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Wyggeston schoolboys, on entering the third year, became more specialised in their careers (and rather more specialised than the curriculum suggested).  A choice had to be made between Greek, German and Geography,  mathematics teaching was streamed into ‘sets’.  There were also five streams overall - the A stream specialised in classics and arts (that is to say, English), the B stream modern languages (that is to say French and History), the C stream handicraft and the E stream, science.  The main eccentricity however was the D stream which, which mostly coincided also with the alpha maths set, which studied science with biology, physics and chemistry as separate subjects.   However, although history was to be dropped in the fifth year, it was still taught in 3D.  So there could not have been more than three periods (out of thirty five) each week in each science.  The only eventual classicist was Robin Orton who then was in 3D though he joined the classics stream later on.

The Accused claims that there was a distinction between ‘good’ and ‘bad’, with ‘good’ termed also ‘working class’ or ‘practical’.   He claims to have been an extreme case and therefore branded as academic and not practical.   That, however, does not precisely accord with the facts.  Although the term ‘practical’ was used, the distinction was more between routine or algorithm and the cognitive or non-algorithmic, whether in relation to academic or practical pursuits.   Alternatively the ‘good’ could be regarded as what was familiar or taught.  The Accused was to be informed on his last day at the school that it had been decided soon after his arrival that he was unteachable, did not need teaching and was to be left to fend for himself.   That is a fair assessment.  To other people there was a distinction between the familiar and the not familiar - what was familiar belonged to their class norm.  To the Accused everything was equally unfamiliar.  He had to discover everything for himself.   Thus when faced with some problem with which others were familiar he would seem inept but if  faced with a problem with which other people were not familiar it would to him be no more unfamiliar than any other and solved immediately - which his comerades supposed miraculous  - a reaction which to him was incomprehensible.  To him it just seemed that again and again his brilliant coevals were totally blocked from understanding the simple and obvious.  In practical matters also rather than being inept, he had no regard for routines.  He would be astonished that it would fall to him to repair bicycles - often a simple matter - while the colleagues who owned the bicycles looked helplessly on and supposed he was performing a great favour.   In science ‘practicals’ he would find his colleagues, despite their vocal superiority, sitting helplessly in front of  non-functional apparatus until he passed by and switched on the electricity!  In schools the ‘practical’ was universally taught from a ‘working class’ point of view - as habit training and specific routines rather than general procedures.

The Accused thus was not greatly enamoured by ‘science’ or the teaching of science.   This applied most strongly to chemistry.   He felt that pupils were being trained to be laboratory assistants rather than scientists.  Theoretical teaching was neglected and valuable time wasted by endless ‘practicals’.  Pupils approached science practicals (chemistry, particularly) as if they were games or  PT lessons,  with a great hallaballoo and keenness, and giving the impression agressively of  being the great experts with the class right to monopolise the apparatus.  A chemistry ‘practical’ one week would consist of  titrating the liquid from a burrette until the muddy green liquid in the beaker turned muddy brown.   The next week it would be titrating liquid until muddy brown liquid changed to a different shade of  muddy brown.   The students would then copy out the ‘results’ from the textbook, insert four or five circles onto graph paper and draw a straight line vaguely between them!   The Accused, since he supposedly Not Working Class, regularly was not issued with a textbook or had it stolen.   The Accused considered class ‘experiments’ pointless.   The apparatus was designed to give the ‘correct’ result, was known to do so (or supposedly so) and there was no purpose in verifying this.   In the Accused’s opinion his colleagues were not engaged in science but being trained to fake results.  The hour and a half set aside for these ‘experiments’ was also far more than was required.  The Accused was reluctant to admit this and instead imagined there must be difficulties and was encouraged to consider himself to be or to become more incompetent than was necessary.   The Accused’s co-worker in practical chemistry was Mr Harvey.  Mr Harvey must have had some reason for choosing the Accused - but the Accused was inclined to leave him to it and not to play any active part in the ‘practicals’.   The Accused was also put off by the emphasis in school science on drawing  pictures or, as they known, ‘diagrams’.   Accused-mum educated the Accused in the art of  drawing these pictures but nevertheless he considered these pictures which were compulsory and carried a sizeable percentage of  marks in any exam question as a waste of  time - and time was at a praemium.

The Accused was more inclined towards physics.   There was more scope for genuine investigation in the physics ‘practical’.   However there were deterrents also in physics.   The Accused was very conscious of  his lack of  knowledge of  engineering - of physics in its practical applications and felt that this knowledge was even concealed from the grammar school (and university) student.  The working class norm was to tinker with cars - and the Accused’s familiarity with internal combustion engines and the workings of motor cars was miminal (or so he thought) and below the cultural norm (or so he thought).  Furthermore physics specialists in the sixth form took two A level maths subjects - and the Accused was still deterred from maths not only because his mother’s ambitions prohibited it but because of  the difficulties he supposed he had in ‘understaning’  Euclidean geometry and other aspects of  mathematics which turn out to be simplifications for the benefit of supposedly stupid schoolchildren.   It may have been obvious to the Accused’s teachers that his talents would be best directed towards applied mathematics and physics.   This was reflected in his examination performances and his teachers did put on pressure in that direction.  But he himself did not reliase this was his metier!

Dr Outram was the form master of  3D.  On the first day he read out the names of  the pupils: “Der Alan, Der Barfoot, Der Bowler, Der Brantston’.   This did not mean that Dr Outram was German.  The Accused supposed at that time this was a deliberate affectation or joke.  Schoolmasters not unusually maintained a public image by self-mockery disguised as a habit or affectation.  The Accused was however later in the day informed by  his colleagues that this was a tic, or involuntary.   On a previous ocasion a boy had aroused Dr Outram’s ire by answering his name-call with ‘Der yes Sir!’.

On the first day, too, the pupils were sent off to attend their House Meetings.   This had not happened before.   There were eight ‘Houses’  which had little existence beyond there being after-school inter-House Rugger or cricket matches and each House having a different stripe on its Rugger-shirt.   There were eight houses - De Montfort (Pink), Went (Purple), Johnson (Dark Blue), Latimer (Brown), Charnwood (Yellow), Abbey (Red), Huntingdon (Green) and Wycliffe (Sky Blue).   The Rev James Went was the previous but one Headmaster, generally supposed to have been the first Headmaster.  Johnson presumably is a reference to Mr Fielding-Johnson, an eighteenth century  hosiery baron and Benefactor of  This City,   History has forgotten what was the origin of  the name Huntingdon.   The Accused was allocated to the Wycliffe House,  which was embarrassing, since the Reverend Wycliffe was not in those days a Roman Catholic saint.   The housemaster, Mr Garside, began with an eulogy detailing the great advantages of  the House System, a brotherhood into which the pupils had been thrown by chance.   This appeared to be doctrine.   The purpose of  the meeting turned out to be to elect a Junior House Captain.   The Accused apologised that he was not very conversant with school politics and asked whether it might be explained what, if any, were the duties, powers or rights of  the Junior House Captain.   If there in fact were none he would not consider it insulting were there to be no reply.   He was a little worried, he said, whether the existence of  this office was somewhat akin to a knighthood or C.B.E., a cause for resentment against the favoured person rather than an honour.   Mr Garside was unable to clarify further than it was necessary to have a Junior House Captain.

One of  the thirdformers was duly proposed by someone as House Captain.   In retrospect it seems likely that Mr Garside shared the Accused’s reservations and therefore did not want a contested election.   As it happens, nobody else was proposed and the schoolboys were required to raise their hands in assent.   Mr Garside noticed that the Accused had not raised his hand and angrily asked him why.   The Accused explained that he was in no position to vote.  He did not even know the candidate.  He had nothing against him, had no reason to suppose he was an excellent candidate or the best candidate or that he would not make an excellent Junior House Captain, but since he knew nothing whatsoever about him he could not vote.   Mr Garside reponded angrily yelling that he would never be a House Captain. As it happens, the Accused was never to discover who then or subsequently was Wycliffe House Captain.   The Accused does not recollect attending any other House Meeting besides this one.  The Accused cannot recall any of  his aquaintances at the Wyggeston School belonging to the Wycliffe House.  Five years later Mr  Garside was tell the Accused that he considered the House System at Wyggeston to be a ridiculous sham.    The only duty required of  a Junior House Captain, presumably, was to pick Rugger teams, but, as far as is known,  the House Rugger team, in so far as it existed (It was always short of  players) selected itself.   A notice went up under the bell and anyone who wanted to play added his name to the team sheet.  

Dr Outram was also, for unknown reasons, highly sensitive about his nickname ‘Spike’.  On one occasion he detained the entire class after school because supposedly someone had written his name on a wall in Greek letters.   Apparently this was not the  mathematical expression                 .   Nobody would leave and there would be serious repercussions if  there was not a confession.   There were nine Greek scholars in the third year, most or all of whom were in 3D - and so these were the main suspects.   In fact, the Chief Suspect was Robin Orton who would entertain a group of friends with his erudition during the dinner break.  If  he had been responsible he would presumably have confessed - but he took no part in the discussion besides denying all knowledge when directly accused.   So the Accused, who recollected a daubing on the outside classroom wall, asked Dr Outram where the offending graffiti were located and what were the Greek letters that Dr Outram had witnessed.   Dr Outram refused to reveal the location, but it did turn out that he was not familiar with the Greek alphabet and could only recollect seeing the letter pi.  The Accused suggested that the offending graffito, if  it was the one he had in mind, bore no resemblance to to any nickname apart from what might have been interpreted as the letter pi, which was confirmed by Mr Branston and Mr Rutherford.   Dr Outram seemed a little embarrassed at the apparant lack of evidence but did not openly admit there might have been an error.  Nevertheless he dismissed the class with a grunt!

The Accused was still having problems with his eyesight.   Because he could not see the blackboard from the rear of  the class he volunteered to sit closer to the front next to the high spirited Mr Branston who  did his best to conceal any irritation at the excessively straitlaced  Accused replacing the notoriously unstraitlaced Mr Bowler.   Because the Accused was affected by glare and apt to get pains in his eyes,  his father arranged another consultation with Dr Robson.   Dr Robson instructed the Accused to tell his parents that it might be desirable for him to wear tinted lenses.   Nothing was done about this.  In the l970s, when another opthalmologist made the same suggestion,  the Accused discovered that they could be obtained via the National Health Service (in the l990s not only were they not obtainable on the NHS but instead of  the required Crooke’s Glass the only available prescription was for glasses to be sprayed with colour - which came off, despite the great expense.   This was because the Pilkington Glass Company had sold the patent to someone else who saw no profit in continuing the manufacture).

The Accused had already in the second year, on account of  harrassment at home,  delegate much of  his homework to the morning assembly.   He would sit at home pretending to do homework.   There were times however when he felt obliged to work at home -for instance on some essay.   On such occasions the Accused might have dozens of  books to which reference was being made simultaneously open on the table.   He had also discovered that he could work more productively by a methodology which computer-persons call ‘time sharing’.   If he worked continuously say on a Latin or French or English essay he would become tired.   However, if  he switched every few minutes from one to another he did not tire.   He would also attempt to have radio music  playing while working - which he found relaxing rather than distracting.   This greatly alamred Accused-mum who was convinced that to perform more than one task simultaneously was to cultivate insanity.   His mother, believing she was following the advice of  the Kingley Gee optician would also switch of  lights or shift a portable light to some position behind the Accused so that he was sitting in the dark.   Accused-mum would also whisk in on a tidymongering mission and sweep the Accused’s papers from under his nose - and it might take him considerable time to discover where she had put them.   The Accused if pondering over some problem would walk around or engage himself in something else.   This might mean forgetting about it until inspiration spontaneously sprung on some later occasion, but even then he night not wish to attend to his mother’s vocalisation - which according to British Medical Association handbooks is a very serious symptom.   The optician has also told Accused mum that it was not permissible to study for periods longer than two hours.  Her two hours were nearer two minutes.

There is a story that goes round Cambridge that the late Mr Isaac Newton when entertaining dignatories at Trinity College offered to fetch some beverages from the wine cellar.   He arrived back two hours later.   The explanation was that he had fallen into a trance in the cellar pondering over some mathematical problem.   The Accused’s reaction to that was ‘So what?’.   But the ways of  intellectuals are considered by some to be eccentric or even insanity - and Accused-mum was somewhat thus inclined!

The opportunity to perform homework - such as learning  vocabularies or writing French verbs onto the palm of  the hands, arose through the Accused being a Roman Catholic and not attending the main assembly (or not the religious service part of  it).  Instead the Roman Catholics met in one physical  training changing room while the Jews met in the other physical  education changing room.   The Catholic service was conducted by a sixth form prefect,  Patrick O’Leary (who was not called Patrick O’Leary but something equally Irish).   Patrick, in common with some of  the other Catholics,  came from an impoverished part of  town.   Patrick was forced on one occasion to order the Accused to write a hundred lines:  ‘I must not talk during the Lord’s prayer’ or some such thing.   Patrick had been forced into it through having made a previous threat - though it was a nominal offence.   The Accused could not write these lines at home.   His parents would consider the imposition of  such a penalty as a maximal disgrace and the repercussions would never have ended.   So he was reduced to writing during morning assembly time and other free time at school.   By the time the Accused came to hand these lines to Mr O’Leary he had not completed the hundred.  He had however a first page numbered 1-20 and a last page numbered 80-100.    Mr Leary glanced at the lines and said he was satisfied.   The Accused was astonished.   “Are you sure about that?”.  “Oh yes, you’ve got a numbered front page and a numbered back page but you’ve lost a page in between!”.   The Accused did not suppose that Mr O’Leary was deceived.   What therefore made him so tolerant?

Later in the year Mr O’Leary’s picture appeared in the paper.   He was honoured with a full third of  a page of  the Leicester Mercury.   He was an altar-person at the Holy Cross Church and  also handed round the plate to collect pennies for the poor of  the parish.   It had been discovered somehow by somebody that small sums were missing from the cash eventually counted in the priory.   How this  miracle of detection had been performed was not revealed.   For unexplained reasons and in an unrevealed manner this was referred to the police and, for reasons not revealed,  Mr O’Leary confessed and for more unexplained reasons he was charged before the magistrates’ court.   He needed this money for some school necessities, added the Leicester Mercury.   Mr O’Leary told the Accused essentially the same story - that he had felt he needed money for some necessity within his family, had borrowed  around two pounds in all and had intended to return it.   If  this indeed is so,  the question of  why this ever reached the court presents itself  and of  whether some manner of  discrimination was involved.   Could he perhaps have been Irish?       

Being a Roman Catholic also gave the Accused the opportunity of  absenting himself from the periods devoted to religious studies - or it may have been sex education - conducted by Mr Ireson (;Holy Joe), a former army padre who had been defrocked because he had gotten married, or divorced or remarried.  During these periods the Accused would  sit in on lessons delivered tby the senior history teacher, Mr Raynor - who was particularly interested in Irish history.   It turned out that the English had not been too kind to the Irish.

Ingrid, since her Alderman Newton’s School was a greater distance from home, attended school dinners.   It occurred to Accused-mum that her time could be otherwise spent than by  cooking midday meals for the Accused.   (After all, he could always have eaten twice as much in the evenings).   So the experiment was invoked of  the Accused attending school dinners.   The Accused realised however that this could not succeed.   School dinner cost nine pence a day - or it may have been nine pence a week.   Accused-mum would look at this nine pence with envy.   She could be getting it instead of  the school.   The Accused, while going home over the dinner hour, had little opportunity to associate with or converse with the otther pupils.   The Accused was duly given the cash to purchase a week’s dinner tickets.  However,  there were no places available in any of  the dinner sessions and  it would be necessary for the Accused to queue up on what was known as the ‘float’.   It also appeared to the Accused, for all that it mattered, that there was pro-temp no ‘float’.   There was no reason to suppose however that there was a permanent problem.

Not going home during the dinner hour was akin to being transferred to heaven.   The regime of  eating at home was a rush - the Accused went home, waited for his meal, was fed and ran back to school, to arrive in the classroom when the second bell stopped ringing.   But now the dinner ‘hour’ seemed to be a very long period of  time.   The Accused would  join the other pupils in their various activities in the playgrounds and fields.  Mr Harvey suggested that the Accused accompany him outside the school gate.   The Accused wondered whether this was permitted but did as ordered.  So they went on trips across the Victoria Park, past the Park pavilion and towards town.   The Accused was surprised to see his father on several occasions near the pavilion or walking in town.   So his father was not in the habit of going directly back home during the dinner hour.  His father greeted him.   If  the Accused was getting nothing eat during the dinner hour he did not notice it.   Although he was in the habit of eating enough for a regiment during the dinner hour, he also consumed in an everage breakfast several plates of  bacon and egg, several plates of  breakfast serial and a heap of  fried bread!  But these idyllic five days came to an end.   Accused-mum interrogated him.   He tried to explain about the float  and, since he hardly understood this himself and didn’t care, it was unlikely that his mother, who on such occasions was characteristically obtuse, would understand.   Accused-dad also intimated that a great disaster would ensue if  the Accused continued to stay at school  during the dinner hour.   The Accused supposed that what was meant is that he might report his father’s extracurricular excursions to his mother.   His father also had other extracurricular excursions.   He would occasionally take the Accused to Lewis’s store to buy delicatessen.   He was on friendly terms with the shop assistant (but then, in later years, he was to be on friendly terms with her son).   On Sundays, if  he passed along an unprosperous  road in Clarendon Park he would pass the open door of  a house where one of  the younger boys in the school lived  and notice Accused-dad sitting  in an armchair chatting with the mother.   So there were to be no more dinner hours away from home.

The Accused caught some childhood ailment.  Assuming that it was measles he caught at Brentwood, this was chickenpox.   The Accused was confined to bed for a fortnight.   During this period he read the complete works of  Shakespear - from a second  hand volume which he had procured in an auction sale lot.   He also wrote a play in rhyming iambic pentameters concerning the triumvirate of  Octavius, Mark Antony and Lepidus.

Despite the academic accomplishments of  Mr Raynor,  the scientists in form 3D (who were taught by a Mr Clarke) were supplied with a History for Imbeciles textbook.   The Accused could not understand it.   There was, after all, nothing in it to understand.   It seems that the bulk of  the history course, whatever it was, was taught during the Accused’s two week’s absence.   The Accused was advised to read up the notes in a colleague’s notebook - but either he knew nobody who had taken notes or nobody had taken notes.   The Accused never caught up and  managed to achieve a princely scrore of  a mark or two above forty per cent in the end of  year exam!

The Senior Classics Master Mr Holmes taught Latin to form 3D.   Otherwise he taught only sixth form classes.   Perhaps he had noticed that the classicists went into the D stream and not the classics stream!   Mr Holmes, on account of  the size and shape of  his nose, was known as Hooker.   He rode an ancient bicycle similar to Mr Tyers’ and, like Mr Tyers, rode it stiffly erect.   School folklore had it that the scholarly Mr Holmes had once taken a trip to Germany.   On his return, he was forever telling his colleagues about a German girl he had met.   So his colleagues suggested that he return to Germany and marry her.   So he took the next train back and did so!

Mr Holmes insisted that conversation during Latin classes take place in Latin.  To facilitate this each pupil was allocated a Latin name.  Orton became Orbilius, Gibson became Galba and Branston became Branchus.  The Accused however had the most distinguished and suggestive name.   He was Tiberius Gracchus.   Had Garth Pratt been in 3D he would merely have been Prattus.  Tiberius Gracchus was also a pseudonym previously used by the editor of  Tribune, Michael Foot.   Tiberius was one of  two brothers given the office of  Tribunus Populi,  patricians who represented the interests of  the Plebs and had considerable constitutional powers.   Tiberius took his duties more seriously than had been intended and was assassinated.   He was therefore not as succesful as Julius Caesar, who also started as leader of  the Labour Party.

The classics stream spent their time on ‘unseen’ translations.   The science stream, however, were fed on a diet of  set books - on this occasion, the section (called a ‘book’) of  Caesar’s De Bello Gallico that deals with his British campaign.  The Accused used his own Oxford text.   For the first forty minutes or so of a lesson a  paragraph or paragraph and a half  might be read.   The translation was expected to be accurate.   During such sessions, and during sessions not dealing with the set book, Mr Holmes would offer complimentary marks - unum punctum - for answering  questions.   The Accused would end up with so many unum punctums that he was guaranteed full marks in Latin every week!   The Accused translated Latin into English at the same speed, or faster than, spoken English.   So when there were only some minutes of  the lesson left the Accused would be called upon to translate and might might rush through as many as seven paragraphs (known as ‘chapters’).   Occasionally the Accused did not recognise the translation on immediate inspection and would give an approximate paraphrase of  what he thought it ought to mean.   Mr Holmes would then interject in a nasal voice: ‘You are translating loosely, are you?’.   The Accused would admit that he was - and carry on!   It is believed that the Accused obtained the year’s highest mark in Latin in the end of  year examination - but was awarded no prizes.

Dr Outram, who taught English, as far as can be ascertained,  was born in the Gorbals in Glasgow.   The Accused remembered the Gorbals a district full of  tall tenaments.   Those living on the top floor would hang out their washing in their flats - because there was no roof!   Dr Outram, or Mr Outram, as he then was, had studied at night school and obtained an Open Scholarship to Oxford.   With a little more cash to start with, perhaps, he would not have ended up a humble schoolmaster.   He was forever saying however that he was still young and that further progress was ahead.  In a couple of years, however, to his great distress, he was to be demolished by a stroke.  Dr Outram prided himself as an ‘agnostic’.   By that he meant that ‘love’ was the basis of  life and religion - love of  Mrs Outram.    Dr Outram was not impressed by the Accused’s play (which was rubbish) and would lament that the Accused never performed up to his potential.   Nevertheless Dr Outram honoured the Accused by inviting him home to meet Mrs Outram (and their numerous children).

Dr Outram was full of  the praises of  D.H.Lawrence (though none of  his works were on school menu).   Form 3D heard however rather more about the philosopher John Locke.   He had pointed out,  Dr Outram claimed, that there was for any individual no truth other than what he himself perceived or believed.   This the Accused felt was a welcome message, even if obvious.   However, the Accused was less impressed by John Locke’s Essay on Understanding which in his view shared with most works on philosophy in justifying conclusions that were either obviously right or obviously wrong with metric tonnes of  irrelevent, incorrect or ill-informed argument or illustration.

The Accused would attend meetings of  the school debating society.   This provided a weekly opportunity to be entertained by an accomplished  speech delivered by Garth Pratt.   The Accused would have been well advised to desist from any attempt to open his mouth.   He had nothing to speak about and would not have been able to speak about it if  he had.   If  did intend to speak he forgot halfway through a sentence what he intended to say!   Dr Outram delievered his paper on the alleged views of  John Locke.  On this occasion Mr Holmes also deigned to attend and stood up to propose that although the point of  view expressed Dr Outram was strictly correct, in practical circumstances there did exist sufficient consensus in perceptions to justify the belief in objective rather than purely subjective reality (though this is a different issue).

Mr White taught the third year Greek set.   The Accused was somewhat surprised that the entire Greek alphabet was to be learnt as homework on the first day - but soon accomodated to what appeared to be very rapid progress.   Mr  White was notably high-principled.  One day he espied, as he put it, a boy, as he put it, ‘indecently diving at another boy’s fly buttons’.   Most teachers would not have noticed.   However, this felon was despatched to the headmaster with a view to being caned and expelled.   He returned several hours later - in one piece.   He reported that everyone seemed very puzzled what to do and that he was kept waiting for a lengthy time in the office of  the Secretary’s Secretary, a much admired young lady, who thought the story was hilarious.   Eventually he was invited into the Headmaster’s office.   The Headmaster, instead of  grabbing the cane, apologised profusely.   Mr White was ‘oversensitive’ the Headmaster explained.   This was because he was ‘not married’.   The boy should be understanding of  Mr White;s sensitivity, no get caught, and particularly not by Mr White!   The Accused brought with him one day to the Greek class a journal produced by a drug company which he and his colleagues supposed to be scientific literature.   It did however on its cover have classical figures, adorned - as a joke, presumably - with fig leaves.   Inside the magazine there were indeed anatomical illustrations, though mainly of  internal anatomy.   Mr White was too shocked to comment.   At the next parents’ evening he instructed Accused-mum however that she should avoid the Accused being in possession of  such pornography.   This was not reported to the Accused but it was fuel to obsessions.

It is not always the events that are remembered by contemporaries which the subject expects.   Julian Branston, hearing news about the Accused in l981, recalled that on one accasion in 1B five boys had decided to set upon Julian Rutherford (one of  the younger boys in the form).  The Accused therefore supposed it was his responsibity to rescue Mr Rutherford.  This was accomplished, reported Mr Branston, in the manner of a hurricane, with Mr Bowler ‘ending up in the waste-paper basket’.   The Accused however did not remember this as a great achievement but rather tried not to remember it since it seemed to him immediately afterwards that he had not been rescuing anyone but engaging in naive and ill-considered interference.

It appears to have been noticed that the Accused was still playing for the junior chess team (whose home matches took place in the Senior Physics Laboratory).   The French teacher, at a parents evening, gave Accused-mum the impression that he was discouraging the Accused’s interest in chess.  “You can’t earn a living from chess”, he remarked.   This was not entirely true or relevent.   The Accused was being forced by his mother to enter a medical career.   In this there was no future on account of  the prejudices within the profession or NHS monopoly and on account of  the other circumstances Accused-mum was imposing.  Chess or opportunities that arose through chess presenting far more realistic prospects of  earning a living than Medicine and, therefore, in the circumstances faced by the Accused, anything.   However, this remark by Mr Cooke was fuel to obsessions and forever repeated by Accused-mum during her campaign against the Accused playing chess.   Mr Cooke at some point also remarked ‘There must be something wrong when a boy cannot speak to his parents’ and ended up muttering ‘What a pity!  What a pity!’.

Accused-dad appears to have made some efforts to communicate with the Accused and also withdraw Accused-mum from the stress within the home.  He would arrange trips by car (with Accused-mum driving) to country homes - which would be sprung on the Accused, irrespective of  any existing plans, at short notice.   On some occasion, in l955 or thereabouts, Accused-dad took the Accused to the De Montford Hall to hear the American bass singer Paul Robeson.   Accused-mum typically had opinions when obsessed and reciting spiels absorbed from ‘society’ which contradicted the opinions she held in clear consciousness or as beliefs not affecting her own immediate situation.  In the unsocialised state she sympathised with the persecuted or victims of prejudice rather than displaying the prejudices herself.  Thus the Accused was informed by both parents that Paul Robeson was exceptional in having become an internationally renowned artist despite the prejudice he had had to endure on account of  black skin or descent from negro slaves.   This prejudice was still experienced by black people in America, or if that was not admitted,  the still were at a disadvantage on account of  discrimination or limited rights in previous years so that they were lacking in wealth and influence.  Mr Robeson’s well deserved fame was encouragement to other African Americans (or whatever they were called).  Accused-dad also took the Accused to concerts at the De Montford Hall performed by the Wiener Sangerknaben (which Accused-mum attended) and the Halle Orchestra.   The Accused was taken also to athletics events held at the University College grounds on Manor Road.  Accused-dad was to admire the veteran long distance runner Emil Zatopek since he was over forty (younger than Zatopek) and such older athletes gave him encouragement in the alleged manner of  Paul Robeson to black people.

Accused-mum however had become severely agarophobic.   She would be glued to the kitchen sink or attached to it as if by an elastic band.  If  she did leave the site, on her return she would be drawn through the corridors to the kitchen sink with great velocity (and wash the dishes, already washed, for the umpteenth time).   If she was to go out, then regularly there would be great delay and when she reached the threshold of  the front door or reached  the front gate (there were two, one for the front door and one for the side door - giving some the impression that there were two houses) she would suddenly be drawn back with great velocity.   It seemed to the Accused that there must be some mathematical law affecting these elastic band forces  (such as with the laws binding together the particles in molecules).   Accused-mum’s explanation was that she was overcome with shame,  that it was the Accused’s fault, that on account of  him (it was never made clear why) she was despised by everyone and other people crossed to the other side of  the street as they saw her approaching.  She would forever be yammering about the merits of  other people’s children - such as the great intelligence of  Mr Bradley’s daughter, or of  Ingrid’s Jewish school friend Evelyn Munzer (or Mansor) and her even more brilliant younger sister.  If this was contradicted or it was suggested it did not matter,  there would be screams of  ‘delusions of grandeur!’ and threats of  psychiatry!  At home Accused dad did not display the patience necessary to cope with Accused-mum’s continuous yellings and performances.   If the Accused spoke he would hiss and snarl or even let fly at him with the palm of  his hand!   The Accused was given the impression that his father gave him no help whatsoever in dealing with his mother’s obsessions - such as her insistance that he become a doctor.   She has reported that Accused-dad remonstrated with her in the Accused’s absence.  But when attempts were made to alleviate Accused-mum’s obsessions,  they were aggravated.   Accused-dad would tell Accused-mum that the Accused did not want to become a doctor and she would conclude that Accused-dad was trying to discourage or prevent him and become even more obsessed.  Accused-dad might in passing make to the Accused other suggestions (such as becoming a librarian) but because of  Accused-mum’s dominance there existed no practical possibility.   If Accused mum was told that her behaviour could have some unwelcome consequence,  her behaviour was reinforced with the objective of  preventing the consequence.

Accused-mum abided by the Laws of  Bowlby.   The Child was not permitted to impart information or  regarded capable of doing so.   If Accused-mum listened at all it was to check whether she agreed with what he was saying and, if  she did not,  however misinformed she might be, she scream that the Accused suffered delusions!  If any information was given at all - there would follow interminable interrogation, with Accused-mum becoming increasingly hysterical and increasingly obsessed with wild accusations (in, however, non-specific terms).   She lived in terror of criticism and forever supposed that the Accused was going to bring humiliation or disgrace.   Whatever the Accused did it could cause only disgrace.

Accused-mum at parents’ evenings would pester teachers, pouring out accusations - while Accused dad impatiently would add denigrations of  his own.  Nothing could reassure her, or so it seemed.  She went on and on and on until she had extracted some accusation or what she supposed was an accusation.   It is likely that when Accused-mum harrangued Mr Cooke she was ill-informed about the Accused’s affairs.  This happened regularly.   Accused-mum interpreted the comment ‘There must be something wrong when a boy cannot speak to his parents’ as a condemnation of  the Accused.  Or so it was made to appear to him.   He never heard the end of  it!   The ‘What a pity!’ exclamations were also interpreted as not a reflection on Accused-mum’s attitudes but a condemnation of  the Accused for which he was to be for the rest of  his life tormented.

The Main Event of  the year was Mr Morrell’s farewell speech at the school Speechday.

The Accused may however not have been quite as intelligent and perceptive as he claims.  In l956 British troops invaded Egypt and, on hearing this, the Accused displayed an obtuse jingoist attitude. It is believed that Benjamin Disraeli in l888 bought, on behalf of  the British Government, a share in  the Suez  Canal Company.   As a result of  World War ll Britain also gained an imperialist or quasi-imperialist influence over Egypt and propped up eventually Egypt’s last king, Farouk,  who was widely seen in his own country as symbolic of  decadence and  colonial oppression.   The British came to regard the Suez Canal not so much as a thoroughfare in another country operated by a company in which Britain and France had a controlling shareholding but as their private property.   They felt compelled to take on this attitude because of  the importance of  the Suez  Canal to vital international trade as well as its potential military importance.   In the nineteenth century it had been seen as vital for Britain to annex foreign parts that controlled its trade routes - and before World War l that very largely was what the British Empire was ...though as a result of  the two major twentieth century wars much came under British control that was not of  immediate relevence to control of  the sea.    The inhabitants of  other countries may not necessarily have fully approved of  the British viewpoint, which during the twentieth century became gradually unfathionable.

King Farouk was deposed by Colonel Gemel Nasser.   A military coup may not be a democratic procedure, but Nasser had popular support and Farouk,  though it may be cruel to say so, was not universally missed.   Even Accused-mum would say of  the maligned (in Britain) Colonel Nasser:  “He got rid of  Farouk.   So he can’t be all bad!”.   Nasser’s assumption of  power however alarmed some in Britain and, in particular,  the ailing British Prime Minister appears to have viewed Nasser with a paranoid  psychosis.   He saw Nasser as he agent of  the ‘Russians’ or the ‘communists’  - whom the Public School regarded as The Enemy.   Elderly Public School Boys who had lived through World War ll were apt to become hidebound in their attitudes - to require a l930s style world politics and an  Enemy.   They saw politics are dependent on military power, rather than economics, and viewed all as war or potential war.   Thus Eden regarded Nasser as the same person as Hitler!   The Egyptians however did not see the British as taking such an atttitude.   They saw Britain even as a benign and protective colonial power - one dedicated to its responsibilities.   British engineers had built the Aswan dam,  which controlled the flow of  the Nile,  on which the Egyptian economy depended.   Nasser, or the Egyptian government, were under the impression it was necessary to enlarge this dam.   For this they required economic assistance - that is to say, money.   Nasser thought it would be reasonable for the British to supply a certain amount, which Eden thought at the time was outrageous, though in retrospect it seems hardly a lot -  and it would have saved a lot of  expense and trouble in the long run had Britain paid up.

Eden refused to pay.   Indeed, the Americans and French were also not overkeen!   So Nasser decided to force the British hand.   He would  ‘nationalise’  the Suez Canal Company (or, as it was put in Britain, invade and occupy the ‘canal zone’ with Egyptian troops).  The eventual outcome was that the Suez Canal was blocked with scuttled ships and the era of  the Supertanker carrying oil westwards from the Persian Gulf via the Cape of  Good Hope.  That did not help the Egyptian economy.   Nasser had intended to collect tolls from the British ships using the canal!   As Eden viewed politics,  perhaps,  a vital foreign asset had been siezed by Hitler.  On the other hand,  in a future era,  had  the British had a bigger army than the Americans, and had an American North Sea Oil company failed to pay the taxes the British government imposed,  it would have considered it perfectly entitled to sent troops onto the oil-rigs or  institute methods of apprehending the money.   However, as matters were portrayed to the  British public,  it seemed that the British managed to solve the problem by conducting a ‘clean operation’ without any military losses (except for one soldier), without killing anyone or without any unacceptable manoevres such as bombing civilians and colluding with the Israelis.   The British were portrayed as the world’s benign police force.   Then they were unexpectly ‘betrayed’ by the Americans who threatened economic sanctions should the British refuse to pull out.  Nobody could trust the Americans!   This unfortunate episode was to have long lasting repercussions against the British, against Jews and against Jews living in Britain.

The Accused discovered in l971 that he had been misled.   In 1953, however, the Accused was a little fascist and shared in the enthusiastic jingoism.   The Accused divined that his father did not approve of  this attitude.   The Accused asked him whether he disapproved and, if so, why.   Accused-dad,  though his mien conveyed disapproval,  replied ‘I am not expressing an opinion.  I am saying nothing!”.   But what was his objection, asked the Accused.  “You think you are clever and that you have your own opinions”, said the Accused-dad, “but you  never think for yourself.  You believe anything you are told!  All the opinions you suppose are your own, are the opinions you have heard from the crowd!”.

Aldous Huxley tells a short story about a dwarf who marries another dwarf and sets up in a caslte hoping to evade the prejudice of  the normally sixed (or the giants).   They engender, however, a son who turns out to their consternation to grow into a giant and then to associate with and take on the values of  the giants and then, in company of  his giant friends, to persecute his parents.   The parallel is not exact,  but nevertheless there is much in that story that might reflect the Accused’s  parents’ perception of  the Accused.   The Accused would identify with an admire the British,  who indeed (particularly their military officer class) were a race of tall people.  Anthony Eden indeed was one of  the blonde haired blue eyed giants.   Accused-dad surely was right.   The Accused did not know his place and was identifying with a master race to which he did not belong.   But perhaps it was rejection at home and a failure to regard the other foreigners as the necessary allies that drove the Accused into this inappropriate identification.

Teachers at parents’ evenings also commented on the Accused’s apparant lack of  competitive games interests.   The Accused led too serious a life with insufficient socialisation.   His interests were not on the approved Public School list.   This resulted in the Accused, who had only ancient hand-me-down tennis rackets and no tennis partners available (or without the tennis skill of any potential partners) being led in embarrassment by his mother to the Leicestershire Tennis Club, which was not far from home, with the idea of signing him up.   Presumably she wanted the Secretary.   Secretaries are however not in permanent residence in tennis clubs.   She vigorously asked around and eventually found someone who was willing to speak.   Membership, he said, was by introduction only.  If the Accused arrived on his own he could expect to be accepted but he could not be accepted if brought by his mother!   The Accused never again set foot on the grounds of  the Leicestershire Tennis Club.
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