The Privelege of  Education





Mr Kilroy Wazir, Minister of  Equal Opportunity to the Free Columbian Trade Federation, who is campaigning, as guest orator, on behalf of the legal profession in the current RU election, tells us: 





“It is unfair on us that all these people would be able to do our jobs a lot better than we can.  That’s why we lock them up in Universities and give what jobs that are left over to the illegal immigrants.  That is what you pay for and it is cheap at the price   It is true that all us idiots who lord over you got our law degrees at University, but our parents paid for us and got our jobs by putting in a word in the right place and you don’t have to be very bright to be a lawyer– so that’s different.”








In the course of the current British General Election campaign it is being claimed that a victimised minority of taxpayers are having to pay for a privileged majority of university students/graduates who have rich generous parents and who will earn eventually considerably more money than the less privileged working taxpayers.  The truth is more that those who have prospects through membership of a social class, or through parents being willing and able to provide them with a long-term means of survival, have just that and they have it whether or not this entails a period in university.  The morons with qualifications in law who are foisted upon us as political leaders probably do turn out to have university degrees, high incomes and generous parents.  It does not follow that a person who enters university has better prospects than he otherwise would have had.  It is not the university which creates these prospects.  There have been large numbers of people for whom education has been the only illusion of a prospect or the only means of staying, for a while, alive.  But if they started without membership of a social class, the fact that they have had this ‘education’ is used to justify their being kept permanently unable to catch up with the early school-leavers born with a right to income for life.





It should not be regarded as the norm that the university student be supported by helpful parents.  If that is class tradition and their only means of survival, OK – but nobody goes to university if they have the alternative of a job.  If parents supposedly pay it should then be compulsory for  them to pay and for the students to be all, whether parents are able or willing or not, to have equal prospects and equal control over their own futures.  The necessity of university education should not permanently perpetuate an existing disadvantage – which in many cases it does.





In the l950s and l960s there existed supposedly a ‘competitive’ educational system which gave victims the opportunity , via the state grammar school, to set up prospects through their own talents (not necessarily because they might eventually be awarded degrees).  In fact, where victims found it necessary to take this route and did not have the type of support provided to the Public School Boy, they fell on the wayside or were forced to emigrate (if they had sufficient money).   In this present circular there is a summary of the fate of the Mad Monk, whose memoirs in part may be consulted on http://www.geocities.com/intercruck /index.html and http://www.geocities.com/minniminiskirt/index. html, with press circulars via http://www.geocities.com/lila_po_lune/ index.html and http.//geocities.com/onkl_boris/index.html and other pages on these sites.  These memoirs not only give more information on the Mad Monk but give other instances of analogous discrimination, such as that affecting grammar school pupils/university students with orthodox working class backgrounds.  Hopefully this whole question of  discrimination being perpetuated through university students etc having lesser rights than other people will be further elaborated in further circulars.  What has been going on amounts to a breach of  Paragraph l of the European Convention of  Human Rights, the supposedly most able being rendered through denial of income the right to marry and set up families and therefore becoming even more isolated and vulnerable.








The Mad Monk’s father, though of European Origin, was in fact a British Citizen born in Dublin, though his mother was naturalised by marriage.  He can however be taken as a species of ‘refugee’ from the 1930s Nazi regimes.  He qualified in Medicine in Vienna, where he was refused paid employment with excuses taken to be mean ‘Jewish father’.  In Britain the government had ordered that facilities be laid on for foreign medical graduates to obtain the necessary British qualifications but the English medical profession had refused to co-operate.  Questions were asked in parliament, quoting Accused-dad’s name, and a course was laid on in Scotland.  With war impending, the Churchill pressure group was keen for people of varied walks of life to enter former Military Officer Class exclusive preserves and that class was using its psychiatrists and the psychiatric interview to keep them out.  So Accused-dad was offered an army commission to put an end to this and also, later, asked to keep an eye on Rudolf Hess, next door to whom The Accused lived in his early years.





The wartime government was very keen on ’competitive’ entry, at least on a limited scale, to Military Officer Class occupations.  By this was meant a variable system of examinations, not necessarily academic, which were designed to be appropriate to the candidate rather then a test of his class membership.  This policy however was soon to be sabotaged with, for instance, the medical profession retaining a format in which some posts were reserved for first generation immigrants and the rest for traditional class members.  The old fashioned classist ideology had uses for non-class members and for foreigners but not for their children.





The Accused was aware from his infancy that he would be denied the right to earn a living in Britain.  There was a constant refrain of ‘son of a doctor’, ‘not working class’. ‘father will pay’.  Every class – and all occupations belong to classes – supposed him to belong to some other class and innumerable labels, categorisations or excuses were to be invented – but he did not belong to any class.  And he certainly did not belong to the medical-military officer class to which his parents were annexed and subjected.  The situation was made worse by his mother insisting that The Accused become a medical doctor – the least likely prospect.  It is very difficult for children of doctors to get out of it.  If the offspring do not toe the line the mother runs to psychiatrists and they declare the victim to be suffering from  ‘schizophrenia’ and impose treatment, by brainwashing the mothers, which incapacitates them for life. 





The Accused, nevertheless, devoted his existence to getting out of it.  Those who have no prospects within social classes have to cultivate talents that do not belong to class members.  They find themselves branded as ‘clever’.  Every remedy is seen as some unwarranted privilege or excuse for discrimination.  There was no means of escape other than going to University and moreover, since other universities selected their candidates from social classes and excluded the ‘clever’, it had to be Cambridge University.  The Accused got himself into a state grammar school via an accelerated entry experiment, selected for it on account of an alleged world record IQ, and took the formality of the eleven plus exam on a date kept secret from his parents.  He had do everything in secret from his parents – his mother being apt to sabotage his efforts in a manner that suggested jealousy.  He understood that he had been offered a post in a non-Public- School-infested non-discriminatory branch of the civil service, though it was customary for occupants of such posts to have first class honours degrees.  The Accused supposed that, barring accidents, this would be a formality if he studied mathematics in which he also supposed he would obtain scholarships by a sufficient margin to obviate discriminatory excuses.  However, behind his back, his mother arranged for him to study biological sciences in the sixth form, with a view to a medical career (the only option for biologists though the thousands from the wrong background who pursued these subjects didn’t have a hope).





Nevertheless The Accused, whose life had all along been a misery because he foresaw the prospect of the Parental Means Test on Students Grants, was told he had been awarded a state scholarship – and that it had been taken away on ‘social grounds’ and transferred to a colleague, on grounds of his being ‘working class’, though he had failed his exams.  Then The Accused, although nobody believed he really intended a medical career, was refused two scholarships to Oxford on the excuse of being ‘too young’ or ‘too young for medicine’ and at Cambridge was offered a scholarship.  Did he need the money? – he was asked.  The Accused did not dare admit he did and the award went instead to a comrade with generous supportive parents.  The Accuser’s performance, except maybe for the university chess team, may not have been spectacular.  But he was the youngest science student in the university, had the heaviest curriculum of any student in Britain, was awarded the 2nd MB two years before the usual minimum age and then, in l964, a degree in psychology.  He was severely impeded by the handicap of the Parental Means Test on Students Grants.  He was paid no cash allowance and his mother took the alleged parental dependence to be justification for exercise of power and obstructive interference with his studies.  The anxiety was heightened through his parents taking up residence in London, which meant that he would be subject to parental tyranny when taking clinical studies.  





Cambridge University has no teaching hospital of its own.  If it had it would not have made any difference since, although in other faculties,  Cambridge had the highest percentage non-public School intake of any university, Medicine, except for the Mad Monk, who was regarded as science student, was exclusively Public School.   Some London Teaching Hospitals took a great many Cambridge students but they were strongly Public School.  The Accused went to the London Hospital Medical College, regarded, probably correctly, as the most pluralistic.  However at the precise time he entered that College was rive by paranoia and anxiety that the Teaching Hospital House Posts regarded as essential for a medical career would be taken away by Cambridge students or by ‘Blocs’, students selected on ‘competitive’ rather than social class criteria.   The Accused was also considerably worse off then other students, entirely without income and on the verge of starvation.  The Accused found himself severely victimised.





The danger faced by upstarts in the medical profession from the wrong backgrounds is psychiatry.  Crudely, medicine was a club for Nazis and the Nazis had the monopoly of psychiatry.  If somebody’s face did not fit they risked being dragged before the psychiatric kangaroo court and being rendered subsequently unemployable with a psychiatric label.  So long as the victim refuses to co-operate with the Kangaroo Court they may escape, but one episode of weakness destroys them for life.  The Nazis operate through threatening the parents, the mother being in medical circles taken to be the equivalent of God and talked into something.   The Accuser’s mother, in any case, had her own fish to fry and wished to keep control over The Accused and regarded Medics and Psychiatrists, told suitable lies, to be the instrument of the Mother.  It turns out that without The Accuser’s knowledge Accused-mum descended upon the College and contrived some plot that The Accused be admitted to the Maudsley Hospital.  Very little is known about this for certain since the episode was kept unknown to The Accused.    The Accused had meanwhile been victimised on the Bomford and Ellis Firm and had been told by the Dean to ignore this firm, which would be written out of his curriculum records, and should retake the ‘first firm’ on Medical Unit l, amongst students on their last firm before finals, which proved more satisfactory.  The Accused however was aware that his mother had in some manner been meddling and making matters difficult and also did not have the necessary finance.  He therefore interrupted his studies with the aim of first establishing some other career.  From the Dean’s point of view an absence of some six months was necessary since it was not until then possible to lay on the next stage of the course, but he was agreeable to the Accused staying away for five years or for as long as he liked.





The Accused did not know about his mother’s secret plot concerning the Maudsley Hospital nor did his mother know that he had interrupted his studies.  He had not seen his parents for some months.  An admission to the Maudsley Hospital did take place, as a supposed ‘research project’ by the Accused to discover the differences between the official stories in patients’ notes and the actual stories.  Almost certainly also no adverse judgement was made against The Accused – who knew nothing about any alleged connection with the London Hospital.  But at the end of the day, what matters is what the mother says has happened.  She spreads around her lies and delusions and intervenes when the Nazis need a little help.  It turned out that his mother could now misrepresent this episode so that if he did not toe the line he was in danger of being arrested and psychiastrised.  The Accused was a victim of the parental means test on students grants.  Although this means ‘no grant’, it was the law, or so Accused-mum insisted, that victims, if they interrupted their studies, were denied the right to employment and state benefits and required to ‘pay back’ tuition fees paid by the government.  The various prospects The Accused had set up were nullified because the Public School could now, with the aid of Accused-mum, claim that The Accused had a psychiatric history.  This did not accord with his reputation for infallible judgement on which his prospects were based.





The Accused found himself therefore forced back into medical studies, without any prospects, and denied any financial security – persecuted by his mother and everyone else!  Well, by hardly anyone as it happens and quite a few of the senior consultants preferred The Accused to the Public School Doctor Material, but after the Maudsley the Nazis inevitably had the upper hand.  Despite these horrific experiences, The Accused eventually qualified and sought House Appointments in those hospitals which were not under Teaching Hospital influence where he supposed he would be welcome.  However, it turned out that in those hospitals administrators preferred doctors to be employed who had been recruited from abroad, were ‘temporally registered’ for the job and were subsidised by ‘educational grants’ from foreign governments.  The victims had been promised that no ‘white’ would work in ‘their’ hospitals.   The Accused found himself victimised again therefore and especially so in two Trent Region Hospitals where Arab doctors from countries with no medical schools had been promised that nobody of  suspected Jewish origins would work in these hospitals which were now effectively financed by Muslim funds.





There never has been in Britain a shortage of doctors.  There were more than enough even without the foreign recruits.  However doctors had been trained from restricted social backgrounds and were unable to cope with or work where there was not a militaristic regime or it was necessary for victims to think for themselves instead of obeying orders.  This meant that in many hospitals there had for some ten years been considerable neglect.  In these two hospitals The Accused was asked to sort this out and found himself with quasi-consultant duties, without the support of seniors, and victimised by Public School ex-army psychopaths sitting on committees – which were manipulated by flattering Arabs!  So The Accused found himself again subjected to a programme of persecution.





At Nottingham Children’s Hospital The Accused was regarded by the Arab Colleague who had previously manipulated everyone as a whiteye suspectedly Jewish  interloper.  The persecution The Accused suffered in this hospital verged on the bizarre.  The colleague’s chance came because the Hospital was to become part of a new Medical University Faculty and people were being brought in from the established snob centres.  A new Professor arrived, trained at Liverpool and previously for ten years at Great Ormond Street.  There is in education a snob hierarchy in which anyone from Cambridge is excluded if the boss or anyone else there is trained at Manchester.  There is always an ‘upper limit’.  If the ‘requirement’ is two A levels then nobody with two or more A levels will be employed – and so forth.  The higher in the hierarchy or antihierarchy – the more is excluded.  Great Ormond Street is also a centrum for the Public School.  The Accused, and his father, had studied Paediatrics at the less noble Queen Elizabeth’s Hospital in Hackney.





The Accused had nothing to do with this Professor.  The Accused had taken on the duties of Casualty Officer, which nobody else could or would do, and intended to remain.  However the colleague persuaded this Professor, who seemed to be very readily manipulated.  The Arab colleague persuaded him that The Accused was to be foisted upon him, without his being asked, as his houseman.  The Accused, who only met this Professor twice, on both occasions in the presence of the colleague who was stage-managing the conversation, supposed that the suggestion that he would become the Professor’s houseman was just his colleague trying to cause trouble and did not realise it was being taken seriously.  So The Accused was offered three months ‘special leave of absence’ but instead, found himself during his last two weeks working continuously and refused outgoing telephone calls.  During this period he was approached by a Board Member with a cock and bull story that the auditors had vetoed the ‘special leave’ and he was given a post-dated ‘sick certificate’ which The Accused supposed prevented him from earning unemployment pay or sick pay (since he was not ill) and prevented him from taking up another job.  Then on the last day he found that his hospital room had been locked, though supposedly it did not have a key, and though officially he was still working at the hospital.  On arrival back home he discovered that through misinformation from the Hospital the mortgage on the house he was buying had been stopped.  He could not afford the in lieu rent, was forced to put the premises for sale at low cost and fled to live rough and without income, afeared of his mother and psychiatrists – she had been pressurised and was suffering from a psychosis – on the coast (and elsewhere).  Despite pleas from his colleagues, he found himself unable to return because of fear of the Arab Colleagues manipulations.





The Accused, fearing a repetition of  events, then only worked locums in NHS hospitals.  He could do not other job because he had never had sufficient income and time to gain a driving licence.  His after deductions pay had been around ten pence an hour.  Then he was forced to interrupt work because of delays by a lawyer affecting his purchase of an inner cities house for some £700.  Then he found himself unable to find work.  It is not clear why not, but there is believed to be a connection with orders from the Tory Government that locums were only to be employed via two ultra-right wing Agencies.  The Accused found himself refused unemployment pay or return of  superannuation illegally extracted and feeding sixteen mouths on dole of  2..73 a week!  It was impossible to obtain any form of employment – there always being some excuse and those who had started in a privileged position through being early school-leavers always being kept in a privileged position.  The persecutions are recorded in The Accused’s memoirs.  The Accused’s house was in error put on a Compulsory Purchase Order and  the Council then ‘entered’ without warning and refused to pay compensation.  Had there been as much as two weeks notice he would have been able to avoid the subsequent decades of tribulation and unemployment.  While on the dole or earning no income whatsoever the Accused took Open University courses, for which he was awarded a first class honours degree in Mathematics and Theoretical Physics – which is what he would have done in the first place if not victimised by the Parental Means Test – and this did not create any opportunities but only excuse for further abuse.





The Mad Monk’s tribulations are sufficiently recorded in his memoirs.  His experiences in Britain are not unlike those for which victims of the Nazis who endured them for a much shorter period were paid heavy compensation.  In Britain the denial of  right to survive just operates with greater subtlety.








  


