultoids and a feature of  adultification and itself a feature of  tiek deficiency.   He also supposed that there was a limitation to human capcity and that there was a danger of  impeding function and reducing tick frequency and other cognitive processes if  capacity was saturated by inefficient storage methods.   Everything had to be built into a wider structure of  memory and understanding and not be attended to and memorised in its presented linguistic form.   The Accused was also under the impression that adultoids might use rather more words than were necessary to express the meaning once it was recognised..   This may not all make sense or  be a consistent theory.   But it provided adequate excuse - and to tackle this question as stated would be excessive keenness.  The Accused thought therefore that anybody, given sufficient time, could memorise verbatim any passage, but that he should not waste the teacher’s or examiner’s time and, instead, merely repeated the story in his own words.   It was not a very interesting story and the modern child might find it easier to memorise the report on a football match (which the Accused might not be able to do at all).   There was some number of  marks allocated for such an approach.   If the examiner was a psychologist it is likely to have been a Mr Bradley, one of  Accused-dad’s colleagues.

The Accused would therefore have obtained an I.Q. score of  225, since this was the highest score anyone of  his age could obtain on that test.   The Accused was not aware that this score had caused any consternation but it turns out that it was considered a world record and outside any known distribution.   As the son of  a psychiatrist he could be expected to be familiar with the minds of  psychologists and to obtain a higher than normal score -  but a similar reaction was produced also when he was I.Q. tested in l965.   The psychologists wished to carry out further examinations in order to determine what eccentric mental processes produced such an eccentric score.   Accused-dad being a member of  the team was party to this discussion and put a veto on the proposal.   Perhaps he thought that the score was not genuine or he feared that he would be disgraced should his colleagues become familiar with the Accused.   One sequel of  this was that Accused-mum would forever be repeating to the Accused the supposedly enormous I.Q. scores registered by Mr Bradley’s daughters.   These scores she recited with considerable bitterness and recrimination, implying that she was afflicted with a child without such merits.   It occurred to the Accused that scores of  140 were not particularly even for a person who was not offspring of  a professional intellitence tester.   The Accused had by this time established a reputation throughout the City for ‘intelligence’, not in any opprobious sense such as a facility to produce high scores on I.Q. tests but more in the sense of  a facility to solve any adultoid problem as soon as he was made aware of  it and to attain the sophistications of  adult experts without any previous knowledge and training.    Accused-mum would over the years lament about a succession of  daughters, usually of  Jewish mothers, who were being propagandised as incredibly clever or  to have mammoth I.Q.s, always under the impression that this information was intended to humiliate her by comparison with the Accused.   Any suggestion on his part that he might have aptitudes consistent with above average intelligence provoked in Accused-mum hysterical denials and threats of  psychiatry as reward for ‘delusions of grandeur’.   The Accused at that time was not fully aware of  his mother’s past history and had supposed that she herself had in childhood been accused of  intelligence.   He only later learnt that she had been severely affected through losing a school year through an extended stay at a farm on the Hungarian border and felt resentment against the apparantly more privileged fate of  the Accused and that this assessment of  record I.Q. would have seemed to her a denigration of  her own position.

The Accused was however then immediately shifted into the third year class.   This fate was shared by Julian Branson,  Julian Rutherford and Christopher Slater, who attended other schools.   Caryl Thomas, the Director of  Education’s daughter, luckily or unluckily, escaped this fate because she was already in the third year class.   Accused-mum was told that this was an experimental eleven plus accelerated entry scheme.   In her eighty third year, not long before she died, when it became more possible for her to converse rationally on such matters, she expressed surprise that some form of  prior assessment had taken place and that she had supposed that the children chosen had been selected at random and that it had taken place because Accused-dad  (‘we’) had given his permission.   As it happens the Accused  blended into the third year class just as if  the theoretical year’s omission in his schooling had never taken place.

However educated a mid-twentieth century child might be there would be one deficiency in his knowledge - that humans did not reproduce by parthenogenesis but rather through induction through the milking of  the male udder inserted into the female receptacle.   Indeed the naive time traveller might be given the impression that there existed no knowledge of  the possibility of  such a procedure.   Although adultoids lived in married pairs and had children the copulation must have occurred unconsciously during their sleep.

Accordingly one day, as Ingrid was walking home from school with the Accused she informed him that it was well known amongst the girls in her year that reproduction resulted from contact of  the male marmaduke with the female marmaduke, perhaps once, perhaps regularly over a period of  time.   She was not sure and would consult her informants.  The Accused did not even know that the female had a marmaduke - if in fact the female does have a marmaduke.

A full-page interview with Accused-dad published in the Leicester Mercury reveals that children should receive ‘sex education’ or ‘facts of  life’ from their parents and not from mischievous coeval school companions.   It does not reveal of  what this sex education consists.   We know that Sigmund Freud considered it to consist of  warnings about venereal disease and the pain of  childbirth.   But it turns out that there is some other procedure whose omission prevents the pain and disease.   Whatever it might be the Accused never heard it mentioned by his parents even once,  though his mother used moralistic language which the initiated might suppose to refer to some such procedure, the use of  appendages for pleasurable, immoral or compulsive purposes in some manner which resembled this procedure in some or all aspects or  the formation of relationships which some might consider motivated by such a procedure.

However, guilt was confined to families that were already guilty.   There existed an alternative procedure in some families where the parent or nanny was not afflicted by the guilt.  Instead the adultoid was innocent and made capital out of  the child’s error.   The child and family were no condemned by the internalised outside God  or  Society.   Instead  the parent was God and entirely innocen.  The child was expected to beg on its knees for ‘forgiveness’, and after the parent  had indulged sufficiently in the pleasure of  whacking,  this forgiveness was granted - until the next time.   It is hard to envisage the degenerate parent forgoing the pleasure of  whacking if any  excuse presented itself - not that an excuse was needed.   But nevertheless in the fully privileged degenerate family the  words ‘Porcupine’, ‘Marmaduke’. ‘Telecom’ and others of  that ilk were in everyday usage and indeed it was compulsory for one or more to be inserted into every sentence or vocalisation.   Further,  the child would be brainwashed with the necessity of  telecom in some version specified in the oral textbook to gain full membership of adultoid society or that of  the adultified.

It was far from clear how this ‘sex education’ could have been imparted.   There existed no words for the penis, whether male or female, for the vagina or for copulation.   It is true that amongst the lower orders there existed the word ‘marmaduke’ for penis,  ‘porcupine’ for  vagina and ‘telecom’ for copulation.  However, in polite society these words were not to be pronounced.   For a child to utter or hear such a word would result in disgrace, consternation, shame, guilt, permanent exclusion from family and society.   This was accompanied by a subjective sensation called ‘torments of hell’.   The reader will never have experienced this and have no knowledge what it entails.   Otherwise she would not be the reader but would have committed suicide or have been zombified by psychiatrist.   Since the experience is subjective it cannot be described in words.   Guilt, as it was called, however, was a condition from which there was no escape and which was all-consuming.   The theoretician might perceive it as the condition of  the child subjected to the wailings, laments and despair of  the nanny.   The guilt thus is the guilt of  the nanny and not of  the child.   It is not a matter of whether the child has uttered the word ‘marmaduke’ or has touched a penis but that the nanny thinks it has.  There is no escape from this ‘torments of  hell’ or personal annihilation since the child is the property of  the parent.   The nanny, of course, should not have been familiar with the word ‘marmaduke’ in the first place and  fortunately the Accused’s parents were foreign and aware of  no such terminology.   There did not, however, exist an Austrian word for telecom.

Great effort was thus expended in schools - though not primary schools - to impart this ‘sex education’.   When this commenced at grammar school, when he was twelve years old and his classmates thirteen,  he was immune from attendance because the education, since telecom is a sin and masturbation an even greater sin, was performed by the religious education teacher who was Church of  England whereas the Accused was Roman Catholic.   The Church of  England does not believe in parthenogenesis whereas some Roman Catholics and some biologists do.   It was perfectly possible for God to have inserted a piece of  rib into Eve which then absorbed by daughter after daughter to commence its further development thousands of  years later.   The Accused, however, was to be informed, should be interested, of what was imparted.  The Accused was not interested.   We know thus that there was some talk about the duck billed platypus, or it may have been the duck, which lays eggs, and about the bee, which is sterile and commits suicide by inserting its ovipositor into an assailant.   There was also a picture which resembled the diagram in the biology lesson ‘reproductive system of  the female rabbit’.   But we do not know whether the point was ever reached of  revealing the dread secret that the marmaduke was inserted into the porcupine.  Perhaps the children left school before the lessons ended or  the lessons were eventually abandoned since it was assumed that by that age the children would know anyway.   Perhaps it was assumed all along that the children really knew already and the whole exercise was one of  brainwashing them into being good citizens.

The space traveller, were it not even worse in the twentieth century,  might be amazed  not so much by the superstitions held by some but the vigour with which the believers refused to consider any other possibility.   It is not ignorance, for instance, to believe that species have not evolved from one another,  but there were still those who took it to be a proved and ordained fact that this could not possibly have happened.   A favourite was the spare rib.   Believers that females humans had one more rib than the male were not deterred by this being contradicted by not merely animal but human skeletons.   They just refused to count or  opined that the devil had planted a delusion.   But if Adam had a rib missing (and it could have regrown assuming that the periosteum was not greatly damaged and that it had been more the bone marrow that had been filched (which it would have been) then this acquired characteristic was not passed onto his sons and there is no reason to suppose it would be passed onto his daughters.   Then there was the gooseberry bush.  Adultified children could could not distinguish between reality or  what was consistent with everyday reality and adultoid fantasy.   English children were supposedly found under gooseberry bushes, though it was not explained how it got there.   The Accused felt that children might very well in some past era have been found under gooseberry bushes, were it not that English cities were singularly devoid of  gooseberry bushes and those who repeated this legend had never seen a gooseberry bush, did not know what one looked like and had no means of  verifyingt the theory.  Potential parents would have objected to this manner of  delivery since there is not much room under the branches of  gooseberry bushes and they are full of  thorns.

Although in polite adultoid society the language of  the alleged sex-education and therefore the education itself was abolished, this did not apply to the society of  children when adultoids were not in evidence.   This meant not only that little boys would sit around manipulating and prodding each others genitalia and or engaged in even more evil practices that would have sentenced them to the house of correction had there been acknowledged adultoid knowledge,  but  every now and then one of  either gender who confessed him or herself ignorant would find him or herself surrounded by a huddle of  informative companions.   In a significant proportion of  such cases the child would then burst into tears and suffer for life, or for years, or, at any rate, for a few seconds, a realisation of despair,  depression and despondency.   Whyever so?  There is nothing particularly horrendous or  eccentric, surely, about sticking a rod into a tube.    Children clearly where being  preconditioned or preadultified to determine their reaction to the information.   This phenomenon belonged however more to the townie.  Even Freud has to admit that country folk,who presumably are degenerates, to not conform to his principles and are without such intellectual repressions.

The student will seek some teleological explanation of  the evolution of  the repression of  the concept and fact of  telecom.   This could perhaps arise from human behaviour unlike that of  animals has an inbuilt tendency to be inconsistent with human politics and economics.  Amongst animals, with rare exceptions when they live in close contact with human society, there are no intra-species wars, no unmarried mothers other than widows,  no deserting husbands,  no rejection of  children  and the husband accepts the wife’s children irrespective of  their origin.   So perhaps evolution has decided that telecom is so disruptive that it is best to ensure that nobody knows about before marriage and that there exists not even the possibility of performing it by accident when pottering around.   Or it may be that the human female sees telecom as a route to pregnancy or money, while the male,  if  he obliges or insists,  is either drunk or enjoying himself.   There emerges a need to suppress this male motivation and the objective is not merely the suppression of telecom where the female does not have a reproductive or financial urge, but the suppression of  any motive other than service or duty.

The story told by Ingrid seems not be entirely complete or accurate.  Nevertheless the Accused, when this was originally told,  at the beginning of  the journey,  had his doubts.   It might be true and it might not..so how should he hedge his bets and conceal his ignorance.   Well...he had his doubts and said so.   Nothing further was said but the Accused had come to the conclusion by the end of  the journey, before the back gate of  Briarwood was reached, that the story, or some version of  it, had to be true.   His parents claim that babies appeared spontaneously when husband and wife lived together made no sense.  If  that was true, then there was a danger of a woman finding herself pregnant merely because she had passed a man in the street or  had been seated in the same bus.   Adultoids, surely, would not make such a song and dance about unmarried mothers were that the case.   There had to be some process invovling physical contact.  Furthermore the most likely or only available candidates were the gender-differentiated structures of  the perineal region.

The readers attention is drawn to this remarkable ignorance.   The Accused surely was perfectly aware what cats got up to when the sneaked off on the rand and came back with kittens or  how the bulls, rams or stallions earned their living in the farmyard.   He had surely read references to such activities regularly in books on zoology and natural history.   I turns out, from the example of  Accused-mum, that it is possible to absorb the entire terminology, folklore and verbiage surrounding a subject, though in her case in the form of  learnt verbal formulae repeated over and over again, apparently therefore to know what the subject actually is,  without actually doing so.   In the case of  the Accused, however, it seems that he just hadn’t been interested, that the question had never seriously occurred to him.   The Accused’s extraordinary ignorance cannot however be overlooked when assessing his lamentations and self-pity.   The Accused was also convinced that danger existed in handling the human scrotum - though he could scarecely have really believed that - because in the rules of  boxing there existed a general prohibtion against assault on abdominal organs.

On another day the Accused was walkng home from school with Ingrid,  during the dinner break,  when a man approached them chiding them because they were apparantly cheerful in their conversation.  “Don’t you know”, he reprimanded them,  “that your king is dead!”.  Both children ignored this and did not discuss it with each other.  They supposed this was a racist who was referring to the King or  Kaisar of  Austria (who was believed to have perished long ago).   However, by the time they arrived home,  entering the house this time by the side door,  which opened  into the front garden abutting Springfield Road,  they had independently come to the conclusion that this might have been a reference to King George V1th of  Britain, which was confirmed in a local newspaper that had somehow appeared in the house.

At the school the means of  mourning the death of  the King  turned out to be to prepare for the coronation, for which purpose a pageant was to be mounted representing the coronation of  Queen Elizabeth I (who up to that point had merely been Queen Elizabeth) or, at any rate, the coronation procession - or it may have been Sir Walter Raleigh draping his cloak over a puddle to prevent the queen’s shoes from getting wet.  The Accused was not chosen to be Queen Elizabeth nor even Sir Walter Raleigh nor even Sir Francis Drake.   When his presence was noticed it was decided he would be a member of  the ‘crowd’ or it may have been the ‘mob’.   So he was an ‘extra’, though the Accused has no recollection of  anyone else being an extra.  This was a very rich and fashionable crowd who dressed much in the same way as Sir Walter Raleigh , with a ruff round the neck and short baggy trousers.   The teachers were prepared to dispense with the tights (and didn’t even mention them) and even backed down on the ruff  but not the baggy trousers, which were called, correctly as it happens, ‘hose’.  This hose was to be simulated by wearing football or  P.T. shorts and tucking in the lower ends.  The Accused has no such shorts and when he mentioned the matter to his mother he ignored him.   However, after several repetitions over a lenghty period his mother decided to understand what was being said.  However, nowise was she going to spend money on such a venture and she was not going to respond to a demand that came via the Accused.   She had, however,  a pair of  Austrian riding breeches - or baggy leather trousers that reached the ankles.   Accused-mum could not be dissuaded.   The Accused could be a  Flemish Taylor.   They wore foreign clothes akin  to these breeches.  In any case,  men in the crowd in Queen Elizabeth I’s day would not have worn Francis Drake hose but breeches and quite possibly breeches resembling this particular garment.   The Accused tried to explain to her that it was not a matter of what people in the sixteen century had actually worn but what modern man thought they had worn and that it was necessary to conform to the norm or else be exposed to ridicule.  If everyone else wore gym shorts it was necessary not to undermine the fiction or  illusion by wearing something markedly different.   Accused-mum, however, would not give in.   The teachers were not impressed with the proposed garment either.   So  Pat Neal chirped up that she had a spare pair of  shorts which she fished out of  her desk.   Pat Neal lived round the corner from the school on  Clarendon Park Road  where her father had a board in front of  the house proclaiming him to be a builder and contractor.   The Accused was flattered but also embarrassed because he considered Pat Neal unusually attractive and out of  his league.   However,  Accused mum insisted that the Accused wore the breeches she provided and the Accused felt embarrassed by being obligated to Miss Neal through provision of  the shorts and therefore, when the pageant came to be enacted,  he wore the breeches.   Miss Neal was suprised at this and the Accused so embarrassed that he forgot to thank her for and return the shorts.

The Accused repeats the story of  the failure to obtain gym shorts when engaging in his laments at not being paid pocket money.   He claims that it was needed because his parents did not buy items the necessity for which had to be imparted to him to his mother directly.  Since his mother was the dictator he would not have dared approach his father.   Two Laws of  Bowlby stood in the way - the prohibition against pocket money and the prohibition against the mother acceding to requests of  the child.   The attractive Miss Neal’s offer of  her used sports shorts mobilised other regulations.   According to Accused-dad no gift was ever to be accepted, since the receiver was ‘obligated’.   The Accuse saw no prospect of repaying Miss Neal for her generosity (though apparently he does not relate this to absence of  pocket money).   To accept a token of  friendship from a person who was socially superior,  as Miss Neal was on this occasion, because she was a fair maiden was to be exposed to public ridicule and maternal lament.  The headmasters of  private schools had their tricks to maintain oneupmanship over parents and attended  the same Conservative Party Garden Parties.   To the state school teacher, the parents might be more of  the nature of  remote bosses.   If  however in this the request had been made directly to Accused-mum that would not have been likely to help.   Accused-mum misunderstood or  misinterpreted what she was told (perhaps because of  her unfamiliarity with English customs), developed obsessions that could not be amended and interpreted all in terms of  accusation and threat of  disgrace.  Such a direct approach would also have alerted Accused-mum to the pageant and what disgrace such a supposedly public performance might cause and would have precipitated anxious interference.   The Accused claims that if  he did pass on some request that was directly or indirectly one for money (such as the cost of  a pair of shorts) then he could expect to be deprived of  random cash donations for a very long time.

The Accused’s account here seems to the author to contradict his claims of having had money available to be a set of  encyclopaedias for five shillings and being willing to part with  five pounds out of  his savings account to buy a miscroscope.   The Accused claims that he was on occasion given money by his father - though it would have taken some time to accumulate five shillings.   However,  it was strictly contrary to Bowlby Law for there to be any contracted or promised supply or a fixed weekly pocket money  so that he could budget for what was required.   He would also not have had the liberty to go to town on his own to buy a pair of  shorts.   His parents were then still putting into his post office account every year,  on his birthday,  a number of pounds equal to the number of  full years completed - and he was unaware that his father had borrowed or stolen the bulk of  what had been saved to pay the deposit on Briarwood.   This saved money was understood not to be for the Accused’s immediate or everyday use but a defensive reserve against potential hard times after leaving secondary school.   However, the Accused had regarded the availability of  a cheap microscope a matter of  exceptional importance - an opportunity that might never be repeated - and that on this occasion he had understood that his mother expressed no objection to use of  the savings bank money.   As it happens, the Accused knew very well that (a) if one microscope was purchased,  his father would want access to it and be perfectly willing, behind Accused-mum’s back, to refund the money and that (b) that if  the entire lot was purchased he would have no difficulty then or subsequently in selling one of  the micrsocopes so as to recover the cost and more of  the entire lot.  It is suprising that Accused-mum was not more cooperative over the miscroscope when it is recalled that she studied biology in technical colleges where it is likely that their one microscope was treated as if it was the crown jewels. 

The Accused however seems to have been sufficiently infatuated with Miss Neal to chase her, together with his companions,  each midday all the way to her house passage.   The gang never, of course, caugh up with her.   This futile exercise also, in the Accused’s view, kept the other boys from mischief,  though it turned out that Mr Neal informed the school he was not unilaterally delighted.

Ingrid, who was in the fourth year class while the Accused was in the third,  insisted that  the Accused was in love with Sandra Henig.   A match must be made, he insisted, with Sandra Henig.   Sandra Henig was daughter of   Alderman Mark Henig,  the leader of  the Labour Party on the City Council and owner of  Henig and Sons, supplier to Marks and  Spencers, near the Abbey Park and next door to its big brother, Corahs.    There were at least two other daughters of  Jewish dignatories in the class.   Anne Goldsmith’s father owned a shop in town called Goldsmith’s which sold jewellry.   Deborah Robson’s father owned a shop in town called Robson’s .  By coincidence, also, there were shops with these names all over England.    The Accused however had no dealings with Jewish ladies.   He understood from his mother that in their circles he was persona non grata because he was not Jewish.   What mattered, she asserted, was whether the mother, not the father, was Jewish.   Accused-mum put great emphasis on this doctrine perhaps because she was brought up in Jewish society but considered herself excluded from and inferior to the society of  her supposed superiors.

As it happens,  it is doubtful whether the Accused ever spoke to Sandra Henig even once in his life.   Ingrid however insisted that she was going to persue this match with Sandra Henig.   However,  what in fact appeared in the Accused’s desk one day was a love letter signed Pat Neal.   The Accused supposed this must be Ingrid’s handiwork but was not aware how she had penetrated the classroom unseen nor even that she knew which was his desk.   Maybe the girls had concocted this letter in the playground and someone in the Accused’s class had deposited it,  maybe even the renowned Sandra Henig.   The class was not short of  attractive young ladies and there even a few attractive young boys,  but the Accused considered this Pat Naal the paragon of  excellence.

The Accused had been brought up to consider the world of  socialisation and attractiveness as competive - or at any rate, he had acquired such a notion and considered himself  at the bottom of  the tree.   Furthermore, he supposed (and continued to suppose)  that whoever he supposed to be the paragon of  beauty and excellence was considered so by everyone else and inevitably on top of  the tree.   So it was not permissible even to consider this letter as genuine - which it was hardly likely to be.   But, surely, the Accused could have made capital out of  this incident had be played his cards correctly.   He did not, of course.   He showed the letter to Miss Neal,  not giving any indication that he might feel flattered by such sentiments, and she denied authorship and had no explanation to offer.   So that was the end of  the matter.

In the third year class another intelligence test was sprung.  This time the Accused was more apprehensive.  It sought to allocate a number to the individual.  Whatever the number he might be allocated it would provide ammunition to his mother.   If  it were to be the number one million and five, then there existed the number one million and six.   So his mother would wail and lament and cry over the shame and disgrace.  Also, he might not achieve quite so big a number as he might or should.   So the Accused decided he was not going to attempt this paper.   He sat doing nothing for the first ten minutes of  the twenty minutes allocated.  Nobody noticed.  Then maybe he got bored or else it had been the plan all along - he commenced racing through the paper at speed.   The Accused cannot remember whether he finished the paper or not.   He supposed however that the arranged to get a score of  160.  Anything lower than this, he imagined, would be ridiculous but since it obvious that his correct score was well above this figure it would also be obvious that he had not been trying and it would not be possible to allocate a believable figure. 

[The scores given by differing tests differ.   It is correct that a person with the Accused’s life history would usually obtain a score of  160 above, but in a community or class with varied backgrounds this would be regarded as an exceptionally high figure.  Parents in those days would show off about figures of  140, considered then the minimum for university entrance (other than for medical school, for which I.Q. figures were not considered relevent).  Even 120 or 101 have been advertised in newspaper articles about child genius as proof  of  being ‘exceptionally gifted’.   This was not however the situation which children in those faced.   When he came to run his chess club the Accused formed the impression that that those apt to get scores between 105 and 120 could find acceptance and a means of  earning a living in the society with which they were surrounded.   Those more likely to produce scores between l20 and l60 were decidedly handicapped.   They had a greater understanding or awareness of reality but insufficiently so and would be dragged down to destruction by an inadequate analysis of the situation they faced or  by still to great gullibility,  by a a facility to absorb the propaganda and to understand what it meant, but not to see through it.  For survival an approach more consistent with a score of  180 and above was essential.   This approach would seem realistic if  it is also accepted that the ‘competitive’ selection system in schools was one of  exclusion, with those cut off thereby from working class opportunities offered little or no alternative and faced with a considerable struggle or obstacle race.]

There were also regular tests of  word reading.   The children were asked, individually, to read out lists of words printed on a piece of  paper,  these lists being in ascending order of  difficulty or presumed age norm.   Again, the Accused felt it incumbent not to overperform.   Thus, when he came to the word ‘analogue’ he read it as ‘analogoo’,  knowing very well it was pronounced ‘analog’.   He was conscious of  the fact that he knew that ‘analog’ was the ‘correct’ pronunciation only because he had been told so previously at school but had no idea what an anagoo actually was and had never heard or seen the word in actual usage.   He felt that by implying knowledge he did not actually have, such as familiarity with the word analogoo, he exposed himself to exposure on interrogation and to maternal wailing and lamentations of  shame and disgrace.   He also did not wish to be exposed as a person who learnt or  memorised without undestanding.   He wanted to have defences in reserve to prevent destruction of  any position he had set up.

Ingrid informed the Accused that she intended to buy a ring.   The wearing of rings was customary amongst the girls, a symbol of club membership.   Maybe Ingrid was, because she was a  girl,  absolved from Bowlby’s Laws and prohibitions against pocket money and private property.   The Accused was not aware that rings were sinful.   Nevertheless when Accused0mum discovered the ring on Ingrid’s finger she went out of  her mind,  screamed accusations of wickedness and degeneracy and, according to the Accused subjected Ingrid to some assault similar to that which he himself endured on a later occasion.   Accused-mum was heard screaming, crying  and yelling lamentations and accusations  through the subsequent night.   She claimed that she was acting in loco parentis and that  Ingrid’s parents would hold her responsible for the shame and disgrace of  Ingrid wearing a ring. 

Ingrid  ‘failed’ the eleven plus - the terminology used by parents who suppose that it is essential to enter grammar school.   Ingrid was not merely forever proclaimed by the Accused’s parents as exceptionally clever.   She actually was so.   It should have been obvious to them that she had ‘failed’ deliberately.   The Accused knew very well that she had done so.   She did not want to enter a grammar school and be separated from her friends and she had been threatened  by them not merely would they, should she ‘pass’,  never speak to her again, but would subject her to violence.   Amongst boys too, of course, it was considered necessary to ‘fail’ and thereby retain the privileges of  working class and of  employment  but threats were not taken seriously.   Boytalk was habitually full of boasting and  bullying and but threats or implied threats were not fulfilled.

The Accused’s however impressed upon the Department of  Education that Ingrid supposedly was handicapped because she was Austrian and could not  understand the English language.  It is not known whether Caryl Thomas, daughter of  the Director of  Education, who was in the Accused’s class revealed the truth to her father,  but  the Accused’s need not have bothered.   The order of snob hierarchy or supposed excellence of  the girl’s grammar schools was Wyggeston, Collegiate,  Alderman Newton’s and  Newark.   The Secondary Moderns refused to have Ingrid.  She was, they declared, Not Working Class.   She could, of course, have applied to the headmistress of  Wyggeston Girls’ School, which was nearby and would have been accepted immediately.   Or she could have applied to the Collegiate School, which was equally close to home.   But the Accused’s supposed it was necessary to apply to the Newarke School, a considerable distance away, on the New Parks’ Estate.   There too the headmistress declared, brooking no

argument,  that Ingrid was Not Working Class and not acceptable.   So she went to Alderman Newton’s, in the centre of  town, opposite to the Cathedral (or that was where the Accused supposed it must be.   He never checked up.)

The bullying and boasting in the classroom had been no more than noise, but spread to the environs beyond the playground.   There had been the occasional ‘fight’  in the playground.    This consisted of  two boys having a disagreement, the cry ‘Fight!  Fight!’ and the formation of  a ring around them consisting of  the entire playground male population and  a great hallabullo in which the audience made noises which were merely noises and not encouragement for either party and a mock tournament which was persued with no inordinate ferocity until a teacher arrived,  pushed his way through the circle and grabbed both boys, one in each hand, and carried them away.    Then this custom was replaced by another.   When the cry ‘Fight!  Fight!’ was heard,  the greater part of  the male playground population piled themselves on top of  the alleged combatants to create a great heap which was merely a heap and not the site of  any struggle.  The teacher would then arrive and yell and everyone got up and ran off in varying directions.   

The Accused was not exposed to attempts at bullying in the streets around  the school (not that he was troubled by any within) while Ingrid attended.  After all, she was a girl - and boys were terrified of  girls (and she was the tallest girl in the school).   However,  when in the fourth year class, the Accused one day decided, for purposes of  exploration, to turn into a side road and  was approached by a tall older boy who was renowned as a bully and apparantly had decided to take his reputation seriously.   He may by then have left the school, since he was not encountered again.   He was accompanied by his younger brother who was younger and significantly smaller than the Accused.   There was also some other boy present to make up a gang  (Bullies always had a ‘gang’).   The Accused found himself with his back against a wall, which, for some reason, he regarded convenient, while this tall freckled bully declared he was going to assault the Accused.   Then he changed his mind and decided that it was the freckled little brother who was going to assault the Accused.    The little brother needed Bully Training and the Accused was not permitted to resist or else the elder brother would intervene.   This talk went on for a long a time.   However seriously it was intended, an objective, the Bully declared, was for the Accused to burst into tears, which he was ordered to do.   The Accused saw no reason for complying with this request.   He had been under the impression that boys were not supposed to burst into tears though he had observed that this appeared permissible in the bullying fraternity.   The Accused behaved politely while all the while he was even hoping that the threatened assault would take place, in which case he attended to grab hold of  the assailant and swing him round in a semi-circle, thereby disposing of  the rest of  the gang.   However, then a lady arrived and reprimanded the gang, who ran off with their tail between their legs.   There were several further occasions when there were similar incidents involving other Bullies but on each occasion an adultoid arrived on the scene, or a girl, and the Bullies retreated in defeat.   The Accused found this humiliating.   It was not manly to be rescued by an adultoid or girl and he did not suppose it to be necessary.

Gang warfare exploded in the playground.   This was  war was between a gang directed by two tall boys in the fourth year,  Nigel Dienes and Christopher Burrows and a gang directed by  John Bull and John Bullock.   There was no objective evidence that the one gang consisted of  more than Nigel Dienes and that the rival gang consisted of  more than John Bullock - though it was for the most part time not clear that there existed even an argument between them.   The playground was however turned ino turmoil with everyone running around aimlessly.   On one occasion, when the confusion was at its height,  the Accused decided he too would run around the playground or across it, which was for him not particularly eccentric, since, after all, nobody could run as fast he could and he was invulnerable while on the move.   However, he collided into the wooden pillar supporting what was presumably the bikeshed, though the Accused recollects no bikes.  The Accused was at least momentarily dazed by this collision which presumably was another forboding of  his shortsightedness.   He had forgotten there was a post in that particular location.

The Accused felt that this alleged gang war had some elements of  the turning of  the worm.   The acknowledged bullies and bosses were those who represented in its extreme the ‘working class’ anti-intellectual ideology.    Nigel Dienes and Christopher Burrows belonged more to the contrary ideology  and  hailed from the locally fashionable district of  upper Queens’ Road.   The boasting and accepted ideology would have suggested that Nigel Dienes did not stand a chance,  but the actual evolution of  events more pointed in the other direction with the matter being concluded with a personal combat in which Nigel Dienes subjected John Bullock to a severe battering.   The Accused felt that this was not necessary and this somewhat dubious episode in Nigel’s career waas never again mentioned,  though  presumably,  though he may not have shown it,  he was terrified at the time and considered it necessary to defend himself and to ensure that there would be no repetitions.   The bullies had been considerably feared, even though perhaps in retrospect it appears that it was this fear which led to a crisis rather than any realistic threat from the bullies.

                 The headmistress of  Avenue Road School, Miss Thornton, presided over the morning assembly, during which she would recite the weekly timetable of  the Evergreen Club (an organisation of old age pensioners which she supported) and read a story, usually from a book entitled ‘The Golden Windows’.   On two or three occasions, also,  Miss Thornton read the story that bore the title of  the book.   The plot was that some people or group of children lived in a house on the side of  a mountain  who were particularly anxious to reach the house with the ‘golden windows’ on the next door mountain.   They eventually, after some effort and tribulation, did so, only to be informed that it was their own house, now on the neighbouring mountain, that was the house with the golden windows.   Perhaps the Accused, being Welsh, was the only person who knew why these houses appeared to have golden windows (except maybe Caryl Thomas, whose father,  Dr Elfed Thomas, the Director of  Eductation, came from Wales).   Being Welsh, also, the message of  this story was not entirely news to him.   The inhabitants of  Wales find it necessary to pursue their careers in England.  The deputy headmaster, Mr Holt, was also form master of  the fourth year class.   According to Accused-mum he had for decades been unable to obtain a headship

because he was unmarried, which, she claimed, was inevitably taken to imply that he was a homosexual.   If he did not that year obtain a headship, she declared, he had resolved to give up and not try again.  As it happens, he did obtain a headship.

The Accused was aware of  his inferiority, that a sword of  Damocles was hanging over him because of  his mother’s ambition that he become a doctor.   So he was not a person to initiate relationships.   He was ordered to walk home with a young lady, in the third year class, called Clare - at least as far as the oak tree on the island where the road  as it stretched from London Road divided into Avenue Road proper (on which Clare lived), now effectively a little-known tree lined short J-shaped  side-road  and  Avenue Road Extension, known universally as Avenue Road, on which the school was situated.   Clare, the Accused assures us, had fourteen brothers and fourteeen sisters.   He almost certainly means that she had seven brothers and six sisters.   This generosity of  siblings was due, she explained, to her being Irish, though he does not recall seeing her at the Roman Catholic Masses on the church on Southernhay Road.   However, the accused feared women who were, as he supposed, like his mother, clinging and in their affections demanding and dominant rather than laissez-faire.   Clare on one occasion,  beneath the oak tree, decided to to exhibit a clingingness with arms enclosig the Accused and uttering statements which appeared to lay down the law by emotional blackmail.   The Accused, horrified by this, threw her off  himself and, indeed, onto the pavement and, although she was unable to understand the reason for this, avoided her in the future!

Young Harvey associated with Nigel Dienes and Christopher Burrows though he was not as notably tall as they were and, in fact, amongst the shortest boys in the class.   Harvey ordered the Accused to be his changing room partner during swimming lessons, whch took place at a nearby public bath.   The Accused could propel himself from one side of  the bath to the other by means of  kick onto the side war or  bar - but lessons consisted mainly of  hanging onto the bar and waggling legs up and down  (the ‘crawl’ stroke) or in repeated extension and flexion like a frog (the ‘breast stroke’).   It die not seriously occur to the Accused that it was possible to propel himself across the water and swim.

Young Harvey’s journey home, to Elms Road,  passed by the back gate of  Briarwood - though there was another route,  more obviously direct but not necessarily shorter - the mysteries of topology are beyond ready understanding.     The Accused would sometimes accompany Harvey by either route some or all of  the way to Elms Road (thereby elongating the journey by up to 1200 yards).    School finished at 3.45 p.m.  The Accused claims that on the critical occasion he walked up to Elms Road and arrived back at 4 p.m. which was in any case the usual time of return and as he entered the back gate found his mother working in the garden.  The Accused claims also that his father kept school hours and never left the house before he had left in the morning,  which he thought represented mistrust and a negligence of  duty,  and arrived back before he arrived back on the afternoon.   On this occasion his father was not on the premises.  If  this is so,  that could have been the cause of  the maternal anxiety.   He claims that his mother worried ‘unoonsciously’ about Accused-dad’s potential infidelities and acted out her anxieties with irrational accusations against the Accused.

Accused-mum asked the Accused where he had been, declaring that he was late and she had been worrying.   The Accused may well have told her that he had been on Elms Road.   But in the interrogation that  proceeded in the garden and then in the house  he consistently answered questions with ‘I don’t know’ (which means ‘no comment’). 

One reason the Accused gives for this behaviour was the nature of  the maternal interrogations.   In  later years these would typically take place well into the night, with the accused sitting at the kitchen table facing his mother and his father guarding the exit to the hall.   The glaring light would be hanging over the table.  If he answered a question, that just led to another question.   His mother would misunderstand and misinterpret and would claim that he had made some statement or confession he had not made.  She would also claim he had used words which he had not used  but which rhymed with words he had used.   If the Accused tried to correct the misinterpretations his mother would merely scream at him that he had said what had been stated.   These interrogations took place in English,  with which language Accused-mum was apt to visualise herself as the Accused person shamed and disgraced by some authority figure and in which retrospectively it appears she had limited knowledge of  common usage.   To the Accused it seemed that he was being subjected to deliberate Gestapo tactics and false accusation.   As one question led to another not only did the questions become progressively more unanswerable but Accused-mum became progressively more hysterical and Accused-dad progressively more impatient and ill-tempered (towards the Accused).   When the Accused was eventually released there would nevertheless be maternal crying, yelling, lament and screaming throughout the night and lengthy repercussions.   Although the full ceremony had on this occasion not yet evolved,  the Accused was sufficiently aware that one question just led to another to be inhibited from giving answers to questions.

The Accused also feared that were she to know that he had been walking with Master Harvey she would phone up his parents.   As he saw it,  social status amongst children depended on their degree of  independence from parents.   A solicitous parent was the ultimate disgrace.   He regarded this measure of  status in terms of  independence as equivalent to the alternative assessment in terms of  prospects of  adult employment or degree of  acceptance as working class.  It is true at least to some degree that Accused-mum had picked up from books or  employers attitudes more constistent with the private school.  In state schools much more than in the private school the pupil’s future depended on himself rather than the parent.   State school parents kept themselves out of  their childrens’ affairs    It was necessary for children amongst themselves to maintain the impression of  class equality or uniformity.   The solicitous parent exposed a child to ridicule, name-calling, ganging up and bullying.

Accused-mum became more and more hysterical and eventually went beserk.  She pushed the Accused onto the floor of  the breakfast room near the wall near the entrance to the servants’ staircase.  She declared that when she was a girl her mother had assaulted her,  declaring that she would subject her to twenty five (or it may have been fifty whacks) and then did so, counting while she perpetrated her assault.  Accused-mum did this,  perpetrating a frenzied assault, counting and  yelling  pious accusations  that the Accused was wicked and degenerate.   That over, she burst into tears.

This was the only occasion on which Accused-mum subjected to the Accused to any physical assault, even a mild or nominal assault.  This procedure is called by the Accused the ‘heterosexualist orgasm’  and is often described in biographies as the behaviour of  nannies or stepmothers.   Amongst psychiatrists it is taboo to attribute any behaviour to environment or social influences rather than inheritance.   Nevertheless they do at times stray into decribing  parental assaults or heterosexualist orgasm, together with illustation that parents, generation  after generation, resolve not to treat their children as they themselves were treated but always do so.

The Accused was under the impression that his mother indeed had been the victim of such assaults on the part of  her own mother and had resolved she herself would not behave this way - and that was the reason for the tears.   He also supposed she had difficulty in handling this resolution in part because she could not accept that her mother was cruel and she herself innocent.   She believed mothers were or had to be perfect.   Because of  this also she was unable to accept her own resentments against the Accused.   She thought such resentments made her a ‘bad mother’ and exposed her to condemnation and disgrace.   It was perfectly natural for the mother to resent, for instance,  the intrustion on her time of  the child and her being, through the child, deprived of  paid employment.   The correct approach was to accept this and not to suppress it.   It was the suppression that led to the failure of  control.   This assault was not discussed with Accused-mum until she was 83 years old.  She said that she recalled the incident but not the assault itself.   This is consistent with the theory that heterosexualist orgasm behaviour can regarded as automatic or  ‘unconscious’.

The Accused on this occasion felt sorry for his mother.   His mother in turn faithfully promised that if  he told her the full story there would be no phoning around to check up.   So he told her.  However, before he had finished Accused-dad had discovered a Harvey telephone number (in the telephone directory) on Elms Road.   This resulted in Accused-dad or Accused-mum and being informed by the Harvey parents (whom the Accused was never to meet) that her son had told them that the Accused had been walking with him.   The Accused’s parents now supposed that all was in order and satisfactory but the Accused considered himself betrayed and subsequently was more inclined to regard his parents as untrustworthy and that no guarantee would be honoured.

Dancing lessons required the allocation of  a partner.   The Accused assumed that nobody would wish to partner him and that he would be so incompetent as to be an embarrassment to any partner.  So he kept out of  the negotiations.   Ann Goldsmith, however, ordered the Accused to be her partner.   The Accused was very surprised that she was so certain that this had been pre-ordained.  Maybe the Goldsmith’s were Austrians (Probably they were, though Who’s Who suggested they were French).

Mr Holt suggested to the class that each member write a poem.   The Accused had no literary pretensions,  did not suppose he had any imagination and did not suppose he was capable of  producing poetry.   However, since it had to be, he eventually penned a few lines about the flowers in his garden.   In l990s idiom this would definitely have been a poem.   But the Accused expected to hear nothing further about the matter.   Mr Holt, however,  to the Accused’s astonishment, liked the poem, except that he felt that the final line,  which was rhyming, was out of  metre and that the rhyming end-bit should be excised.   A rhyme was not necessary, it was explained, even though this was the last line (it was usual for short poems to end in rhyming couplets).   The Accused was to be amongst those chosen to read their poem at some ceremony,  perhaps the Coronation Ceremony.    This meant practising the delivery of  the poem and the practice sessions coincided with the dancing lessons.   Ann Goldsmith ordered the Accused to desist from such distraction - which from her point of view was reasonable.   So someone else was to read the poem.

The Accused however, irrespective of  what words he might have heard,  never contemplated the possibility of  anyone else reading his poem.   It would sound silly and humiliating enough if he spoke it himself and if  anyone else attempted it was likely to be worse not merely bringing disgrace to himself but to the innocent reader.   So to everyone’s astonishment - the Accused had given no intimation of  his intentions, supposing perhaps that they were obvious,  read his own poem.   It could have been that some unfortunate boy had spent hours practicing the recitation of  this childish piece and that the Accused grabbed from him his hour of  fame and triumph - though this did not occur to the Accused who supposed that a teacher would have read the poem in his absence.  The Accused is no great orator.   He knows how his works and speeches should sound - and they are composed to be  pronounced in a particular way - but he is incapable of  delivery.   He does not have the courage and  immunity to fear of  humiliation possessed by  the dramatic actor.   So he ranted through his poem very rapidly and without expression or  melody  - though nobody bothered to boo and they instead politely clapped.   They probably thought it was courageous not to expose oneself to humiliation,  Ann Goldsmith then  declared that she had not been aware that he had been expected to practice the reading of  his poem.

If the Accused had any apprehension about the forthcoming eleven plus examination it was that it was forwarned that  it would be required to write an ‘essay’ in the English paper and that approximately half the marks available would be for this.   Since it was customary to speak of  children writing essays,  the Accused assumed also that they could and did write essays.   He himself however, he opined, could not do so.   He was not even permitted to do so.   Accused-dad considered essays a form of espionage whereby teachers discovered family secrets.   Since the Accused was not permitted in the forseen essays to write about his own expiences, there was nothing else left.   The Accused also knew nothing about football, circuses,  seaside holidays,  aunties in Clacton,  American gangsters  or any of  the other events in British childrens’ lives and essays.   The Accused also was expected by his parents to be serious in his attitudes and to avoid the colliquial and was serious,  literary in his language and  without regard for conventional childrens’ fantasies and fairy stories.    Pat Neal might have gotten away with an essay on a day in the life of  the Builder’s Yard but it  is unlikely that Ann Goldsmith would have written an essay about diamond rings or that Sandra Henig would have written an essay on St Michael’s underwear (which is what he father’s factory produced).   Not everyone has anything acceptable to write about.

The Accused was fully convinced that children of  his age and younger did write essays.    This appeared to be universal belief.   Some probably do.   Charles Dickens probably wrote an essay at the age of  six  and Ingrid  might have written stories about horses.   On one occasion the class even was asked to write an essay.   The Accused,  having nothing else to write about,  related his experiences on the  Pen y (V)Al mountain already related,  though he supposed the topic and style were somewhat adultoid and unoriginal.   He certainly did not suppose that his essay was above above borderline pass or respectabilitNot everyone has anything acceptable to write about.

The Accused was fully convinced that children of  his age and younger did write essays.    This appeared to be universal belief.   Some probably do.   Charles Dickens probably wrote an essay at the age of  six  and Ingrid  might have written stories about horses.   On one occasion the class even was asked to write an essay.   The Accused,  having nothing else to write about,  related his experiences on the  Pen y (V)Al mountain already related,  though he supposed the topic and style were somewhat adultoid and unoriginal.   He certainly did not suppose that his essay was above above borderline pass or respectabilit.   Mr Holt however singled it out for special attention.   Nigel Dienes supposed the plot had some resemblance to the plot of  the Golden Windows though he was satisfied when told that the Golden Windows house was seen by day whereas the Sugarloaf House was seen in the dark and appeared to be floating in the air. 

For all the author knows,  nobody in the class other than the Accused and not even the teacher knew that Caryl Thomas’s father was Director of  Education (and therefore also Accused-dad’s boss, or one of  them).   She was an attractive and pleasant young lady, but because of  her elevated ancestry the Accused did not speak to her.   At any rate, he spoke to her twice.   On one occasion  there was a great storm of boys to the classroom windows overlooking the hall because the girls  of some other class were returning across the hall from some gymnastics session  wearing  only their knickers.   The Accused noticed that Caryl Thomas was one of  the few children still sitting at her desk with an expression of  complete indifference.   He therefore asked her what was her evaluation of  this behaviour.   He was not entirely certain whether the girls trecking across the hall considered themselves flattered by this behaviour or whether they considered it a threat or insult.   Was it correct to behave on these occasions with crowd, so as to express interest and admiration, or was it correct to refrain.   The girls who precipitated such rushes to classroom windows appeared  never to show any reaction at all.   Miss  Thomas replied that she would consider herself indifferent to both  participation in the admiring or being an object of  admiration.   She did not suppose there existed any objection to the admiration per se but that the manner of  expression was objectionable.  It did not reflect any genuine interest but was merely imitative crowd behaviour.   She disapproved of  people behaving as an irrational and unruly mob.   The Accused felt surprised at this reply and felt that Miss Thomas had the courage to express an opinion that was also his own.   According to Accused-mum and societal ethics it was taboo to criticise a mob.   It was the ultimate standard of  excellence.  

The Accused was the acknowledged expert during nature study sessions that took place on some afternoon on the Victoria Park.   The Accused supposed that there existed no sociological kudos in nature study and that therefore he was permitted to be the acknowledged expert.   After these sessions the pupils returned to the classroom and the Accused stayed on to put the chairs on the desks - and was therefore honoured with the title chair monitor.   The Accused was also notorious throughout the county for his facility with mental arithmetic - so that whenever his name was uttered it was also combined with the words ‘good at arithmetic’.   Mental arithmetic consists of  performing calculations supposedly in the head rather than on paper and the children were given regular exercises in this enterprise.    The Accused invariably got all questions correct and did so in a fraction of  the time thers took to attempt them.   The Accused however felt that this excellence might be fraudulent.   His methods were not entriely mental.   However, his subsequent experiences suggest that he performed calculations mentally so regularly that he did not realise that routine methods using pen and paper were quicker.

Some school sessions were more formal than others and  Friday afternoon was eventually allocated as a ‘free period’.   This meant that the pupils were expected to organise themselves into clubs each persuing some self-chosen scheme.   The Accused, a person without imagination and who supposed that because his interests did not coincide with universal norms  they did not count,  could not think of  any scheme to pursue.  So he set up an arithmetic club.   He did not expect this to be considered acceptable but to his astonishment not only was it so but the arithmetic club proved to the the largest of  all,  allocated a large table on which the participants composed the multiplication tables from thirteen times onwards.   The Accused could not think of anything more imaginative.   “How many inches are there in a mile”,  Mr Holt”, once asked the class.   Several pupils volunteered figures that were wildly innaccurate.   Mr Holt asked the Accused.   The Accused felt embarrassed.   He was expected to get this right - but really, he felt, he was a fraud.   He confessed apologetically that he calculated the figure as 63,360.   Fortunately  Mr Holt replied that he happened to know that was the correct figure since he had had to know it when he was in the army.   The Accused also on other occasions managed to blunder true this reputation for arithmetic without being found out.

There were also periods, possibly towards the end of  the fourth year, which were sufficiently free for Nigel Dienes,  Christopher Burrows and Mr Harvey to play chess while the Accused watched.   The Accused had been taught the moves of  chess when he was living at Abergavenny.   His father had just gone through the moves and rules and had informed the Accused that ‘command of  the centre’ and development of  pieces could be ore important than material advantage.   However neither then nor subsequently had the Accused ever played a game of  chess.   Also, on this occasion it did not occur to any of  his companions that the Accused might also participate in a game of chess - but the Accused watched what was happening and came to his own conclusions regarding the play.

Then suddenly Nigel Dienes announced:  “Have you ever thought what we might do if  there existed no rules - if everything was allowed.    The Accused did not comment but supposed this must be a wonderful idea.   This was because he assumed that what was meant was that  behaviour would still be restricted by the obvious laws of  morality and consideration for other people...that what waas suggested was an improvement in ethics rather than a deterioration.   As the joys of  liberty were being recited  all initially appeared well until it turned out that in this imaginary world he was selected for particular attention.   The Accused confesses that he cannot recall what exactly was suggested further than that  in this imaginary world he was to find himself deprived of  clothes and  subject to various manipulations  the list of which at the time went on and on.   The Accused was somewhat naive about nakedness and manipulation and assumed that what whatever was suggested was some form of  torture or  aggression and  began to have his doubts about the world without regulations.

Accused-dad was not excessively happy about the Accused associating with Nigel Dienes.   Nigel was a ‘patient’.   He had been referred by his parents to Accused-dad’s clinic.   For it to be known that a person has attended a psychiatric clinic is for that person sociological death.   After all, it is not possible to attend a psychiatric clinic without a diagnosis being produced.   The workers have to classify their work objects.  He or she can never  again earn a living.   Nevertheless, objectively, this should not be such a disgrace.   Any school child  during Accused-dad’s time working in Leicester whose name might be known in subsequent years was guaranteed to attend Accused-dad’s clinic.   Any child that was above average intelligence referred to a psychiatrist.   Accused-dad declared it was contrary to medical ethics for him or his family to associate with a ‘patient’.   This meant that medical ethics was declaring war on the Accused’s natural peer group and inhibiting its development and survival.

Nigel’s father, Dr Dienes, was a lecturer in psychology at the Leicester University College and a foreigner of some sort, possibly Hungarian.   The Accused was neither aware of  this nor that his parents were acquainted with him.   One day however, a tall thin man, he appeared at the door and he was ushered into the dining room, an honour no more than two persons had previously been accorded.   The Accused was banished into the breakfast room.   It turned out however that Dr Dienes had come to demonstrate his Dienes Cube.   This cube was cut into interlocking pieces which were taken apart,  the device then becoming a form of intelligence or aptitude test to the person required to reconstruct it.   According to accused dad the pieces reprented the alegbraic formula for the square of  a plus b, by which he meant the cube of  a plus b, though some of  the pieces must have been amalgamated or some internal pegs and holes created to hold the figure together.   Accused-mum arrived in the breakfast room carrying the pieces of  this cube.   He was supposed to put it together.   This was of  limited value to Dr Dienes.   He needed to see for himself rather than hear a report from the mother.   But  presumably she was too ashamed of  him or afraid of  disgrace and humiliation for her to allow him into the company.  Or maybe she did not expect him to solve the problem immediately.   The Accused however requested his mother  to stop talking while he was thinking and put the cube together.   This was taken to be zero time and Accused-mum reported this to Dr Dienes.   Nigel Dienes reported that he too had ‘solved’ this puzzle as soon as it was presented - though the Accused did not know whether he had thought out the problem in a manner that could be repeated or whether the rapid solution was an accident.

The Accused was invited to Nigel Dienes’ birthday party.   This was somewhat embarrassing to the Accused’s.   For the Accused to attend his party was ‘imposing’ on the Dieneses.   At the very least, they felt,  they had to ensure that the Accused would not stay too long.   They would retrieve him by car at 9 p.m..   The Accused did not  approve of  this.   He would have preferred to walk there and back and for his parents not to meddle.   This 9 p.m,  pickup, the Accused’s declared, would be doing the Dieneses a good turn since it would give everyone else the hint to leave.   Accused-mum was to remain convinced of  this rationalisation until old age.   It turned out that the Dienses had organised a treasure hunt.   The Accused, not being brought up within British traditions, was not familiar with this game.   He could see what was the intended solution of  the rhyming clues  written on concealed pieces of  paper, each giving a crypic indication of  the location of  the next piece of  paper,  but did not feel that he could recognise them as in all respects an accurate description of  the spot indicated.    Nigel Dienes however  insist that the Accused win this treasure hunt.   No matter what remonstrations were mouthed by the Accused, Nigel hauled him off at speed to the next location.   He then informed the Accused that the prize was located in the bathroom (which had been obvious from the start since  Dr Dienes had stated that the prize was not in an upstairs living room and the clues and  prize where exactly where they might have been expected even in the absence of  clues.   Nigel then left the Accused and went back to show Mr Harvey the route.   But then Dr Dienes intervened as the Accused entered the bathroom (where the prize was in the soapstand) to inform him that there were no prizes in the upstairs living rooms and although the Accused confided that he was well aware of  this and that the bathroom was not a living room and indicated that the Accused’s presence was contrary to regulations.   Perhaps he was anxious to disrupt Nigel’s plot.   The Accused himself had no ambition to win a prize which he felt sure would be of  no use to him and the winning of  which was an embarrassment.   However,  the reason for Nigel’s antics,  which the Accused had suspected, soon became evident.   He wanted to get the Accused and Mr Harvey away from this treasurehunt.   So the three went into the cellar where only a brief conversation took place before the Accused’s arrived at the door to drag the Accused away by car.   The Accused did not feel too delighted about this.   It was in any case difficult enough to form frienships and relationships.

Accused-mum may have been worried whether or not the  Accused ‘passed’  the ‘eleven plus’.    The Accused however  gave it no thought and supposed that any anxiety his mother had to be absurd.   Children were not competing to ‘pass’ but competing to ‘fail’.  Nobody passed other than those who had no advantage in failing - and that was a tiny eccentric minority.   The Accused, for that matter, had his place already booked at prestigious Wyggeston Grammar School.   Since he was taking the examination a year early there existed no criterion whereby he could be ‘failed’.   He felt however he had to get the highest mark in the county in the arithmetic examination so as not embarrass the Education Department, who had exposed themselves to possible criticism by embarking on this experiment. 

The Accused claims to have been nine years old when he took the eleven plus examination.   The Accused just viewed this as an event and would have thought it counterproductive and absurd to worry.   However, on the day he was to take this examination the Accused was informed by his mother that he was ill.   The Accused informed his mother that it did not matter whether he was ill or not though, as a matter of  fact, he wasn’t.   He was not in the least unwell.   He was also particularly anxious that he had to get the highest mark in arithmetic (he did not greatly doubt that he would)  in the same paper taken by others, not a different one.   However, both Accused-dad and Accused-mum declared that the Accused suffered from a ‘fever’,  prevented him from departing and insisted that he cnfine himself to bed.   It was not long however that Accused-mum started yelling whining and moaning that he was lounging in bed while she was slaving and working and attending to his needs.   The Accused formed the impression that his mother was making a great fuss,  doing next to nothing and interrupting the next to nothing with endless tea and doughtnut breaks.    The Accused also strongly suspected that it was jealousy rather than solicitiousness over his health that had  prompted Accused-mum

to  prevent him attending the examination.

The Accused feared that if  his mother behaved again in this way there would be no prospect of  sitting this eleven plus (known to the Accused’s parents as the ‘scholarship’) at all and felt that he rather than his mother would be blamed if  he turned out to be ‘ill’ repeatedly.   Fortunately,  the Department of  Education cooperated.   The author does not know what gave them the clue and  how they came to have the courage to  perpetrate such a measure.   Maybe Accused-dad, on the quiet, was less convinced by  Accused-mum’s diagnosis of  ‘illness’ than he had appeared.   It was announced that the date on which the postponed examination for those who had not attended the first would be unknown to anyone, whether children, teachers or parents,  until the examination actually took place.   That is how it was.   As far as the author can ascertain  Accused-mum never came to realise that the Accused had even taken this eleven plus examination.

Despite the comments that have been made as to children preferentially choosing to ‘fail’ the eleven plus and there being no genuine competition or need to reach a particular mark or standard,  the questions in the eleven plus examination were the equivalent of  or higher than a modern business studies degree.   Each paper,   Arithmetic and English, was allocated two hours - or it may have been three hours.   The English paper, despite all that had been previously promised,  required no essay.   There were questions requireing no more than such and such a number of words of writing, but no essay.   The paper seemed extraorinarily long and the Accused did not complete it.   We do not know whether anyone did.   Only a minority of  the candidates that year took this particular  paper.   So it not clear how the performance would have been assessed -  though the question has little relevence beyond  determination of  the order in which the candidates with the ten highest overall marks should have been placed.   The arithmetic paper was also surprisingly lengthy and the Accused rushed through it.   At the end he confessed to Mr Holt that he was not overconfident because he had only just finished the paper.   “Did you finish the paper”, asked Mr Holt in astonishment, “I didn’t!”.

It turned out that Nigel  Dienes and Christopher Burroughs were selected to the Alderman Newton’s School, that Mr Harvey and the Accused were to go to the Wyggeston Boys’ School and Caryl Thomas to the Wyggeston Girls.   There was also howeveer a  Stephen Howe in the class and a boy of  that name who lived in the Avenue Road catchment area later at Wyggeston.  The Accused alleges that no other pupil in the class entered grammar school.   It could be so.   In those days girls obtained lower marks than boys on the eleven plus.   This is likely to have been on account of  the strong taboo in their numbers against obtaining higher marks and it may have been that some who would be misplaced at Secondary Modern sabotaged themselves sufficiently to fail.   Girls however were regularly sent at their parents’ expense to private seconary schools, whereas this was rarely or never done for boys. 

The Accused has some relics from handicraft classes which are more skilfully constrcucted than might have been expected, though his colleague’s work was apt to be better.   It had been proposed to the Accused that he construct a note book.   This notebook was eventually used to collect autographs of the pupils and teachers, together with in the case of  the pupils, also their addresses.   On the last day at school the Accused stayed on in the classroom after everyone else had left - everyone except Caryl Thomas.   They held what was, considering that they had only spoken to each other once before,  a lengthy conversation but then the Accused felt it was necessary to leave.   The Accused was never to see her again, nor indeed to see any of  the children in the class again, despite their having entered their names and addresses in the the address book,  except for Mr Harvey and Mr Howe, if  in fact,  the one at Wyggeston was the same Mr Howe.   The Accused, indeed, must have mislaid the address book, or it was mislaid by Accused-mum,  only to surface again fifty years later!

The Accused did not respond to suggestions that he enter a national essay competition open to little children, as part of  the coronation celebration, in praise of  the peaceful uses of  atomic energy.    The Calder Hall nuclear power station was much in the news, coupled with the name of  Sir John Cockcroft, its director.   The Accused knew nothing about the past history of  John Cockcroft nor of  his description of  this institution as an independent university (which was near Oxford but more associated with the Cambridge department of physics and Cambridge graduates - though in those days Cambridge science departments were effectively united with their counterparts in Oxford).   The Accused’s failure to enter this competition did not arise from his inability to write essays.   These inhibitions did not apply to scientific topics or those divorced from the realities of  the family or towny life.   The inhibition was that the Accused could make himself agree with the premisses of  the nuclear energy euphoria - particularly that atomic power  had economic advantages over traditional sources.   Nuclear generation, he suspected, was not as devoid of dangers as claimed and the long term costs were being underestimated.   Uranium was not a plentiful element.  It was mined in few countries and by slave labour in untoward conditions.   Nuclear fuel could not simply be stored and used according to requirements in the manner of  coal.   World wide reliance on nuclear energy with abandonment of  coal seemed unrealistic and a  design with no without any contingency  plan should it prove unsuccesful.   Nuclear power stations, it was claimed, had a life of  ten years.   Then they had to be replaced.   That this would lead to an overall saving in real terms or in terms of monetary accounting was speculative and hopeful.

On some occasion when the Accused was at  Avenue Road,  or  the Accused suggests it was during this period,  he accompanied his parents on a tourist visit to Oxford.   Or maybe they just happened to be in Oxford.   The Accused’s parents used to live theire.   Accused-mum had heard that it was permissible to barge into college rooms when the outer door was open.   So, at Magdalene College, Accused-mum decided that they would simply barge into one of  the Fellow’s rooms.   The Accused felt very embarrassed.   It seemed to the Accused that his mother had no respect for personal privacy and this behaviour was to be remembered in relation to his own affairs as a fear of  his mother barging in on people uninvited, unannounced and without warning.   Fortunately the College Fellow was not candoodling with a waitress.   Such behaviour was unknown in Oxford (and Cambridge) colleges.   Instead, the scholar was sitting at a large table on which there were simultaneously open dozens of  books spread all over the table and chairs.   He was writing a book or treatise on some specialised topic of  little interest to the average non-academic.   The Accused was also to recall this behaviour of  the College Fellow when in future years he was to be tormented and railed-at by his mother for keeping several (or many) books open simultaneously while working on some problem or  literary production.  The Fellow however showed no surprise, was very polite, turned out to speak German and discussed with the Accused’s their experiences in Austria and the difficulties created by the Nazis. 

PAGE  
24

