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CHAPTER XVII

In the previous chapter we saw the whole of the Blake Society Committee spiralling down into overt
knavery and engaging in a full-blown cover-up. The Big Blake Project, author Beryl Kingston (who had
also approached the Blake Society and the Blake Cottage Trust to voice her concerns), and I were kept
waiting for a meeting with both Trusts that never materialized. Instead, Mrs Searle and I had been
silenced at the Society’s AGM, receiving in the process some insults in the form of gross lies.
Meanwhile, the Cottage kept on falling into rather severe disrepair, that included extensive
damage to the roof, that was sinking in. In February, the Cottage’s garden wall shared with the house
next door collapsed. Apparently a man was injured, and the Blake Cottage Trust refused to
acknowledge responsibility. This is what I’ve heard, and I’ve seen the photographs of the crumbled
wall. I don’t have evidence of the BCT’s response or lack of it. In any case, the incident pointed at the
urgency of getting proper management of such an old property, and at the sad shadow that had
engulfed Blake’s Cottage.
Then we received the Blake Society’s printed programme of activities for 2016. It announced
a visit to the Cottage followed by a discussion about its future at the Fox Inn hosted by the Blake
Cottage Trust and the Felpham Village Conservation Society:
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The Big Blake Project was not being included at all as representatives of the Cottage appeal in
Felpham. Again, the actual campaign team members (the BBP and I), were not being acknowledged
and were being excluded from the organisation of such a discussion. I still hadn’t received any
response to my request to the Blake Cottage Trust that, should there be any celebration of the appeal’s
success, I expected to be invited, and that my work should then be publicly acknowledged.
I looked in the Felpham Village Conservation Society’s website and found it odd that they
didn’t mention anything about the event. In fact, they were holding their Summer Fete on that date,
and another event in the evening. The Cottage event wasn’t announced in their calendar either.
I therefore wrote to Mr Andy Camp, Chair of the FVCS, to ask whether if they were actually
involved in the organisation of the event and, if not, to warn them that the BCT was using their name
publicly:
[. . .] I found this worrying, as I suppose not many of your representatives or members of the Society
would be able to attend the discussion on such an important building for Felpham. I don't see that
mentioned either in your calendar. Therefore I wonder whether if you're aware that this discussion
has been announced.
To announce publicly that they are hosting such a discussion with you, thus using your name,
without letting you know of their plans or having your authorisation would be unethical. My
apologies if I am mistaken about this, but if this is the case, perhaps it would be a good thing that
you made it publicly known.
I fear such an event may be a travesty of a real and honest discussion, as was the case at the latest
Blake Society AGM last January, where the public was given information that did not reflect the
truth, none of the concerns raised received a satisfactory response, and during which the Society's
constitution was violated. Their recently published minutes are misleading.
On 25 May Mr Camp wrote to me to confirm that the Felpham Village Conservation Society
was not involved in the organisation of the event and had no knowledge of it:
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[. . .] I will send you the only email / contact I have had with Tim and can confirm that FVCS have
two events that day and none of them has anything to do with Blake or his cottage!
From what I have heard so far from yourself and Rachel we will have to tread very carefully with
him.
Andy C.
Then he forwarded me the correspondence he had had with Mr Heath:
This was the reply from Tim to the email I sent him, which is shown below.
Andy C.
The chain of emails ran thus:

On 16 May 2016, at 14:34, a-camp@sky.com wrote:
Dear Tim,
I was very interested to hear about the open afternoon being organised by the Blake Cottage Trust
and the Blake Society on Saturday 11 June and thank you, on behalf of the FVCS Committee, for your
invitation for us to come along and to discuss your plans for the cottage.
However, as Glenn has informed you, we are holding two important events during the afternoon and
the evening. Our celebrations for the hanging baskets come after two years of hard work raising
funds to improve the aesthetic beauty of our lovely village and the event is being promoted to the
community. We will also be involved in the organisation of our Annual Quiz Night in the evening - so,
unfortunately, we have a "time clash".
As a society, we are keen to preserve our heritage (and Blake's Cottage is a significant property in
that regard) - working alongside the Big Blake Project - and would be keen to join you at a similar
event, later in the year, when we are able to plan it into our calendar and promote it to our
membership.
With best wishes,
Andy Camp
Chairman
Felpham Village Conservation Society
----- Forwarded Message ----From: Chair of The Blake Society <chair@blakesociety.org>
[. . .]
Dear Andy,
Thank you for your letter and congratulations on becoming Chair of the FVCS.
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As you can well imagine, it is difficult to set a date that meets the diaries of more than a dozen
trustees, and moreover for that date to be a Saturday so that the public and members of the Blake
Society might also travel without commitments to work or public duties.
We will certainly have many other open days in the future as the project advances, but for the
moment we have reluctantly decided to keep the initial Open Day as the afternoon of Saturday 11
June from 2pm.
Everyone is welcome from the village and beyond and those with a interest in history, architecture
and conservation (and an especially warm welcome will be for individuals who support the aims and
ambitions of the FVCS). The Cottage is essentially empty of contents and so any visit will be naturally
brief yet affords the opportunity of seeing the historic architecture in a bare and unhindered state.
with great regards
Tim

Tim Heath
Chair of The Blake Cottage Trust
www.BlakeCottage.org
m 079 106 73 114
Chair of The Blake Society
House of William Blake
17 South Molton Street
London W1K 5QT
www.BlakeSociety.org
Dear Tim,
I believe that there has been something of a misunderstanding between us, since you
are now stating that "Felpham Village Conservation Society and The Blake Cottage
Trust will host a discussion....." at The Fox, after the visit to Blake's Cottage- on
Saturday June 9th -please see the attachment.
This does not reflect the content of my email to you dated 16th May 2016 or your reply
to it on the day - see below.
Whilst I do understand that it is difficult to arrange events on Saturdays, I find it
difficult to understand why you should inform the public that The Blake Cottage Trust
and Felpham Village Conservation Society are jointly hosting an event when I have
informed you that we will unable to be present at it.
As I stated previously..
As a society, we are keen to preserve our heritage (and Blake's Cottage is a
significant property in that regard) - working alongside the Big Blake Project -
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and would be keen to join you at a similar event, later in the year, when we are
able to plan it into our calendar and promote it to our membership.
I would therefore be grateful if you could take the steps necessary to make it
clear to attendees and those to whom you have circulated your promotion that
FVCS will not be jointly hosting any discussions with you on that date about
Blake's Cottage.
I would also be grateful if, in future, should you wish to mention Felpham
Village Conservation Society in any promotional literature that you first clear it
with me in writing, before you do so.
Regards,
Andy
Andrew Camp
Chairman
Felpham Village Conservation Society
Mr Heath removed the mention of the FVCS from the Blake Society’s webpage and the
discussion at the pub was cancelled, but of course all the members had already received the printed
programme.
THIS IS WHEN I DECIDED to make the dishonesty involved in the Cottage appeal public. Not only had Mr
Heath, with his Blake Cottage Trust, made public use of another organisation’s name without their
knowledge and consent; he had in fact planned his event for a day when he was sure the Felpham
Village Conservation Society or its members could not attend, therefore making a pretence of
openness and inclusiveness when, in fact, they were making sure that many of the people in Felpham
who cared about the village’s conservation would not be there to raise their views about the Cottage.
I was sickened to see them going on using people like that.

FAMOUS BENEFACTORS
One of my big concerns in regards to the unscrupulous handling of the Cottage was how, if this got
out of hand, it might unfairly affect some very famous people who had publicly supported us and given
donations in good faith, such as Philip Pullman (the Society’s President), Neil Gaiman (one of its
patrons), and Stephen Fry. I was particularly concerned about the first two, as explained in previous
chapters, because of the work I had done towards getting donations from them. Mr Heath had already
shown no qualms in using publicly the name of others for his own purposes, so I contacted these
persons.
The more I looked into what was going on, to make sure that I wouldn’t do any unfair
accusation, the more distressful the prospect of what might happen should Mr Heath be allowed to
act unchecked became.
I gave Mr Pullman a precise and extensive summary of what had happened and what my
concerns were regarding the possible public repercussions for him as a supporter, though still
eschewing to mention the most delicate matters at hand. He first answered showing some concern;
he said he found my news very disturbing, particularly since he had “not the slightest inkling that anything
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was wrong”. He looked at my blog too. In his next email I read a bit of exasperation. He was asking me

to “spell out” things for him. So I did.
I never heard from him again, and he hasn’t responded to a couple of emails I’ve sent him
with updates afterwards. No doubt, what I had to tell him was unpleasant. It may have felt to him that
the information reached him somewhat bluntly, and if it did, I am very sorry. But the matter at hand
was indeed rather unpleasant, he had asked me to spell things out, and there wasn’t a single word in
that email that wasn’t true. Not one.
When contacted by the press last summer, he declared that in his view everything was OK
with Blake’s Cottage. As I have said in a previous chapter, and though I have no doubt that Mr Heath
has explained things to him through slandering me, I find the way Mr Pullman suddenly blanked me
out disrespectful. There is nothing whatsoever in my actions as an individual or my professional status
that merit the contempt implicit in his silence. People close to me are witness to my genuine concern
about how this awful affair might affect Mr Pullman, Mr Gaiman or Mr Fry, and of how distressed I’ve
felt for having encouraged support and donations to such a corrupted project.
Mr Pullman has created some wonderful characters, some of them very courageous, in his
literature, who dwell at length on the need for truth and go through harrowing struggles to make it
heard. I find it sad that in real life, as far as Blake’s Cottage is concerned, he has decided to side with
those holding power, without having taken the trouble to look into the allegations being made, or to
find out whether if they could be in fact true. Which they were, and are.
On her part, Mr Fry’s PA wrote to say that it was really sad news that she’d share with him.
Yet, when interviewed by the press a few months ago, Mr Fry declared that he saw nothing amiss with
the setting up of the Blake Cottage Trust – again, without knowing what he was talking about, since
he hadn’t cared to look into the evidence put at his disposal and obviously had no knowledge of how
the campaign itself was run.
Mr Fry, as we know, supports many good causes. For a few months now we’ve had the chance
to see a caricature of him as super-hero in bus stops, a tad distasteful in my view, showing support for
one of such causes. I would just like to ask both Mr Pullman and Mr Fry what they think that lending
their name in support to an organisation entails. Surely, they do it out of generosity, and I am still very
grateful for their support to our campaign. However, I wonder if they understand that such generosity
goes hand in hand with a public responsibility, and that when there are suspicions of wrongdoing in
the causes they support, they have a duty to find out what is going on.
I don’t think that in this case it has even crossed their mind that, when such famous people
declare to the press that nothing is wrong, against the claims of someone who, like me, is trying to
raise the alarm about severe unscrupulous handling of a public project, they are in fact contributing
to the abuse of power. So I am telling them now.
As for Mr Gaiman, I haven’t heard of any statement of his to the press about this matter. His
PA seemed a bit impatient when I contacted her, said he was a busy man, so I ignore whether if she
has even passed on the information to him at all. He’s still a patron of the Blake Society.

In any case, I started to spread the word among those people I thought might care. One of them was
Dr Nick Duncan, a former Blake Society Trustee who had made a small donation to the appeal. On 31
May he answered saying that he was very sad to hear from me that way, and, to my surprise, since he
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hadn’t been nominated at the recent AGM, that he was now a Trustee again. He kindly asked how he
could help:
This is a sad way to hear from you after all this time. I have recently become co-opted back into the
committee now my PhD is finished and I have a bit more time.
I am not fully up to date on the history of this, but I am aware it was difficult.
Your letter prompts me to find out more. However, having got the cottage against all the odds, is it wise to
put it at risk?
Would it not be better to try and talk it out and find a solution?
If I can help in any way, do let me know.
Hoping you are well (apart from this of course!)
All the best,
Nick

I made my concerns clear to him and he wrote again:
OK Adriana, thanks for filling me in, and I'm really sorry to hear that this occurred in what I consider to be
the great achievement of buying the cottage - something I never thought would happen.
Let me see if I can help, as someone who was not involved in the process.
I'll drop you a line when I can.
Don't be downhearted - I'm sure we can find a way to go some way to repair things.

He kindly asked again what I’d like to see happen so that the conflicting parties could reach a
fair agreement. I responded and he promised to get back to me, voicing his own legitimate concerns:
The essence then of your desired outcome is first and foremost an expansion of the trustee group of the
cottage. Secondly you are after a sort of public accounting of actions, especially from Tim.
Is what you are doing going to achieve this? I say that as I have not had a chance to go into the details as
yet.
My concern is that in a situation of anger and conflict everyone becomes less likely to seek a shared best
outcome.
Let me think on it and get back to you.

But he didn’t, and his good intentions were lost in the black hole that swallows everything
that’s good in the Blake Society.
Later I realized that there were inconsistencies in the financial reports of both the Blake
Society and the Blake Cottage Trust regarding the Cottage, and that Mr Duncan had been the
“independent examiner” for the Blake Society’s just a month before he became a Trustee. I made that
public in this webpage, saying that a Trustee of a Charity cannot be at the same time the supposedly
independent examiner of their finances. I also asked why the Blake Society lied in their webpage for
over a year stating that Dr Duncan had been elected as a Trustee at the AGM in 2016, when that was
certainly not the case, as both their minutes and his own correspondence with me proves. Below is a
screenshot from the BS page throughout the whole of 2016:
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He stepped down as a Trustee on January 2017 and at that AGM the Blake Society made a farcical
show of how they were now working with really independent examiners, as it will be shown later in
this testimony.

OPEN COTTAGE DAY, AND A BS TRUSTEE: JOSIE MCQUAIL
I decided I would not attend the open day at Blake’s Cottage on 11 June 2016. I had clearly stated that
if there was to be any celebration of the appeal’s success, I should receive a proper invitation and the
guarantee that my work would be publicly acknowledged. That was the only way I would make an
appearance. Also, I was not willing to go through another sickening display of lies and manipulation as
the one I’d witnessed at the AGM.
That morning I had a phone conversation with Mrs Rachel Searle, from the Big Blake Project.
She was in the company of Mrs Josie McQuail, a Trustee of the Blake Society who lives in America. I
was shocked to hear that she had come all that way to this travesty of a celebration and asked Mrs
Searle to pass her on to me: I knew that she knew that what had happened with the Cottage was
wrong, and she had sent me an email saying she sympathized when I had initially resigned from the
Blake Society and the appeal, as shown in a previous chapter.
During our phone conversation, I asked Mrs McQuail what she was doing there if she knew of
the dishonesty involved. She said, in one of those baffling statements often made by the Blake Society
Trustees, that she believed it was important to make a stand. She had been talking with Mrs Searle
and Mrs Kingston and agreed completely that what Mr Heath had done was wrong. I reminded her
of the role Ms Morgan’s involvement had played in the dishonesty and she agreed with me, reiterated
that she had had problems with her as well; said that she had suggested to the Committee a process
of reconciliation and had been “ganged up” against by Mr Heath and Ms Morgan. She promised to
me that at the event she would challenge Mr Heath, something that I found quite incredible, but tried
to believe her.
As it was, of course she didn’t. Mrs Searle, from the Big Blake Project, and Mrs Beryl Kingston,
were brave to attend the open house day at the Cottage and challenge Mr Heath and Trustees of both
the BS and the BCT. Afterwards they told me what a farce it was. They were both silenced every time
they voiced their concerns. No one was treating them anymore with the obsequious promises of
dialogue, acknowledgement of their work and their concerns of previous months: the Blake Society
and Blake Cottage Trustees were in fact quite rude to them. As we had seen at the AGM, from one
day to the next, and for no discernible reason, they had been turned into “enemies”. At the open day,
no concrete plans for the Cottage were discussed.
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Around this time Mrs Kingston started to write in her blog regular updates about the situation
with the Cottage. The reader can find her many entries on this case in:
https://berylkingstonblog.wordpress.com/
The Cottage event was attended mostly by Londoners, and apart from Mrs Searle and Mrs
Kingston, there was no other local representation: Mr Heath’s tactics of organising the event while
the villagers were busy elsewhere had worked.

The following day I wrote to Mrs McQuail to ask whether if we could meet before her return to the
USA. She said she couldn’t, and some correspondence ensued. Her letters were infuriating. I
responded marking the relevant parts of what she said in red, then answering to them in bold, and
those are the emails reproduced below:
Dear Josie,
I must say, sadly, that the things the Trustees of the Blake Society say, and do, keep on making me
more and more amazed at how easy it is for people to let go of all regard to truth and integrity. I will
try to respond to all your points. Please read my responses (in bold) very carefully, then have a very
good think.
You came all over from the United States to what you know to be a dishonest celebration of a rather
dishonest action. You said on the phone to me yesterday that you have tried to challenge Tim and
that you knew this was wrong. You also said it was important to be there yesterday so that he could
be further challenged. Not only, apparently, you didn't do that, but you seem now to have changed
your mind.
I wish you had been there yesterday because you would have seen what bad physical shape the
cottage is in and you would have understood that there is much more to be done to secure the
cottage.
This is, precisely, one of our main concerns. These people have had the Cottage, abandoned, for 9
months.
Purchasing the cottage was, as it turns out, only an initial step, and I think it was quite right to
celebrate it.
To celebrate what? Fraud? The stealing of people's work? Lack of ethics? Misleading of the public?
A cover-up? Cowardice? What on earth was there to celebrate yesterday, and in what kind of
parallel world have you been in all this time in order to cross the Atlantic and join in?
Adriana, I can guess how you must feel
No you don't. Not a single Trustee in the Blake Society understands what respect for another
human being and their work, or what regard to truth, mean, and how it feels when a group of
people gang up to trample on all that. None of you has had so far the faintest imagination to be
able to put yourselves in my shoes. It was not you who nearly ended up in hospital because of
Blake's Cottage.
But I must ask what you think you will accomplish by your campaign?
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For truth to be restored, for all the people who were misled and whose generosity was abused to
be disabused. For Blake's Cottage to be in the hands of people who are accountable.
It is increasingly likely that the cottage might have to be turned over to the National Trust, in which
case we simple Blake afficionados will have NO control over what happens to it in future.
It would be a pity, but the original project has already been destroyed, and it is Tim and both the
BS and the Blake Cottage Trust who have publicly disowned that project, not me. It is all of you
who are publicly claiming such a project never existed. So the Cottage would in any case be in
much better hands with the National Trust, who have a policy of public accountability, than in the
hands of what you rightly call simple Blake afficionados who think integrity can be compromised,
then go on to claim that they understand Blake at all.
If Tim continues to inspire such animosity and funds cannot be raised to repair the cottage, control
will be surrendered from we few, committed individuals who have been working toward the
purchase of the cottage (and I include you here, though I know you feel you have been shut out,
How, Josie, can you even think of saying something like this to me? "We few, committed
individuals..."? How dare you say that to me, and what exactly have you done for the Cottage? For
while the campaign was on you certainly were not there. I conceived this project with Tim in 2013
and we had been talking about it way before that. Then we worked on this for a year, a bit with
Henry who soon left, and the whole year with the Big Blake Project who kept on working
after I left. Where were you then? That you graciously say that you include me, in these
circumstances, is one of the greatest insults a person can do to another. The campaign would have
never existed without me. What do you know about the endless hours, days, nights, months and
finally more than a year of painstaking, devoted, endless, unceasing work I have done for this
project? And what do you know about the also endless work carried out by the Big Blake Project,
trusting the Blake Society's integrity? We did the work, Josie, not you, so please think twice before
joining into the appropriation of other people's work, and show at least some respect. You simply
have no right to talk like this to me.
but your actions have also made it impossible to include you in further plans for the cottage).
Again, how do you dare to say this to me? What have been my actions: to remain in the BS and
the campaign and go on working loyally to save the reputation of both when you all asked me to
do so, despite being aware of the unspeakable dishonesty going on and how I was being bullied,
until my health was severely undermined? To have written to all involved in the initial problems,
then to all the Committee, then to the Blake Cottage Trust as well, as clearly as possible, as calmly
as possible, as seriously as the matter deserved, asking all of you for transparency, stretching out
my hand to see how we could all work together and in unity, transparently, and honouring the
good will and generosity of the people who supported us? My loyalty to the Blake Society, and
having warned it of the danger it, and its reputation was in, when I found out that Tim had
basically acquired the Cottage for himself and had elbowed out the Big Blake Project, and
when I realised how angry people were in Felpham and that he didn't deign to inform any of you
of what he was doing? Though I had already left the Blake Society, for which I've had a loyalty and
honest commitment that none of you has shown so far, I have had more respect for it than any of
you who as Trustees have not even shown any self-respect, allowing the Chair to do exactly as he
wishes without even thinking you deserve to be informed. Go on and read my document "A Vision
for Blake's Cottage" included in my blog, that I sent to all of you in November without receiving
any response, and tell me how did actions like that make it impossible for me to work on the
Cottage, where it is not a serious, professional attempt, that took me hours of thinking and
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careful, devoted work, at sorting out a serious problem that was real and could not be
ignored. I have loads and loads of correspondence to both Committees that show my endless
attempts at an open conversation between us all, with good will, always giving you the benefit of
the doubt, and you all have ignored them.
I have been asking endless times to be invited to a meeting to talk about this face to face, and so
has the Big Blake Project. You have not even deigned to say "no", to even acknowledge such
requests.
This, to a former fellow Trustee, and a Secretary, whose work all of you have praised and been
very grateful for, who worked impeccably and with great integrity as you all have repeatedly
acknowledged. Please Josie, be careful when you speak, and again, show some respect for others.
I have expressed to numerous people the desire to hire a professional mediator and try to bring all
sides together.
Your responsibility as a Trustee has been for quite a while to report what you told me yourself
yesterday to be wrong in the Society to the Charity Commission.
Consider how History will view the historic purchase of the Cottage, and your role in it. Your role will
be acknowledged, I am sure.
I know exactly how history will view my role in this, and I'm not afraid. However it is not my
posterity exactly what I am worrying about, but integrity and respect for all those who worked,
and gave money and support to, the Cottage appeal. Since all of you in the Blake Society don't
care about the latter, I believe it is you who should at least worry about how you all will be
remembered.
But so also will the animosity which has developed, which is a shame,
I didn't start the animosity. It was Tim, then Paige, then Henry and slowly all of you have been
joining in. What we are living now are the consequences of the actions of all of you, not
mine. I have shown endless good will and patience towards all of you for two years now, while
none of you has cared to bat an eyelid while Tim tried to divide everybody and turn everybody
against each other.
and has obscured the ability to celebrate this significant purchase
Again, it is first Tim, then all of you together, who have done that, not me, and so far there is
nothing to celebrate. Significant purchase? Since the Cottage was acquired the original project for
it has been disowned, so we really don't know what has been compromised in a purchase that Tim
did entirely on his own and hiding from all of us.
I hope you can take a step back and consider the historical view and how best the Cottage can be
handled to serve as a tangible reminder of William Blake's remarkable vision and achievement.
Please do not tell me what I have to do. To pretend that Blake's vision can be honoured with a
project the foundations of which are lack of integrity is a grave contradiction.
Blake Society Trustees are well aware that the handling of the Cottage purchase has not been
without strike and misunderstanding and conflict.
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.,.has not been without deceit of the public, lying, bullying, the harming of human beings, cover
up, collusion and fraud.
It is a shame but this is where we are now and we must move forward from here.
Move on to what exactly, more of the same?
I was very happy to meet Rachel and feel that she, like you, has made some remarkable
achievements in moving on with her vision ot manifest Blake's spirit in the world. That is indeed all
that any of us can do when faced with things that are to some extent or other beyond our control.
It is not beyond our control to speak out when dishonesty is before our eyes. It is a matter of will
and courage.
I am only ONE of the Trustees in the Blake Society and don't even live in the UK.
Every single one of you has a responsibility, wherever you live. You are a Trustee to serve the
public, not to pursue your own personal interests.
I have communicated my concerns with others and yours and Rachel's concerns are being taken
seriously.
Please Josie, don't insult us this way. Have respect for us and self-respect too. No one has taken
our concerns seriously, ever. If you had, this wouldn't be happening. All of you thought that it
would be easy to silence us and trample not only on our work, but on the good will and generosity
of the appeal's donors. You were mistaken and now you have to face the consequences of your
actions.
At the same time, we have to move on with the Cottage which has been purchased for the Nation
and for the World now.
No, it has been purchased for Tim Heath and his own private Trust, with the help of all of you and
through deceit of the public. That is called fraud.
If this was the beginning of my visit and not the end, I would be glad to meet with you, and let's
meet next time I come, which I am not sure of right now, but hopefully will be soon.
Best, and with hopes and prayers for you, and admiration for your strength and resolve,
Please don't contact me again. I am grateful for your prayers but I'm fine. Keep them for your own
conscience itself, and for the foundations of your Blake Association.
Josie
She got back to me, now angry too, and I again responded:
Dear Josie,
I thank you for your email and for trying to clarify things. I acknowledge that you didn't mean to give
offence. However you gave it, by lack of care perhaps regarding what you were actually
saying? I have often wondered whether if any one in the Blake Society remembers that I am a
human being, or if any one has any idea of what you all have been doing to that person.
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Anyway... I think it is worth while to discuss the points you make, and thank you for bringing them
up:
* I did not come over especially for the Cottage opening; I came over to deliver a paper at a
conference. The Cottage opening just happened to be scheduled for while I was here, and I do think
it is important to celebrate its purchase. I stayed with Beryl and met with Rachel as well before the
visit to the Cottage itself.
Thank you for clarifying.
* I said it was important for Rachel to come and make her views known. She did that, and did it very
admirably.
You did tell me on the phone, Josie, when I asked why you were here, that you thought it
important to be here to make our thoughts known and that you would challenge Tim. Perhaps you
didn't mean it that way, sometimes conversations on the phone are confusing, but that is what
you said. If it was not what was meant I am sorry I misunderstood.
I have had my problems with Tim, and I do see that many others have had problems with Tim; it is a
concern.
A big problem in the Society is, I think, that everyone has problems with Tim yet no one challenges
him directly. At least that was my experience all the years I was there. There are talks behind his
back, sometimes in fact quite inappropriate for a Trustee (that was the issue with [. . .] and [. . .]
for instance), but not direct, steady challenging of what is so wrong. Our Committee meetings
always were surprisingly distant from people's concerns with Tim. Every single Trustee, apart from
George and, of course, Paige, has told me that they have problems with Tim or agreed he has done
wrong; most in fact have expressed great anger at his way of doing things, yet he is still your Chair
and some Trustees, as Antony, are denying they have ever said so, which is quite dishonest. I don't
think it's right and I believe it is the Trustees responsibility to truly address such a big problem.
* A tremendous amount of money was raised to purchase the cottage just in time; money to repair
it was apparently not required as part of the sale, and thus, monies for repair are apparently not
available. I know I do not have a spare L40,000 or so pounds -- or whatever it would cost to repair
the roof and the crack in the house, and I don't know anyone who does. It is important to be able to
fundraise in order to raise that money to preserve the cottage. Would it really be satisfying to you
to see it fall down ?
Of course it would not be satisfying to me to see it fall down. Why do you imply that? It is very
unfair of you. That it's falling down is, Josie, precisely one of the things we are so worried about.
Why have the Blake Cottage Trust failed to raise more money? Well, for starters, Tim secured a lot
of money on his own when the campaign had already failed. We don't know from whom nor what
were the conditions, what was compromised, whether if other donors would agree with that or
not so that may be part of the problem. Transparency demanded that Tim informed both his
fellow campaigners and the Blake Society of what he was doing, because we took great care
during the campaign to establish who did we ask for money to and how. To do it on his own was
reckless and is a great deal of the problem: since he did that and bought the Cottage, the original
project has been disowned. How can you get more funds for a project the existence of which is
being denied? And how, if the fundraiser is now a single individual who is saying that this was not
a Blake Society project at all? People are not stupid, they look after their money and if they sense
something dodgy going on and hear people lying, they won't give it away.
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Which leads us to the main issue: that we promised the public to create a big consortium of
accountable individuals and organisations capable of managing such a big project, including of
course capable of joining efforts to raise the urgent funds that we all knew would be needed for
repair of the Cottage. That was the carefully planned project, that was the proper thing to do and
what we promised we would do. A Trust of 3 people, two with no knowledge of what the
campaign was (and Tim made sure that neither the Big Blake Project nor myself had access to his
other chosen Trustees during the campaign), chaired by someone thoroughly dishonest and also
thoroughly contradictory even when he means his best, who doesn't seem to even remember the
agreements made before, will not succeed in raising more funds. They've had the Cottage for 9
months and haven't made public their decision-making or their plans, which is their duty. They
have not deemed it necessary to be accountable at all. If the large consortium that we promised to
create were in place now, if Tim had not expelled from the campaign all those of us who cared and
instead of concentrating in dividing everyone had cared to preserve unity and use his energies in
creating the large organism that it was the duty of all of us to create, the Cottage would not be in
disrepair now. How many times do we have to say this before it becomes clear? The actual state of
disrepair of the Cottage is the direct consequence of Tim's actions and the BCT's incapacity to care
for it.
*All of the Blake Society Trustees are volunteers; I did not say I had done as much as you on the

Cottage campaign, nor indeed did I deny your contributions. I know you worked doggedly and gave
tremendously of yourself. I have also done what I can. I have also expended a great deal of effort
on things like proposing a Blake conference, which was shot down by the Committee in a very unfair
way, and, so, yes, I do understand a bit of how you feel. Perhaps I should have said "The
few committed individuals who have been working toward the purchase of the cottage" but it is
really not very polite of you to denigrate someone else who has been doing what they can in
working toward a common goal.
Josie, I didn't deny what you have contributed to the Blake Society, I just questioned what you
have done for the Cottage campaign, please let's be honest here, I don't think I have to say more.
It is a matter of truthfulness rather than being polite. What you said was not only impolite but also
rather offensive and with little regard to truth. I did not denigrate you, I just asked for respect and
fairness. If all of you in the Blake Society had really been working toward a common goal regarding
the Cottage, and had at least taken action the instant you saw things were very wrong indeed, all
this wretched outcome would have been avoided.
As you wish, I will not contact you again. However, I would like to see a reconciliation between all
sides.
Then why haven't you even responded to me all the times I have asked the Committee to allow
me to attend a meeting to talk about this face to face, like decent human beings? None of you has
thought it necessary to even deign to acknowledge that request, not once. Why? I served that
Society with great integrity and extremely hard work yet I've been treated like a pariah or worse,
and we know very well why, yet all of you have gone along with it. Why? It would have been
important for us to meet while you're here, however busy, if you really care about such a big
conflict in which I undeniably have a big part. No one in the Blake Society Committee has been
willing to accept that apart from Tim I am the one person in the Society with more information
about the campaign, its history and what has really happened, for the very simple reason that it
was him and myself who were running it within the Committee, as Henry's involvement was so
brief. You have not cared to look at the evidence I have. To bring about such reconciliations a
Committee has to be active and ready to work hard when problems are big. Trustees are
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voluntary, and that means that even though it is not paid job and we all are very busy people, we
have volunteered to serve the public through a Charity.
Perhaps only time will heal these rifts. I am sorry I cannot change things; as I said, perhaps only a
professional mediator could help to try to resolve things.
These are no rifts, Josie. This is a matter of great dishonesty and in fact what Tim has done is a
criminal offence. It is called fraud. To deceive a whole lot of people, get the money then create a
private personal Trust, deny that the project people gave their money for ever existed and deny
that the organism who asked publicly for the money is responsible for the project is fraud. Not a
rift. So it's not time that will heal it, but accountability, transparency and integrity. If you care to
look at the guidance documents of the Charity Commission, all of you should have first challenged
Tim and, if he failed to take what you said on board, reported the problems to it. Being a Trustee
implies very concrete and serious duties of accountability.
As far as your responses to me, you are taking offense where none was intended.
I appreciate that. Yet your words were offensive even if you didn't mean to, at moments with no
regard to truth, and seemed to show not being carefully considered. I, and my work, deserve
respect from all of you, Josie. The harm done to me and my work has been huge already, and all of
you trying to make of me a scapegoat and responsible for the whole problem, apart from being
concrete harm done to another human being, constitutes a great contempt for truth.
From the many insults that I have received from the Blake Society, Mrs McQuail’s is one of the most
crass, as well as puerile. She never did a single thing for Blake’s Cottage, didn’t dedicate a fraction of
a second let’s not say to work for it during the whole of the appeal, but to at least ask us how we were
doing, or if we needed help. Her interest in the Cottage for as long as I was a Trustee was only
manifested, several years before the campaign even started, to clumsily contact, by her own initiative
and without consulting the Committee, English Heritage to demand protection for the Cottage. For
the appeal, she did nothing at all. I cannot even think her ludicrous letters were written with true bad
intent. I simply believe she lacked the capacity to see beyond how abjectly accommodating they were,
when she knew that things were wrong and had admitted so much on the phone only one day before.
And all for what? Because she wants to create a “branch” of the Blake Society in the United States,
and has always seemed to believe that being a distant Trustee of the Blake Society can advance her
academic career. By the way, she recently invited Prof Michael Phillips, from the Blake Cottage Trust,
to visit the university where she teaches. The personal interests behind her collusion in what she
knows is so wrong are, I believe, quite transparent.

AN UNLIKELY PACIFIST
I knew that Mr Rod Tweedy, who had succeeded me as Secretary, had stepped down from the
Committee because of his disapproval of the way the Cottage appeal had been handled. He hadn’t
spoken out, yet I heard that he had been meeting up with some people to talk about it, which I found
mystifying, since he had never had anything to do with the appeal in the first place, and now was not
even a Blake Society Trustee anymore. In May I wrote to him to suggest he contributed to the
establishment of truth by contacting the Charity Commission and saying what he knew.
I have just received the Blake Society's Annual Programme and their newsletter. In the AGM minutes
I see that you're not mentioned anymore as a Trustee. Rachel told me you had met and that you
were going to leave the Society, but if I remember well, at the AGM, though you were not there, you
were still nominating yourself as a Trustee.
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I assume that you left the Society because you didn't agree with the way they were doing things.
Please correct me if I'm wrong.
It is now many who don't agree with what these people are doing. [. . .]
It feels to me as if the sky is opening after a long, long time. I have decided that I will hold the lid on
this no longer. This means that I am willing to go public now. Suddenly last night it became very clear
to me that in not going public, I am in fact actually protecting the wrong people. I am still giving
them the benefit of a doubt that they do not deserve. I for one cannot carry that responsibility on
my shoulders anymore.
I don't know to whom Tim and Antony are referring in the minutes when they thank "those who
have held their peace in the knowledge that their Blake could never be another's Blake, yet to
acquire the Cottage might yet enrich us all". That was never said at the AGM at all. In any case, we of
course know that the reasons for concern have nothing to do with "the knowledge that their Blake
could never be another's Blake," but with the fact that the Cottage project has been founded on
deceit, dishonesty, lack of ethics and the harming of human beings. And we know that nothing that
has such foundations can ever enrich anybody: it can only go on causing harm.
I truly don't know what you think about this. Perhaps I never really knew, I probably never knew
what anyone in the Blake Society Committee ever thought, about anything. But I do know that you
are a good and honest man. I am writing to tell you that I believe that, if you indeed left the Society
because you disagreed with their way of doing things, you would do much good if you contacted the
Charity Commission to tell them so.
Of course it is a suggestion only. In any case, I thought it might be important that you knew that it is
several people now who are not willing to keep silent anymore, and that I have lost all fear I could
have had in the past of speaking out.
He didn’t answer, so on 16 July I wrote again. What followed was an exchange of correspondence that
made me realize there was no end to the further sinking into cowardice and nonsense from all the
people who had allowed the Blake Cottage appeal to be corrupted. There was no ending either to
their willingness to make of me a scapegoat.
One interesting thing to note is that Mr Tweedy had been meeting with other people, “to sort
things out”, he seemed to think, but hadn’t thought of including me in his machinations until I got in
touch with him, as if I had nothing to do with Blake’s Cottage at all. He had never contacted me, and I
had been told that he’d been in fact accusing me of “troubling the waters”.
The correspondence is long so I will edit here the most boring parts. I’m sure the reader is by
now very tired, and so am I:
Dear Rod,
I wrote to you last May. Did you receive my email?
I must say that I found it strange that you didn't at least acknowledge it. Strange, and sad, for it
seems to echo what has happened with the Blake Society Committee in general - to know things are
wrong and how and why, [. . .] yet I am to be made a scapegoat, everyone will collude in the cover
up. [ . . .].
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Surely you know the sad state in which the Cottage is now: the disrepair, how the building and its
spirit have suffered in the hands of dishonest people who have so far behaved in ways that William
Blake loathed.
We wanted to create a space that would help make this world of ours better, we had carefully
gathered the support of people who cared about such things, and it all ended up being betrayed, to
lack of ethics, lack of care, and to big money. I think big money is doing enough damage in this world
already as to allow it to end up corrupting this project completely.
So please, Rod, if you haven't done so yet, do write to the Charity Commission, tell them what you
know, why you left the Society. They won't tell the Blake Society that you did so, no one will try to
get at you. Simply say the truth. They are looking at the case again. We all are responsible, in some
degree or other, to protect Blake, his legacy, his poor Cottage, the people who believed in us.
And I would really appreciate a word from you, if you could tell me why you too have refused to talk
to me and you too have decided that I am to be treated as a ghost.
For I am not, and I do exist. I am a human being, and I have not stopped telling the truth, and trying
for everybody to talk to each other honestly and with respect like human beings over and over
again, yet have been ignored and made a victim not only of the dishonesty and lack of ethics of
some, but of the fear of all, until I was left with no other option than do what I am doing now.
I do deserve an acknowledgement of my correspondence. I, Adriana, am talking to you.
He at last responded, apologizing for taking so long to reply:
I'm glad you emailed. I've been completely immersed in writing for the last couple of months and
not able to respond to anything I'm afraid - my book's coming out in November and so I cleared all
the decks to focus on that, which was absolutely exhausting on top of full time work and peace
museum planning, and I also didn't want this whole business of the cottage to derail it - the whole
business always makes me incredibly angry, and depressed, and I just couldn't allow that to ruin
everything. [. . .] - but I'm sorry I let things slip.
He then went in some length into gossiping from Felpham that I won’t reproduce here
simply because of the sheer inaccuracy of his information. It made clear though that he was actively
digging up whatever information he could from people there. He then continued:
I wonder also what's the latest news with the Charity Commission. I thought Rachel had written to
them at the start of the year, as well as you, - did anything happen with that? And now you mention
they are going to "revise the case again" - I'd be very interested in what their response has been.
As I told Rachel, I personally don't think bringing in the CC is a good idea - I can't see reasons for the
charge of fraud - as far as I can see (I might be wrong) there was no intention to deceive, and the
original Cottage Committee was set up for practical, legalistic reasons (as we were told the BS
couldn't own property) - the BCT was set up when you were still Secretary wasn't it? - I just can't
think you or the others on the committee - whatever their/my faults - intended to do anything
fraudulently. For me the really sad thing - the thing that has jeopardised the whole project is Tim's chronic lack of communication and his exclusiveness (shutting others out/shutting people
down) - which unfortunately was never successfully challenged by the Committee, and so the
Committee has to take responsibility for that as well.
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I'm happy to meet up to discuss things. It may be best to wait until after the findings of the CC - as
that might alter the landscape. One reason I was reluctant to get involved in the current opposition
to what's been happening was that, however much I think Tim and the BS Committee have ultimate
responsibility for this terrible breakdown of relations, I have always been wary of the moralism in
your approach to this, which I find really hard to deal with (partly because I recognise how moralistic
I am and have been - how many friends I've lost through it). I remember mentioning this a couple of
years ago, as we sat in that nice cafe in Hampstead - that Morality = the Tree of Death. You paused
for a minute, and then said "it's not morality, it's ethics". I kind of thought then that this would be a
very painful process for you - I think we have to move beyond the tree of good and bad - all it does is
harden us, harden others, isolate us - we can see the fruit of that all around us - there are other
ways, much kinder, gentler and more forgiving ways - to get the result I think we both want - but I
can't support any method of action based on accusations. As Blake said, In Hell All is SelfRighteousness. I'm absolutely sick of it - I know where it leads; I know where it's led me; I see it
happening again here.
You may think I'm siding with everyone else - "everyone colluding in the cover up" as you put it. I
hope I'm not - I'm very critical of how Tim has managed things; I'm very critical of how Christina and
Antony have behaved in this - I defended your position against Antony when I saw him in February; I
defended it against George when I saw him in June - shockingly, they still cannot see why so many
people are majorly pissed off with the Society - and I'm upset that you've been through so much,
and that all the lovely hopes for the cottage are now so uncertain and damaged.
So you may be angry with me too - but I need to let you know my reservations. Of course it'd be
wonderful to meet up if you'd like to - either a lunchtime coffee or after work for a good catch-up just let me know.
I had lost my time for this kind of nonsense, particularly from someone who had been
instrumental, as we have seen, in lying to the Big Blake Project and deceiving both them and me about
the supposed intentions of the Blake Society to take our concerns on board. I got back to him:
[. . .] I do believe that this sorry affair, as everything else in life, is, should be, a learning for the bigger

perspective of things, so I really care about what I call ethics here, that ultimately boils down to care
and respect for people and things. I'll get to that in a moment.
[. . .] The Charity Commission [. . .] have told me in the past that it would be important that Trustees
write to them, or BS members, and if you read through their documents (boring stuff I admit), it is
clear that all of us should have done so a long, long time ago, and that it is one of the responsibilities
of Trustees when things are going so wrong.
Regarding the fraud issue... well, Rod, if you ask people for money in the name of the Blake Society
for a specific project, that is going to be administered by a large consortium of responsible and
skilled people and organisations because supposedly the BS is too small to handle it, take the money
then form an entirely different kind of Trust of 3 people only, disown the original project and say it
never existed, and deny it was a Blake Society project, how do you call it? Is there an honest intent
behind such behaviour?
Tim set up the Trust while I was Secretary indeed... without telling anyone about it, not me, who was
then leading the campaign with him, nor the Big Blake Project not the Blake Society Trustees. I only
found out last year the exact date when he did that: precisely when the 2014 nightmare had just
happened, he in fact hid from all of us. He set it up entirely on his own, then he did what he did as
soon as the Cottage was purchased: elbow out the local people,name himself Chair, refuse to
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communicate with the Committee of the charity publicly responsible for the project.... Where is the
good intent in such behaviour, I do not know. [. . .].
Now let's talk about what you call my moralistic attitude and self-righteousness. I disagree
entirely, Rod. I do believe, because you have said before that this bothers you so much because it
reminds you of when you have behaved like that yourself, that you may be projecting that onto me
without really paying attention to what I have actually been doing all along. I am sorry to say this,
and I may be wrong, but this is what I feel.
I have as you know loads of evidence of my correspondence with all involved, from the beginning.
Over and over again I have been saying, in all possible tones: conciliatory, forgiving, angry, worried,
despaired, but basically saying: "we can sort this out, let us just talk, openly, honestly, and sort
things out. Let us talk it through." Nobody has listened. I have asked over and over again what
everybody's intentions were, what everybody's interest's in the Cottage were so that we could all
work together, with respect, with unity, have said that there was space for all, to no avail. I have
asked over and over again to attend a meeting with both Trusts, to talk face to face, listen and be
listened to, and no one has taken the trouble to even acknowledge my petition, let alone consent.
despite the care, commitment and loyalty with which I served both the Society and the Cottage
project.
While I have been doing this, Rod, not only have I been ignored, bullied, and been on the receiving
end of all the harm that we do know. The lack of respect, the lack of care, for people and things,
again. has just got worse and worse, it has been dismal, depressing indeed, and Blake's Cottage is
getting more and more damaged in the hands of a Trust that for nearly a year has proved incapable
of taking proper care of it... that is why, exactly, we were going to set up a big consortium of people,
because we needed so much unity and to join the efforts and skills of many, not the utterly
irresponsible appropriation of the project by three individuals.
So now I am accusing?... And what else could I do than what I'm doing, when I see that no one has
been willing to listen. Everyone is indeed colluding in a cover up, just think of Antony's actions, or I
can show you a letter from Josie that leaves me with a very depressing image of how petty the
human spirit can be, despite her agreeing with me. I can go through all the Trustees response, one
by one, and it is shameful. You don't need self-righteousness to tell you that, it is just plain common
sense.
[. . .] there is indeed a difference between right and wrong, in the way we treat each other. There is
no way round it, and to accuse of being a moralist someone who has the courage to say "this is
wrong, and far too many people have been deceived, and far too much indignity and lack of vision
and humanity has found expression in this mess", is a very skewed view of things, and terribly unfair.
Why can't one say "this is wrong"? Particularly when one knows that so many other people see the
wrong as well and refuse to speak up, and are trying to force themselves into believing that a project
with such dismal foundations can work at all.
No, Rod, I am very grateful that you tell me your reservations, I appreciate it but [. . .] my patience,
and my forgiveness and good will have been read as naivety and passivity. They were not.
I do certainly believe that there "are much kinder, gentler and more forgiving ways" as you say, to go
through things. Haven't I tried that before, for some two years now? What exactly do you think I was
doing, if not, when I agreed to what you all were asking of me, and stayed in the Society and the
project and went back to work with all the enthusiasm this deserved, all forgiven, and giving of me
to the BS all the care I had for it until the day I left?
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What do you think it was, to organise the [. . .] talk as an apposite way to exit the BS, and caring
about us having flowers there that day and very gently diffusing, and not reacting to, all the
aggression that was then coming from Tim in the run to that date so that we could all show a united
front at the AGM? If you've forgotten, I have the correspondence from that time. Maybe nobody
looked at such details but they mattered to me, that's why I took so much care in them, and they
were precisely that: kinder, forgiving, etc.
That's how I talked to Antony and Christina when I thought I could trust them, concerned about
everybody's well being. Before I sent that 12 page document to the BS and the Blake Cottage Trust,
that took me hours not only of work but also of thinking how to say things in a way that was truthful
and said what was wrong, yet being conciliatory and opening doors rather than closing them, what
do you think I was doing? And what do you think I was doing when I wrote to Tim and told him, "I
am sad you're doing this so I am going to send a document to all of you to say what I think, I don't
want it to take you by surprise, but I still care for the Cottage?".
Rod, I can show you dozens of pages of correspondence in which I have been kind, forgiving, over
and over and over again. And the truth is, no one has cared, as simple as that. I have said before to
some of you in the Committee that I know this pressure upon all of you has been not only dreadful
but also very unfair, a pressure for which Tim is responsible in doing things the way he has. And yet,
the whole Committee has a duty to act when things go so wrong, charities are indeed there to serve
the public.
I simply can't understand why you think it's wrong to contact the Charity Commission. They exist for
a reason. No charity has the right to do as it wants, deceiving the public, jeopardizing a project, with
no regulations whatsoever, and use people's money, support, and good will without care, without
truth, for self-interest only, without respect, then fabricate a fantastic cover up when they get
scared. Ethics matter. What this means is precisely that we can create a space where the kindness,
the forgiveness, the care, can exist.
Every single person who gave us money and believed in us is a human being. Is it really so difficult to
understand that? So no, I do not accept your accusation of me being "The Accuser" - I don't think
any more patience or good will or forgiveness, and kindness, could have been possibly expected
from any human being than those that I have shown, over and over. But if nobody listens, nobody
cares, and the lack of care continues, there is a moment to speak up and say things as they are.
I am not in any hell of self-righteousness. I have been before in a hell of unfairness, incredible abuse
and a degree of bullying and harm to me and my work in a Charity that all of you witnessed -- angry
and saddened but still just stood and watched, and I was so rent then, so distraught, so worried and
scared and heartbroken that I was not able to see just how wrong it was that you all stood and
watched and nobody had the courage to say to Tim: "you have no right to do this, you either explain
to us what has been going on and start behaving responsibly, or you have no capacity to be our
Chair".
Only recently has it dawned on me how absolutely wrong it was from all of you to ask me to stay, to
keep my mouth shut and go on working with the care and commitment I always showed, how wrong
it was to throw on me, who had already been treated so unfairly, the burden to save the whole
bloody thing, while not one of you challenged Tim. Not one, ever, at least not while I was in the
Society. The "negotiations" in which Antony intervened were actually more bullying and I never
understood why if he agreed with me on everything that was wrong he was seemingly siding with
Tim in the bullying, but I felt helpless by then, under so much pressure so I thought that I had no
choice but try to trust who said was trying to help. Only now that I have seen what Antony is capable
of doing, do I understand.
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So, the situation was very hard for everybody and just as I couldn't realise then that the pressure you
all were putting on me, without standing up for me, was unfair and frankly unbearable, I'm sure
none of you noticed either, you were just worried, bewildered. But on hindsight, it was wrong, and I
did not deserve that from a Society that I served the way I did, up till the very last day I was part of
it.
Finally, Rod, and this is something that I believe everybody forgets, I care for the Cottage. That Tim
cared at the beginning, I have no doubt, though I do believe that he has spiralled down so recklessly
in his misguided sense of entitlement and has jeopardized this so much that I cannot believe he still
cares. For a while we both worked with great faith in a project that no one else shared because it
was not their project, [. . .]. Furthermore, there was only one person who articulated, in writing,
clearly, those ideals, what we wanted for that place to be, and that person was me. Again, I have all
the documents that I wrote for the campaign. So of course I don't want to minimize Tim's work, or
Henry's, or the Big Blake Project's, but truth matters and if anyone just takes a look at how I
articulated the whole thing, it becomes rather clear that to me this has been more than a pastime,
some voluntary job or other; that I believed in this wholeheartedly, I cared wholeheartedly, and you
would be hard put to find anyone, and this includes Tim, who has held the ideal for that Cottage so
dear, or has cared more for it, than myself. I know that because there was a beautiful ideal behind it,
people cared too and supported it. No one has a right to trample on such things. No one has a right
to trample even on one single pound donated by the individuals who trusted that ideal and believed
that such a place would make the world better.
In his recklessness, when the campaign had already failed, Tim secured big money that mean the
immediate disowning of that ideal. So I do care, and I do believe it is important not to let that
betrayal grow.
And a second finally: yes, I believe in forgiveness. I do believe that if these people can bring
themselves to acknowledge what has been wrong, apologise to everybody they owe an apology, the
public who supported us being the very first ones, and if they explain why they've done what they
have done and make public their records of decision-making and project, if they have one at all, and
deign to talk to those of us who have legitimate concerns, and open up with willingness to set things
right, a solution could be found.
But they won't do it. They have been given that chance many times. Many, Rod, I've stretched out
that hand to both Trusts many times indeed. The blame for them ignoring that can simply not be
thrown on me.
He didn’t respond to this so I wrote again on the 22nd:
As it becomes clear that my response to your email and my message on the phone are meeting the
silence that has been much too common around this story, I feel it important to close this further
failure of communication by clarifying some of the points in your letter that made me so angry on
Sunday, when I had had more time to digest what you had said.
The anger has abated now, I am trying to understand where you come from. You may be angry too
for what I said. [. . .] In any case, please find below some further comments to your letter: [my
comments here were to quotes from his letter above]
Why should this elicit such a personal reaction from you, making you so depressed and angry that it
could potentially "ruin everything", and that you couldn't have the kindness to respond to whom
was once a friend? My email was sincere, and I think kind. It didn't deserve your "letting it slip" for
so long. I wonder in fact if you'd have ever said anything at all had I not written to you again. Why
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something in which you had no involvement can cause you feelings so intense that they can derail
you? This is not derailing me, and I have gone through what I have gone, with one of the most
important working projects of my life! I can deal with the Cottage and do my work and get on with
my life without needing to blank things out, so I have the impression that this is touching something
personal in you that has nothing to do with the Cottage at all.

[. . .] I must say that I find it very odd that you're engaging with the Big Blake Project at all and are
asking these questions. [. . .] and why would you be "very interested" in the Charity Commission's
response, if you don't want to write to them? You were never part of the Cottage project. You
haven't done anything to contribute to a solution, however well intentioned your resignation was,
and while I was in the Blake Society you never once made the slightest effort to put things right. You
aren't a Blake Society Trustee anymore, and this was never your project so I hope that this is very
clear: your only possible role here would be, if any, to fulfill the duty to contact the pertinent
authorities - a duty that you had as a Trustee and, as all the rest, ignored.
If you don't want to do that, no one can force you, but you have absolutely no other business in this
matter, so it would be indeed consistent and ethical of you to keep clear. That would in itself
contribute to a solution - we've had far enough secret dealings here and actions carried out with no
entitlement at all, and all that has caused incredible harm..
“As I told Rachel, I personally don't think bringing in the CC is a good idea”
Why not? It's the only organism that exists as a regulator for charities and that can intervene when things
go wrong, and therefore protect the public. Is it that you object to the existence of such an organism at all? I
truly fail to understand your reasons. [. . .] Of course what you mention has been very harmful. However, is
this really the only problem that you are aware of, and didn't you ever find anything else amiss? And where
were you, Rod, if that is the case? Have you truly forgotten what happened in 2014?

“which unfortunately was never successfully challenged by the Committee, and so the Committee
has to take responsibility for that as well.”
Well, as we can see the Committee is not taking that responsibility at all, nor did you when you were
part of it. That's when the Charity Commission becomes necessary, precisely.
“I'm happy to meet up to discuss things. It may be best to wait until after the findings of the CC - as
that might alter the landscape.”
Again, it is not your role to be waiting for results then plan accordingly. You are not part of the Blake
Society Committee and you have nothing to do with the Cottage project. I have been calling to your
conscience, to make a statement about what you do know that is wrong, that's all. You are not called
for anything else whatsoever and it would be indeed very wrong of you to think you are. There is no
reason why you should calculate the "alterations of the landscape", unless you have suddenly some
interests at stake here that I am unaware of? [. . .]
“(partly because I recognise how moralistic I am and have been - how many friends I've lost through
it).”
That is your experience, Rod. [. . .] This has indeed nothing to do with me. You don't know my
experience nor who I really am. I have indeed lost no friends (well, Tim and I lost each other's
friendship but my "moralism" was certainly not the cause for that). Rather the opposite, I keep on
making friends, some quite extraordinary people, and my friends are there, always. There is never a
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lack of warm and profound friendship in my life. I am fortunate enough to be a person that is much
loved, admired and respected by many. I don't know what your story is. This is mine.
[. . .] “I kind of thought then that this would be a very painful process for you - I think we have to
move beyond the tree of good and bad –“
Good that you "kind of thought"... in fact what all of you in the Committee have witnessed, without
batting an eyelid, has been a rather awful story of very concrete harm to a person and her work. I
am afraid that your response has been quite devoid of empathy. [. . .]
[. . .] “there are other ways, much kinder, gentler and more forgiving ways - to get the result I think
we both want –“
I won't repeat what I said in my former letter. But I will say that after all the kind, gentle and
forgiving ways in which I have tried to sort this out, for you or anyone to say this to me a lot of
cynicism is required. I do know you are not cynical, or try not to be, and that this is not your
intention, so I hope then that you have the courage to look within, and look at what you know, then
think again. [. . .]
“As Blake said, In Hell All is Self-Righteousness. I'm absolutely sick of it - I know where it leads; I
know where it's led me; I see it happening again here.“
What is this, Rod, this self-righteous tirade about your not doing self-righteousness? Look at how
visceral your language is. You seem to be seeing here something that is yours only, remembering
things (where it has led you) that I know nothing about; you say you are "absolutely sick...". This,
whatever it is you're talking about, is your story, not mine nor that of the Cottage. Whatever you
think you're seeing "happening again here" you're seeing it on your own, and it seems to be veiled
by your projections. It does seem to me that this story of yours is so poignant that it has blinded you
to look at the truth here, but I cannot carry that, it doesn't belong to me.
“You may think I'm siding with everyone else - "everyone colluding in the cover up" as you put it. I
hope I'm not –“
In fact yes, you are. It may not be your intention, but this is what you are doing. Furthermore, a
letter like yours, with such unfair, off the cuff accusations about my "moralism", ignoring all the
efforts - kind, forgiving and gentle - I have made to set things right, adds up to the bullying I have
been object to.
“I'm very critical of how Tim has managed things;”
I know you are. I witnessed your anger many times and we talked about it. The problem is, all the
time you told me how angry you were but never once made it manifest, not up to the day I left the
Society. In fact when we were all so worried because he would not deign to tell the Committee
whether if he was staying as Chair, you sent an email asking him to stay saying that you had met very
few people who were as extraordinary as him or something to that effect, which I found truly
bewildering, after having heard you say so many times how angry you were at him. Being a Trustee
entails a responsibility to the public. Being critical is not enough. Doing something about it is what
matters.
[. . .] We have been talking about Blake. Do you remember what he thought about atonement? I
don't think he'd have appreciated much the scapegoating that has been going on here, and to which
your letter contributes.
You are working towards the creation of a Peace Museum, which I find admirable.
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What does peace mean to you? Is it the blaming of the victim? The victimisation of the innocent?
Complicit silence in the face of injustice? The annihilation involved in ignoring someone who's telling
the truth? A moral relativism where everything goes? Because all this has been happening in front of
you, and you have been part of it, no matter how "critical", depressed or angry you have been by
this whole mess.
The Cottage has been indeed a hard stone thrown on our path. It has been a big problem. It is from
such things that one learns and nurtures one's life, not from abstractions, however beautiful they
may be.
I for one, though of course making this public is painful, and can be tiring, feel much lighter since I
started to do so. There is a great sense of liberation, of casting off a burden that was not mine: that
of my own silence, that was becoming complicit too, because these people don't stop lying and using
others. I won't say it isn't being tough at times, of course it is. But above all, it is proving liberating.
I am a free person, Rod, and despite my many reasons for sorrow, a happy one. And waking up to
the fact that there is no reason whatsoever in the whole universe why I, or any other human being,
should accept the harm that Tim and the whole of the Blake Society have tried to inflict on me, is
one of the most wonderful lessons that this whole affair has taught me. For every single one of those
lessons, though all of them have come with their share of pain, I am and will always be very grateful
indeed.
Mr Tweedy wrote again, as if he had not read, or understood, anything at all:
I was going to write to you today in fact - it's been a hectic week and I also wanted to take time to
reflect - as you suggested - on this issue of moralism. I was going to say that I think you have what
most people would actually find incredibly admirable - a powerful and active moral sense.
My concern with it is that it also tends to generate suffering - it's what I've found in my life, and I'm
personally incredibly grateful to Blake (and to Eckhart Tolle, and others) for explaining why this
might be - as far as my limited understanding goes. The reason for bringing it up was to try and
diminish suffering - not make it worse! I'd kicked myself for not raising it earlier. If I have upset you
I'm very sorry.
.
I was also going to suggest meeting up after the Charity Commission has done its work - now that
they're involved I thought it was important they do their work, and any decision they come to would
also affect things, perhaps significantly. I was going to suggest we meet up with Beryl, who I haven't
met and would like to, to discuss what to do. By "gentler ways" meant focussing on how to
ensure the cottage becomes a place not of property development but of refuge and imagination - as
your original vision wanted - and to see if there's anything we can do to make the BS committee
more accountable and responsible, and discuss the issue of the relationship between the society and
the cottage. I have some ideas, but want to discuss these in person, and also after the CC has
finished its report.
If you still want to meet up to discuss these things let me know. I'm also going to email Beryl again she sent another useful email last night about a recent meeting in Felpham, to try and keep local
awareness and involvement going.
Mr Tweedy, it seemed, kept on fancying some sense of agency here that baffled me, and I told
him so:
[. . .] I have been thinking of how can I respond to you, saying what I think just as it is without being
too harsh. It is no easy task. There aren't many options left if I want to be truthful. I cannot disguise
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my thoughts and I hope you agree that nothing would be gained from that; pleasing others is not
really what human communication is about.
First, though I appreciate your effort at apologising, I am sorry to say that it feels to me as formulaic a formula that only becomes real and truthful when we take on board what the other person is
saying. From your email, and from your actions (and lack of them) over the past two years, it seems
it has been a waste of an effort to try to make myself clear.
You're basically still calling me a moralist, according to your understanding of Tolle and Blake (i.e.,
how you fit them in your own personal framework). I have read Tolle, thanks to you, for which I will
always be very grateful indeed. I am sure that you know that I do have an understanding of Blake,
and I am a practising Buddhist with a committed daily practise. Buddhism is not all that different
from what Tolle or Blake talk about, so in theory you and I seem to agree.
However, these are not theoretical matters. As you surely know, and your own writing shows you
are aware of that, rational understanding means nothing whatsoever without a coherent
embodiment of such knowledge in the way we act, as far as we are able to. That you talk about
having judged me as you have, and still do, "to try and diminish suffering", is a very odd thing to
say, Rod, and it seems to carry with it a degree of delusion that must be very painful, so I think that I
start to understand better why the Cottage issue makes you so angry, depressed, and confused, and
has such potential to derail you.
More seriously still, you haven't taken on board at all what I have said regarding your truly surprising
current involvement in this business. To start with, and despite our having once been friends, you do
not propose to meet up with me as a human being to have a fruitful conversation about our
disagreements, in which each can talk from their own convictions. You insist on waiting after the
Charity Commission has an answer. That is to say, you have an agenda, your are planning, scheming,
and still unaware of the rather obvious fact that you have no business here, as I explained to you so
clearly in my former letter, apart from fulfilling the duty that you failed to fulfil as a Blake Society
Trustee, and Secretary.
You talk about what "we" can do to ensure that the Cottage becomes what the original vision
outlined. I do not believe you know much about that original vision. If you did, you would have done
something to defend it when you had the duty to do so. I fail completely to understand your sense of
entitlement here and I can only imagine how befuddled you must be, to even think about talking this
way. You say you have some ideas. It is rather late, Rod, you once were a Trustee of the Blake
Society, that was running a campaign which you never worked for, or defended when it was being
destroyed, and you were a passive Secretary who behaved with the same irresponsibility and lack of
dignity of the rest of the Committee, allowing for the Chair to manipulate you all and hide from you
the information that it was your duty to know, and you have never done anything at all that could
help put things right. To leave the Society was the one consistent thing that you have done, so
what's all this sudden involvement of yours now? I am so surprised I do wonder whether if this is
about your Peace Museum. In any case, again, you have no business here.
[. . .] This staging of the human comedy is reaching such unexpected proportions day by day, that I
think that, while I will still defend what is worth defending here, I will also sit back and watch. Blake's
unwritten Prophetic Poem keeps on evolving and I find it fascinating.
There has been, as you know, Rod, much suffering here. Suffering that you have witnessed, and to
which the whole of the Blake Society, you included, has contributed to through actions, inaction, in
some cases both (the wrong kind of actions married to injuring inaction). By interfering now, for
there is absolutely no other word for it, in what is no business of yours, you will cause more
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suffering, to yourself and to others. The Cottage I'm afraid will end up making you even more
depressed and angry than it already does, and not surprisingly.
While this form of collective madness evolves, the one thing that should have mattered - care and
respect for people and things -, keeps on being trampled on. The thing that merited much care here,
for it was very beautiful, was what we set up to create in the Cottage. Its beauty still has a place in
my heart: after all, not for nothing was I the person who articulated the project in a comprehensible
way, nor the one still defending it. That essential beauty therefore cannot be destroyed. But it won't
flourish in the Cottage in the hands it is in now, and it won't flourish at all by so many other hands
fiddling with it, so many people trying now to get a slice of it and tearing it down when the one thing
that they were called for was to care for it, respect other people and have some dignity and some
courage.
To mix up Blake, Eckhart Tolle or any other wise person you look up to, with a moral relativism in
which ethics have no place at all, can only be a source of enormous suffering. I am very sorry to read
so much confusion in your communications, but there is nothing I can do. Only perhaps to suggest
you reflect on how much the care I mention above is a powerful antidote to suffering, a source of
beauty, and how much dignity and courage are its liberating wings?
I am grateful for the signs of friendship that you had for me in the past and I wish you a good life.
I’ve heard that Mr Tweedy kept on interfering for a while. I do not know if he’s still doing so
now.
The next, and final chapter, will deal with how the lies have continued until now; the disrepair of
Blake’s Cottage; the plans to build a “visitor centre” on its grounds despite the local opposition; the
inconsistencies in the Blake Cottage Trust’s project, or lack of it; the inconsistencies in the BS and BCT
finances regarding the Cottage; my attempts at making the matter public, and the way I was shouted
down at the 2017 AGM. It will be mostly a matter of referring the reader to the place where they can
find the relevant information in this webpage. I will also talk about the slandering I am being object
of, and about why telling the truth is important.
Thank you for having accompanied me this far.
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