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Accused dad moved from Oxford to the Mendiff  Court Mental Hospital on the Ross Road, just outside Abergavenny in  Monmothshire, now Gwent, in Wales.  The Accuseds used the term ‘mental hospital’ when informing would-be correspondents of  the postal address, though nobody else used it and both the inhabitants and the site and the surrounding population hotly denied that the estate was a ‘mental hospital’ and were very puzzled that the Accused’s used this designation which Accused Mum felt might bring on her calumny and disgrace.   Mendiff Court was intended originally to be the annex of  Pen y Val  Mental Hospital to cater for their patients with tuberculosis.  The medical superintendent of  Pen y Val (sometimes translated as ‘Vale of  Glamorgan’) was Dr Jones and the deputy superintendent was Dr Philips.  Accued-mum would point her finger across Rooter’s farm next door to an area behind Abergavenny and inform the Accused that as he supposedly could readily see for himself  that was the site of  Pen y Val Hospital.   Dr Jones insisted that his hospital was short-staffed  (by l970s standards, when a county asylum had dozens of doctors doing no work, it was)  and that Accused-dad, when he took up his appointment as doctor at Mendiff  Court.  Accused-mum considered this a liberty.

Why tuberculosis?  The author, within this work, tries to inform the reader that little or no information leaked out from the old asyla and that therefore mysteries remain and scandals remain uncovered.   However, the term ‘mental hospital’ is misleading.   The present Royal College of  Psychiatrists, before it was the Royal Medico-Psychological Association was known as the Asylum Association.   There had to be some suspicion that drugs used for the treatment of  tuberculosis induced psychiatric symptoms but, also, the asylum was originally was a place of residence for anyone who had no place anywhere else and it only evolved into an exclusively ‘psychiatric’ institution (after l948) partly through the callous misdiagnosis of  the inmates!   Some county asyla were built exclusively for the treatment of  tuberculosis.   All had wards with large windows (such as can still be seen in some of the larger and older  hospitals in large cities) for the treatment of  tuberculosis and in the l940s the hospital pathogist still had plentiful supplies of guinea pigs and other accoutrements of the diagnosis and treatment of  tuberculosis.   Nevertheless, in the l940s, perhaps in part on account of a mass vaccination programme and perhaps because of increasing immunity within the population, tuberculosis was becoming, in Britain, less prevalent.   The purchase of Pen y Val (which also had some larger buildings which could be used as orthodox hospital wards) might conceivably have been a trick by Dr Jones to get further land and further staff.

As far as the Accused is aware,  Mendiff Court never  became a hospital for the treatment of tuberculosis and, according to the local population, it never became a hospital at all!   Accused dad was offered and accepted a commission as a regular (neither enlisted nor honorary) army officer (with the rank of Major) and was appointed to be Commanding Officer of  the unit providing psychiatric services to army officers (sic).   The army took over the site for this purpose.   Because they were in his (suspended) civilian capacity  Accused-dad’s superiors,  Drs Jones and Philips were given the ‘honorary’ title Major.   According to Accused-mum Dr Jones remained embittered because regular army officers automatically outrank ‘honorary’ officers.   ‘Honorary’ ranks are given mainly to civilians but sometimes also to armed services officers or ratings themselves.   The purpose is to enable the civilian (or otherwise) to fit in, for some purpose, into an army hierarchy.   The ‘civil service’ (i.e. GCHQ) chess team which the Accused several times encountered in the l950s and l960s played in order of  military rank.   So players might be given honorary ranks to enable them to play in the correct board order (or nearly so).   The captain of the army football team would require a suitable rank.   The chiefs of  the numerous civilian and university departments annexed into Churchill’s monolithic secret service were given honorary ranks [and this meant also that the Germans would not shoot them as spies!].   As far as the Accused is aware Dr Jones and Dr Phillips had no military duties or function in the army beyond attending occasional conferences or tea parties but they were given a petrol allowance and were able to drive cars (anyone who drove a car was certain to be an army officer).   However,  it was common for  medics annexed for military dutires to be given military ranks.  Both Sir Aubrey Lewis and the father of  John Bowlby were ‘honorary officers’  (Bowlby was an ‘honorary’ General!) even though their careers were strongly bound to the army. 

According to Accused mum in later years the site was used as the psychiatric hospital (or equivalent) for army officers.  “Surely you remember the army officers”, she related, “They came to the house and talked with you....”. The Accused’s conversation was apparantly a great attraction    Because the ‘patients’, for want of a better word, were army officers (who usually had suffered some manner of  trauma in combat), they were not required to endure the humiliating status of  psychiatric patient and were spared the horrific drug treatments and  Electroconvulsive Therapy with which mental hospital treatment and psychiatry has come to be associated.   Paradoxically, although the armed services and particularly the army were the stomping ground for the future reactionary gerontocracy amongst medics and psychiatrists,  Accused-dad was not alone amongst regular army medics in advocating psychiatry much more scientific and liberal than practiced in Britain in the present day and their research papers do not reflect the hidebound narrowness of mind and  entrapment within a very limited terminology and theory that characterises modern psychiatric literature.   The officers, as they were called, would visit the doctor socially at the house (known either as Mendiff Court or Mendiff  House).

The Accused was formerly in possession of  piles of  notebooks recording the ramblings of  the army officers (this would be a form of psycoanalysis).   No doubt these, and much else in Accused-dad’s papers was intended for publication or as the basis for publications.  He either never got round to it or the ensuring scientific reports came to be covered by the Official Secrets Act (which most of  Accused Dad’s papers technically were).   Accused dad would tell the Accused: “My job is to absorb other people’s anxieties, to take them onto myself and leave them without” (this is possibly approximately what psychoanalysts call transference).   “I have to hear all days troubles and thoughts so horrific that they cannot be imagined.   I have no-one else onto whom to transfer them so when I get home I am irritable with my family.”   The stories or fantasies recited by these officers were certainly unpleasant.   There is a surfeit of  sexual sadomasochistic fantasies too horrific to be of any use to any pornographer.   In retrospect, the Accused would have liked to know the origin of such psychology which seemed to be commonplace amongst army officers rather than eccentric.   Was it the result of  the Prep School or Public School or was it perhaps a direct effect of military service and combat  or even an adaptation to the life and role of combat soldier?   The Accused did not wish these notebooks to get into other hands, but proved impossible to maintain security and, as far as he is aware, the end result of  that is that all were destroyed by readers who recognised them as ‘demonic’.   A person who is socialised is always at risk of some transference from what he reads and  hears and unfortunately there is a case for keeping such documents in the hands of  the unsocialised and unimpressionable.

The Accused cannot unequivocably say that he remembers these army officers.   During the latter period of the Accused’s stay at Abergavenny (1943-1949) the unit was at Shaftsbury Hospital and  Accused-dad would every fortnight return to Abergavenny, arriving around midday on Saturday and leaving about 4pm on Sunday.   Before that he would work in some capacity at Netley Hospital, an army centre near Birmingham, the stomping ground of  Sir Aubrey Lewis.   He was called by the Accused’s the Chief Army Psychiatrist, though, in fact, he was not a regular army officer,  if, indeed, an army officer at all, and there is no reference to him in any army records the Accused has seen - and otherwise unknown figures appear as heads of the psychiatric ‘directive’.   In army records the unit is misleadingly recorded as at Victoria Hospital for Officers,  Neath.   Misleading locations for defence installations, munitions factories and  research centres were often consistently recorded in army records as well as on maps.   Locals in on the secret  never  bothered to blow the whistle.  In later years,  protesters would in great force picket bogus installations!   However,  next to the name of  the imaginary hospital there would be Accused Dad’s number on the army’s private telephone exchange.   According to Accused-dad underground tables belonging to this network supplied Mendiff Court (in addition to the civilian network).   This extra telephone network, supposedly, was laid on in army areas as a precaution against disruption of  the civilian network (such as through bombing riots or invasion).

The only use of  the site the Accused can recall  (besides what appeared to be secret service activities)  was as the place where Rudolf  Hess was detained.   Hess was the deputy  Fuhrer of  Germany and had flown to Britain in the hope of negotiating a peace treaty.  ‘Der Fuhrer’ is the ‘The Leader’, a concept adopted in the l980s by the parliamentary leader of  the British Conservative Party (because spindoctors felt that a naive and immature populace could be wooed with such a notion) and,  therefore, the parliamentary Labour Party decided that its would-be Prime Minister had also to be Der Fuhrer and supposed that nobody had ever had any other concept of  leadership or presidency.   According to Churchill,  Hess was transported in l946 to Nurnberg to stand trial and  thereafter imprisoned in Germany.   The Accused however would be surprised to have it proved that his memories of the person believed to be Hess date to l946 or before and, according to his recollection,  Hess was still there when the Accused left in l949 and there is some Welsh belief that he was still there in the l970s!

It is true that the Accused is not in possession of any incontrovertible DNA evidence that Hess lived at Mendiff  Court.   Hess lived in The Pavilion  a short distance, perhaps one hundred metres, across the lawn or ‘field’ as the Accused called it, from the house.   ‘Pavilion’ was a name given to a building erected for the treatment of tuberculosis.   This pavilion was a single story white flat-roofed hut, maybe fifty metres in length.    Hess was reputed to have a flat at the back,  there was some area in between and a glass door, or systm of glass doors, over the entire width of  the front opening onto a an area of concrete covered with a canopy and that, in turn, abutted, via a step, the drive from ‘the lodge’ to ‘the wards’ (or ‘administration’)>  This drive was parallel to the Old Ross Road, from which it was separed by a wooded area and an iron fence.   An army of young ladies dressed as nurses and young men in smart dark suites carrying clipboards was continously streaming in and out of this door and along the drive between the pavilion and the ‘wards’. 

One day a crowd of  humans in white coats appeared  on the field  close to the side of  the pavilion visible from the house, not far from the Pavilion entrance.  “Look!  There’s Rudolf  Hess!’,  exclaimed Accused-mum, “He’s the tall one in the middle!”.  As soon as they spotted the Accused however the crowd immediately vanished.   Hess supposedly was taken for walkies every day, but whenever the Accused saw such a gathering  on the lawn (they never ventured more than a few feet from the front entrance)  it immediately disappeared.   If  Hess was supposed to be in a prison in Germany,  then perhaps he was flown out whenever officials or relatives chose to visit

The Accused was aware after l949 that misleading information concerning Hess was occasionally published in Newspapers.  He supposed this was not the work of any accredited  historians and had no official backing and he ignored it.  Only in the late l980s did he realise that respected historians and government agencies were backing misinformation.   In the l940s there was a need for secrecy and security, surely because there was a danger of  Nazi sympathisers kidnapping or assassinating Hess, but why should the secrecy and misinformation have persisted?   The Accused will summarise the story as he understood it.

According to Accused-mum, there were alleged to be in Britain many ‘Nazi sympathisers’.   “I never met any myself”, she said, “They were not to be found amongst the common people.  But they they were to be found amongst the aristocracy”.   “The aristocracy” meant the Military  Officer class or its senior ranks.   The reader will find on reading through ancient copies of Who’s Who and Burke’s Peerage that Britain was in the hands of  an internationally interrelated oligarchy of  families with military and Masonic connections.  A surprisingly large number were baronets, peers without seats in the House of  Lords or elder sons of  peers with seats in parliamenet, for the Conservative and Liberal Parties,  inherited from their fathers.   The Duke of  Hamilton, before inheriting the title, had been a Member of  Parliament with an adventurous history as an RAF pilot and an international authority on some aspects of  air force organisation - and was familiar with the German Luftwaffe.   The German Military Officer Class, which supported the Nazis, had an ideology in some respects more akin to that of  their  British counterparts or the Public School  (to whom they might be related or related by marriage).   Both the Nazis and the Public School  believed in a superbitch, master-race or master class.   Hitler asserted that the aristocracy and degenerate races had perverted evolution and taken over.   The genetically perfect, the true Vikings, were to be found in the populace which had a duty to overthrow the usurpers.   The Public School considered they themselves to be the legitimate Viking master-class and that it was their duty to keep everyone else down.   The Nazis and the Public School or ‘aristocracy’, however, had a common interest in maintaining a ‘strong government’ not perverted by misguided democratic influences, in militarism and in, supposedly, the suppression of  the evil of communism which represented rule by degenerates (i.e not themselves).

According to Accused-mum the Duke of  Hamilton was the leader of a group of  “Nazi aristocrats....well, not Nazis exactly, Deutchfreundlig”.   “Deutchfreundlig” meant ‘pro-German’.   In Britain aristocrats such as the Duke of Windsor (a descendent of  the German-speaking Konigin Victoria)  regarded openly as being ‘Deutchfreundlich’  were also regarded as Nazi sympathisers.  Hamilton invited Hess to Britain to negotiate a peace treaty - or, at any rate, that is what he told Hess.   Hess and his companions had parachuted onto Hamilton’s estate - or at any rate,  Hess had parachuted and others had landed in the plance.  Why, asked the Accused, did Hess not use radio or telegraph?  His parents ummed and ahhed a bit -maybe they didn’t know or this was a national secret.   There was too much jamming of  German transmissions, they said, as well as interception.   Attempts had been made, but German tranmissions to Britain never met with any answer.

The Accused assumed that arrangements would have been made on both the German and British side to ensure the safety of  the flight.   There would be diversionary bombings in the South of  Britain.  Churchill, it turns out, was informed of  Hess’s arrival  when he was trying to escape from the news of  the heaviest air-raid on London ever which was to be, for  almost two years,  the last.   Hamilton phoned him up.   Churchill was astonished but not anxious to become involved.   Churchill claims that he had only a vague acquaintance with Hamilton and that that was in the remote past.   Accused-dad claimed that Hess had givn this policy of  air-raids was his reason for flying over at that particular time.   The military code of  honour in which he had  been educated forbade the killing of non-combatant civilians.   He was worried for the safety of  his wife and child.   The account given by Accused-dad on this occasion differs from the account he reports as given by ‘Hess’s doctor’ (virtually verbatim) only through distortion of certain Churchillian misconceptions which can be explained.

The Accused was not aware that Hamilton was the R.A.F. chief  of  Southern Scotland.   This had led some modern historians, who say that this included Ireland,  to become suspicious.   They say that this flight did not escape the infallible British radar.   It was tracked and Hamilton gave orders that have not been explained, but which he claimed were from above and for some secret reason,  that the plane was not to be shot down.  It may even have been provided with an escort.   The Accused is in no position to confirm or deny this.

Hess’s draft treaty proposed that Britain should retain its ‘empire’ whereas the Germans would  have hegenomy in central europe.   This had been a German proposal for years.   They were however now  prepared to agree to virtually any concession demanded by the British.   They  were willing to dispense with any colonial empire of  their own - except for some base in Indonesia which they said was essential for trade.   They were even prepared to renounce a claim to Malta which, for some reason, was close to the German heart [Nobody in Britain has ever heard of  Malta  having been a German colony].   Presumably, however,  there was to be ready access for German trading ships to British ports.

“What about Russia?”, asked the Accused.  ‘Russia’ was the term invariably used in Britain for the U.S.S.R.   Accused-dad said that Russia had never been mentioned, not even once,  but that what Hess had in mind was a series of  treaties of economic cooperation which would make war  unnecessary and obsolete.    This  appeared to the Accused to solve any short term disagreements between Germany and Russia (His knowledge of  geography was not infallible, but the details do not affect the argument).   However, in the long run there might still be a territorial or other dispute which could spill into a war.

Hess’s arrival in Britain preceded the German invasion of  the  U.S.S.R. by three months.  Meanwhile Churchill was trying to ensure that personal commucations reached  Stalin’s desk.   Was Stalin perhaps unaware that millions of heavily armed troops were massing just across his borders?   Did he perhaps not realise that the German administration was preparing for an invasion of  the U.S.S.R..   Churchill later was convinced that Stalin had ignored his warnings and  had been caught unawares.   But Stalin surely might well have been suspicious.   Was Hess’s arrival in the U.K. the sign of a secret move towards the ‘separate peace’,  an accomodation with the Western allies that would leave the Germans free to wage war on the U.S.S.R. perhaps even with support from the allies. [Before the U.S.S.R. actually entered the war this might not have been called the ‘separate peace’ but we will assume that it was.]

From Hitler’s point of view, obviously, the ‘separate peace’ had to be pursued and projected, at least at home, as a viable policy.   A Russian point of view is given in his memoirs by the Soviet assistant Chief of Staff  Schtenko (that is to say, its planning department.   The High Command was called the Stavka and orders were issued via the Commander in Chief,  Stalin).   All forms of government other than communism were apparantly regarded as ‘Nazi’.   The Western powers were known to be ‘sympathetic’ to Nazis.  Nazi governments under threat were seen as very anxious to reach a separate accomodation  with the Western powers before U.S.S.R. troops got at them, thereby hoping to save their skins and to perpetuate their rule.   The Chief suspects were the Americans.    Some members of the British government were seen as sabateurs.   Admiral Pound, a sabateur, was depicted as a Public School buffoon.   ‘Burgeoise’ governments in exile in London were seen as unrepresentative and uncooperative.    But the British were cooperative though perhaps they overestimated their importance.

From a British point of  view Schtemenko’s occasional incursions into politics reflect insightless attitudes.  Not every populace, or not all of it, wants a communist government or communist ideology or to be ruled by Moscow.   The Roman Catholic Church, for instance, had a considerable following and did not reflect Kremlin attitudes.   The Soviets may well, without being fully aware of this, have been imposing communism on other countries and supposing that those who disagreed were a eccentric traitors.  This - not that they could do anything about it -  might give the impression to some in Britain and the U.S..A. that matters were not evolving entirely to their liking.   There were the occasional Western politicians and generals who saw communism as the main threat and wanted to move onto war with the U.S.S.R. while the going was supposedly good.   But the Western Allies were also at war with  Japan, which was not far from Siberia and  had a dispute with China.  A dipapidated defeated Germany was not an ideal ally and Russia was not easy to get at.   As matters turned out, the U.S.S.R.  were allies against  Japan.  The U.K. and U.S.A. governments had enough trouble on their hands without going to war with the U.S.S.R.!  

It is not necessary to postulate that Hess’s treaty  was intended to facilitate the war against the U.S.S.R..   The invasion of the U.S.S.R.  tends to be regarded as Hitlerite eccentricity or  megalomania.   It was the product of  desparation and necessity.   One explanation that has been given is that Stalin enforced to the letter clauses in the existing ‘non-aggression pact’  forbidding supply of  war-materials or materials that might be used for war by the U.S.S.R. to Germany.   This could include petrol.  Another explanation has been that food grown in the U.S.S.R. was needed to feed the German troops and population.   The concept of  a blitzkrieg  with the aim  of capturing economic objectives rather than of  achieving control over the whole U.S.S.R. before any Russian winter intervened was not as ridiculous as hindsight portrays it.  Hitler very  nearly achieved those aims.   But it is not clear to the Accused why he considered it necessary to capture Moscow.   Perhaps he regarded Moscow as a threat or it never occurred to him or his advisors not to capture Moscow.   Amongst military officers however it was traditional to regard any attempt to capture Moscow,  however succesful it might turn out to be, as the height of  lunacy.   The Eastern campaign did not meet with approval from the German military officer class and Hitler had some valid grounds for supposing that his generals were sabotaging it through their non-cooperation.   The military officers did eventually, though unsuccesfully, try to stage an assassination and coup.

It is not therefore necessary to postulate that Hess’s treaty was intended to facilitate a war against the U.S.S.R.    The Nazi party had become an alliance which was in danger of spliting between what might now be called  Populists (News of  the World readers) and Christian Democrats  (Guardian readers).   A peace would weaken Hitler’s position.   His power depended on war and, if free elections were forced on him, sooner or later, probably sooner, he might lose.

Churchill reports that when he later met Stalin, Stalin in his habitual satirical manner suggested that Hess might have come to Britain to arrange the ‘separate peace’ directed against the U.S.S.R.   Churchill indignantly denied this.   Stalin retorted that his secret service did not tell him everything either.   Stalin seems to have been right that Churchill was deceived - but not necessarily in the sense he intended.

Churchill in his memoirs is convinced that it was part of  Hess’s proposed treaty that his own government resign and be replaced by ‘pro-Germans’ (by which was meant, surely, the Duke of  Hamilton).   If  the reader carefully examine Churchill’s memoirs he will discover that Churchill got this delusion off  Hamilton.   After he landed,  Hess was interrogated twice.   This happened during the night.   It is conceded that the interrogators were tired, but Hess himself had been on a long journey and was expecting to sleep.   He supposed that Churchill knew about his arrival in advance and that he was to meet him.   Hamilton, he thought, was only the transportation officer.   Hess spoke only German.   He was denied access to his own interpreters and advisors.   The first interrogation was by Hamilton who then produced some scribbled notes.   The next was by a civil servant, on the basis of  Hamilton’s notes, and also without any reliable witnesses or transcript.

The notion that Hess insisted on the resignation of  Churchill’s government is fabrication.   In fact, it is ridiculous.  If Anthony Eden had flown over to see Hitler and had then been interrogated instead by the Graf von Richthofen, would he have said that he demanded Hitler’s resignation?   Hess, in fact, said that he refused to discuss his theory other than face to face with Churchill.   Churchill, in earlier versions of his memoirs, does mention this demand, which Hess maintained thereafter,  but says he could not respond because he was not a dictator and  that secret discussions with Hess would be contrary to his duty to cabinet and  parliament would undermine their confidence in him.   Churchill, however, misunderstood Hess’s demand.  Hess was not even demanding  private discussions in the absence of  witnesses.   He was not insisting that Churchill agree to his treaty.   He was perfectly prepared for Churchill to be accompanied by a team, as he himself would be and was not proposing that Churchill keep any secrets from parliament.

When the Accused as a small child was told about Hess’s draft treaty he stotted straight away - and this seems to have been missed by everyone else -  that there had to be a carrot.   He also thought he knew what the carrot was.   Su, it is obvious?   The Accused did not voice his opinions to his parents, but asking around subsequently found that nobody equated the ‘ultimate weapon’ about which Hitler was forever yelling with the atomic bomb.   In fact, nobody seemed to know there was such a thing as the atomic bomb or, if it was, that it was not the same thing as the V1 or V2 (the names then used for the doodlebugs).    Novels have even been written about Piedemonde being bombed to remove heavy water that was supposedly V2 fuel.   All this proves is that the Germans were developing a hydrogen bomb!    But, in the Accused’s view, the atomic bomb had to be the carrot.  As he saw it,  war, as then understood, had economic objectives.   The atomic bomb had no function in such a war.   It transformed the country to be invaded into a desert and if dropped onto enemy troops it was likely also to damage friendly troops.   On the other hand it had a value as what is now known as a ‘deterrent’.   It would be the threat which guarded the indended Anglo-German carve-up of the world.   Maybe the Germans had the technology and the British had the raw materials.  [It turns out that uranium is mined in Australia and South Africa.   It is found in gold-mining areas.   Germany is not famous for gold-mines].  So much was obvious to a child, though apparantly not to an adult.

In his childhood the Accused understood that Hess had flown over with a team of  civil servants.  However, then press reports and the reports of everyone else except his parents, who made no further comments,  spoke of a solo flight.   This is repeated by  Churchill who has Herr Messerschmitt giving the former Luftwaffe pilot a refresher course and making a plane available.   The Accused began to assume that the solo flight story was correct.   But then it dawned on him again that this could hardly be true.   A few months before his mother’s death he asked her: “According to reports Hess was a Nazi thug whose job had been to organise other Nazi thugs.   If so, he would not have been able to handle the technicalities of a peace treaty.   Did he bring a team of civil servants with him on the plane?”.  “He may well have been a Nazi thug”, she conceded, “But he did have a team of civil servants.   There was one in particular.  Surely you must remember him.   He often came to the house.  He was the chief negotiator.  He was a very pleasant man - not a Nazi at all.  Of course, they were all Nazis.   They had to be.  But he did not approve of  the ways of  the Nazis.”

Historians like to emphasise the allegation that Hess’s mission was supposedly unauthorised or had no official standing.   This is an attempt to rubbish Hess and not rational comment.  The treaty as it is generally understood was long-standing German policy.   If it was acceptable to the German government or if it when announced as a possibility had support within Germany it would then have ‘official standing’.   The fact that Hitler publically repudiated it is also irrelevent,  though the fact that he did so and that he arrested many of  Hess’s civil servants back home indicates there was reason to take it seriously!    General de Gaulle did not have ‘official standing’ and the French government repudiated him.   Nor did Mssrs Benes and Sikorsky have official standing.   If  Anthony Eden had defected to the Germans, they perhap would have taken him more seriously!

One day Accused-mum informed the Accused:  “People say that Rudolf Hess is mad.  He is surely just thinks peace is better than war.   You do not have to regard that as insanity”.

“Who says Hess is mad?” “People!”.  Nobody thought that, opined to himself the Accused.   He was just put on ice because nobody knew how things would evolve and  what to do with him.   If Germany won the war then the pro-British liberal Rudolf  Hess (as he now was) would be an ideal governor of  Britain!   This story about ‘people’ thinking that Hess was mad, he imagined, was propaganda which his mother was trying to plant on him in the expectation that he would spread it around.   This was a rumour planted by officialdom.  He did not cooperate.  He never mentioned Rudolf Hess in public.

In l988 the Accused discovered amongst his father’s papers a reprint from the Lancet (a medical journal) concerning Rudolf  Hess.  According to his recollection it was dated l971 but like much else it has gone missing and the Accused can find no such article actually printed in the Lancet.   The authors are given as Major Jones and Major Phillips, superintendent and deputy superintendent respectively of  The Military Hospital for Officers, Neath.   As stated,  these two doctors were superintendent and deputy superintendent of  Pen y Val Hospital in Abergavenny (though some historians also naively repeat this story about a hospital in Neath).   They were,  as explained, army officers in title only and it is not known that they had any duties within the army nor that they were involved in the care of  Rudolf  Hess.   The article, which extends for some length, strikes the accused as psychiatry or psychiatric jargon used, as it is now regularly, at its worst.   It does not record facts.  It records diagnoses or  psychiatric terms and then backs them up with facts or  alleged facts portrayed as illustrations of what is meant by this jargon.   Thus Hess suffers from a ‘delusion’ that he has come to negotiate a peace treaty.   Laymen are under the impression that psychiatric terms have some scientific standing that distinguishes them from the abuse mouthed by the yobbo.   They do not.   Hess  did not speak Welsh.   The two  Majors did not speak German (or not so sufficiently).  They  had no involvement in international politics.  However, in those days everyone involved with mental hospitals realised that it was politics or economics and not  mental illness that conferred the status of  patient.   The psychiatric jargon was never or used or taken seriously in  conversation between the workers  even though it might appear in notes (just as a  book written by a Russian politician would go on about the ‘dictatorship of  thedR  proletariat’ and other jargon that was required).  Why was this propaganda commissioned,  why were the two ‘Majors’ dug up to produce this invective?   Was it merely to discredit Rudolf  Hess?  If so, why?

The Accused has no recollection of  Drs Jones or  Dr  Jones ever visiting the Pavilion.   Dr Jones was greatly feared by Accused-mum and depicted as a monster.   Medical Superintendents tended to be so depicted.   When the army took over Mendiff Court it undertook to pay Dr Jones or  Pen y Val a rent.   There was a controversy however on the rent for the house, which originally was in the hands of  the previous occupant not connected with the activities on the site.   The army, apparantly, said it was already included.   Dr Jones said it was not and accordingly passed on the rent to  Accused-dad.   Accused-mum forbade him from paying it, saying that it was in his contract as army officer that he received free accommodation.   So one day Dr Jones drove up in his car and knocked on the door.  As far as Accused-mum was concerned Dr Jones was the landlord come to collect the rent.  She, with the Accused,  hit beneath an upper storey window.   The Accused felt this performance was unnecessary and that it was merely necessary for his mother to tell Dr Jones she was not going to pay the rent.   So he did perhaps break security a little by peeping out for a second to see what was going on.   Dr Jones had probably not come to collect the rent at all and was just visiting socially.   He came riding up in his car  a few days later  and from the car window on the drive mentioned the previous incident.   He knew very well that Accused mum was in the house and was puzzled that she did not open the door.  In fact, he had probably called to see the Accused!   

The Accused remembers Dr Phillips visiting the site only once.   He knocked on the door.   Since he was a goodie Accused mum let him in and led him to the dining room  into which normally nobody set foot.  Dr Phillips’ anxiety appeared to be that Accused-mum and the Accused were isolated and imprisoned in this top secret establishment which through  his status and military rank he was able to penetrate.   He was particularly concerned at the isolation of  the Accused.   Perhaps some do-gooder had been agitating.   The Accused initiated conversation with Dr Phillips on some adult topic (He gave Dr Phillips high marks for speaking to him as an adult)  but his mother whisked him away in embarrassment!

There were three or four other occasions on which Dr Jones was seen motoring in his car through the lower gate (leading to the drive to the house) and along the drive leading to The Wards.   On another occasion  he found the upper gate, normally locked, open and  discovered Dr Jones’s car empty in the drive.   The Accused wandered in and the young men in smart suits casually standing guard informed him vaguely that there was no drive, no gate, the gate was not open, there were no buildings beyond the gate, that they were not there and that the Accused was not there and that the Accused did not really want to proceed any further because there was nothing there.   However, to get rid of the Accused they answered his question.  The gate had been left open because they were expecting an important General.   The Accused did see the important General’s car arrive shortly later, after which the gates were again locked.

There was only one occasion when evidence emerged of  Rudolf  Hess being involved with doctors at all.   The Accused’s father, on a Saturday afternoon, had returned from a fortnight’s work at Shaftsbury (or that was the story).   It was a sunny day and the Accused was on the lawn not far from the house and near a bench on the drive.   He espied the matron,  an attractive young woman called Miss Massey,  emerging from the Pavilion and slowly making her way towards the lodge.  She was carrying a large bundle of clipboard and folders.   Then she proceeded up the drive towards the house.  Meanwhile Accused-dad emerged from the house and sat on the bench.  Miss Massey sat down beside him.   Maybe the Accused was witnessing a great political event.  Maybe Churchill had asked that Hess be sufficiently doped to make a mental health plea when he arrived a Nurnberg.    Miss Massey held a long speech.   Then Accused-dad held a long speech in return.   The Accused was impressed.   Then Miss Massey held a short speech to the effect that she agreed entirely but this but that and that.   The Accused was even more impressed.    Accused-dad had taken what Miss Massey had said too much at face value.   How was Accused-dad to deal with that?   It had been difficult enough to solve the problem in its original form.   They started interchanging clipboards and notes, pointing to various items therein or thereon inscribe and gossiping.   Then Accused-dad came to a decision and held another long speech.   But now again Miss Massey said she entirely agreed but this but that...The ceremony was repeated and was repeated several times before Miss Massey, well satisfied,  wandered back the way she came and Accused-dad, without acknowledging the Accused’s presence, returned to the house.

Churchill in his memoirs of World War ll concerns himself with citing what he believes to be facts or her may provide some argument to defend a course of action or express an opinion on facts - but he does not waste time on fantasies and conjectures - and especially not conjectures for which the evidence quoted is more conjecture based on a pyramid of suppositions based on no authenticated fact.   The glaring exception is his discussion (in more recent editions) of  Rudolf  Hess.   We are led to believe that Hess was Adolf Hitler’s boyfriend or doting youthful admirer.   When Hitler became head of state he no longer had time for beautiful young men and surrounded himself with ugly people who were educated, clever or influential.   Hess became a neglected appendage.  He pined away for years for his erstwhile mentor’s attention.  Finally he was driven to such despair by this unrequited love that he decided to prove his own love by one final suidal gesture, the flight to Britain which was intended to win for Hitler the peace treaty after which he yearned.  There are various adornments to the story  aimed at absolving the Duke of  Hamilton.

Why did Churchill waste print on this fantasy?   He was construcing a psychiatric defence for Hess.  Churchill believes that Hess should not have been treated as a war criminal.   Apart from  those sentenced to death,  Hess received the most severe sentence.  Everyone else was eventually released.   Hess, according to Churchill had not been involved in the war crimes of  the Nazis.  He escaped from them before such policies were put into effect.   Churchill may have been right here in the sense of what was official (or unofficial) German government policy or what was ordered in the name of  Hitler (or supposedly bore his signature)  though there is a long history of genocides and atrocities which even precedes Hitler.   Churchill emphasises that Hess did not approve of such policies.   There was nothing against him besides his being on the losing side and having apparantly deserted  them before the fatal decisions had been made.   He should be treated in the manner of an  honourable and defeated enemy military or political leader, as were Napoleonic leaders who later were under a form of  house arrest in Britain.

The case for Hess being psychiatrically disturbed is based really not on the allegation that it is a mental disturbance to be a pacifist but that it is inappropriate for a military or political leader.   _Churchill regarded the future President Nixon of the U.S.A. as a war-happy madman who was a threat to human civilisation.   Churchill was eventually himself deposed as Prime Minister, in old age, by his Conservative Party because of  his personal initiative aimed at averting Nixon’s plan to throw neutron bombs onto Dien Bien Phu or, at any rate, to suspend them above Dien Bien Phu.   (The reader will recall that nobody had even heard of  neutron bombs until, in later years,  it was revealed that they were the wicked dirty bombs possessed by the evil Chinese and nobody else!).   So Chuchill ended up much the same way as Hess (and was also accused privately of  insanity by the Tories, which, as a matter of fact, Churchill had been by Tories most of  his life..).   But Nixon personally and by religion was a pacificist.   Stalin and Hitler were also nice chaps.   But the role of  political leader, particularly in wartime, confers the personality of the psychopath and it can be regarded as a disorder of  personality to fail to adopt such behaviour.

Churchill’s ‘psychiatric defence’ seems neither convincing nor relevent to any Nurnberg trial.   It is akin to the fantasies of a lawyer and just about as relevent.   But  there may be a need to find an excuse for  finding Hess not guilty which is not the real argument.   Apparantly it is not acceptable to say merely “He was a good chap and he was really on our side!”.   That would make him a traitor to his country, or possibly so, and traitors even on the enemy side are not to be encouraged.   It could then be argued that Lord Haw Haw was a good chap and on their side.   Such a doctrine would encourage an ideology of free choice by the individual in wartime.  Similarly for a deputy leader to be a pacifist may be a crime.   If  Hess is allowed to be a pacifist then Anthony Eden or  Clement Attlee would be free to be pacifists.   Possibly the article by the Two Majors was intended also to encourage the psychiatric defence and release of Rudolf  Hess.

The psychiatric defence did not do Hess much good.   It could hardly be expected to.   Psychiatric allegations, even the most minor or  most obviously fictitious, lead to life imprisonment.   Criminal allegations, even the most severe, with few exceptions, do not.   However,  Hess in Abergavenny was accommodated exactly as Churchill suggests in his memoirs was the correct way of dealing with him.   There was one exception.  Churchill suggested that Hess be deprived access to newspapers and radio broadcasts and information concerning current political events (presumably to avoid Mary Queen of  Scots style conspiracies).  In fact, as Churchill freely admits in another version of  his memoirs, Hess, when in British custody was deliberately kept well informed and was consulted to ascertain what would be the German reaction to existing events or intended British courses of action.   There was a massive staff surrounding Hess and these certainly seemed to the Accused and others in the locality to be engaged in gathering intelligence.   The Accused did not understand then nor does now whey quite such a large staff of alleged spies was necessary.   There appeared to be hundreds!

Accused-dad was not addicted to critcising other people and especially  not to calling them stupid.   With one exception, the Accused heard during his life his father speak critically of anyone (other than the Accused himself).   The one exception was Churchill.   Whenever the Accused mentioned Churchill, from his infancy onwards,  Accused-dad would say:  “Churchill is/was a very stupid person, wasn’t/isn’t he?”. 

It was not fashionable or even a known event in Wales for anyone to speak favourably of  Churchill.   The reason for this is that he was believed to have ordered armed troops to the Welsh valley village of  Tonypandy when he was Home Secretary.    As a matter of fact troops were already making a nuisance of themselvs in the Welsh valleys during the depression before Churchill became Home Secretary.   Churchill supporters claim, with some justification, that the events have been misreprested.    Churchill, they say, was the only member of  the cabinet to vote against sending the troops to Tonypandy.   Then, using his authority as Home Secretary,  he arranged for them to be disarmed on the way.

However, in the present case a criticism of  Churchill that is likely to be closer to the mark is that Churchill was alone in considering  it not expedienet to accept the German offer of  peace (much on the same lines as 

the alleged Hess treaty) after the Dunkirk ‘defeat’.   Churchill was too stupid, it was alleged, to realise that he had lost the war.   Hitler waited and waited, thinking that Churchill would eventually display some sense.   Eventually Hitler waited too long and Churchill’s stupidity was the basis of victory!

The Accused feels that Churchill’s assessment of the military prospects was correct.  However if  such as Accused-dad on this occasion  felt critical of  Churchill there was more to it.   They considered the objective to keep the Naxis in check, or, rather, the activities of  the Nazis, irrespective of  in whose name they were perpretated.   Those who felt the war should be suspended felt also that Britain would by continuing exhaust herself economically and be left, if with a victory at all a victory only in name.   The economic effects of  the war throughout Europe would be such that the deprivation  encouraged further atrocities.   At the time of  Dunkirk, however, the Germans could be persuaded to accede to all the demands the British had in mind and Britain’s power to enforce them by military force would not be diminished.   This viewpoint was not necessarily disproved by subsequent events.  Churchill himself bitterly lamented that the war had not attained the intended objectives.

The Accused felt however that Accused-dad’s disagreement with Churchill was not so much a general one of  prolonging the war when a favourable compromise might have been available, but a feeling that Churchill should have been willing to speak to Hess, who refused to discuss his treaty with anyone else.  Acccused-dad hardly commented on the matter, but Accused-mum seemed to regard Hess as having been wronged.  Accused-mum and Accused-dad behaved as if  there were microphones in the walls.  The Accused was not permitted to express any thought critical of authority or ‘society’ nor to suggest that any person might have been wronged.  However, nevertheless, Accused mum considered herself wronged and would identify with other people who had been wronged.

Although the Accused in his early years kept his thoughts to himself,  he did not agree with his father’s assessment that Churchill was stupid.  If it had not been for Churchill, the Accused felt, his father would have had no career in the army or in Medicine.   Churchill considered it in the National interest for the best use to be made of available talent.   People accepted their station in life and the opinions of  themselves that others imposed on them or which were imposed upon them by their circumstances.   Churchill wished those who had been persuaded to have no confidence in themselves to perform in accordance with their repressed potential.  He therefore portrayed himself as an example to others as a person branded as a failure through prejudice.   The Accused might not have been so generous to Churchill had he realised that Churchill considered himself  scorned unjustly at Harrow School  because he was interested in history and English literature rather than ‘Classics’ (Latin, Classical Greek and perhaps also Ancient History) and mathematics.   The Accused had was himself to be exceptionally throroughly well educated in the Classics and much else, but regarded science and mathematics as of  primary importance. 

In Churchill’s day,  the male children of  the upper echelons of  the Military Officer Class, to which the Churchill’s belonged,  were educated at one of around ten prestigious Public Schools and then entered either Oxford or Cambridge University.    Before or after the period at University, they might also attend Military Training School.   There were so many of them at Oxford and Cambridge that there could hardly have been any room anyone else!   Churchill went straight from Harrow to Sandhurst Military Academy and did not attend University..not that University made much difference to the education of  his social class.   Churchill would have been mistaken however to suppose that the other pupils of  Harrow entered Oxford or Cambridge through their skills at speaking Latin and Greek.   Former pupils of  Harrow regularly lamented that it fostered a culture of hunting, shooting, fishing and drinking and a scorn of  education.   In fact amongst those cited in Burke’s Peerage,  the kennel club catalogue of   pedigree,  there were uncommonly few Harrovians and in the membership lists of  Oxford and Cambridge University even less!  Eton College, the largest of  the Public Schools, had a private arrangement with Balliol College, Oxford,  to which they had automatic entry, followed by rubber-stamped first class degrees.  They would then become High Court Judges and Cabinet Ministers.   The more academically inclined Etonians could go to King’s Cambridge and become Professors.

Churchill also reminisces that he did not excel in his passing out examination at Sandhurst.   His father was not pleased.  His son had not done well enough to join the infantry and his father had to buy him a horse.   Churchill did not find himself welcome in the army but did not prove to be such a fool, whereas he (and others) suspected that the army gerontocracy might be!

Later, when Churchill became Prime Minister, the Public School provided him with a minder,  Sir Charles McMoran Wilson, later Lord Moran.   If  Moran disagreed with Churchill’s decisions he could certify him insane and overrule him.   Moran was criticised by jealous medical colleagues for publishing his memoirs.  This was supposedly a breach of  medical confidentiality.   It is unlikely that his colleagues read Lord Moran’s memoirs.   There is little in it about medicine,  though a great deal about Lord Moran’s brilliant political insight and contributions to discussions that affected the future of  the world.   At one point Churchill’s friend Brendon Bracken, noting  that Moran is standing in the corner with his notebook, decides to make a statement to be published by the Press.

“Can you remember the Alfred Douglas Case?”, asks Brendon Bracken and Moran records his words.  What Alfred Douglas case?”.   The poet and army officer Douglas, surely, was also a peer and could not be accused in a Court of  Law.  As a matter of fact he was not yet a real peer (with a seat in the House of Lords.  He later became Marquis of  Queensbury).   Bracken gives a description of  the wicked Douglas, or it may be Churchill,  which appears to be taken from the portrayal of Captain Queeg in a film ‘The Caine Mutiny’  or of the defendent in ‘The Trials of  Oscar Wilde’.

Sir Alfred Douglas does have a place in genetic theory.   The Douglas family had some reputation for eccentricity, degeneracy or accidental death.   This was the work largely of the poet Wordsworth who described the fourth and last Duke of  Queensberry (‘Old Q’), 1724-1810, as ‘degerate Queensberry’.   This gentleman was a ‘patron of  the turf’ and ‘infamous always for his shameless debaucheries’.   This reputation as a yobbo has been transferred to the 8th Marquis Queensberry, who is credited (not necessarily correctly) with devising regulations for boxing (then called ‘pugilism’).   His youngest son Alfred was the opposite of a yobbo and (like the Accused) was the youngest science student at Cambridge and also a poet.   Therefore he represented what the Military Officer Class,  in which his father was a hereditary Colonel,  was not permitted to be but which it might have preferred to be.   Therefore in accordance with the psychology of the heterosexualist triad which we have studied we might expect Queensberry to behave aggressively towards Alfred.   The official story is that he did.   It is also claimed that Queensberry’s jealousy was taken on by proxy by Sir Oscar Wilde Btd., whose company the sixteen year old Alfred began cultivating because he was the only known expert of  Medieval poetry (one of Alfred’s pet interests).

There is a traditional story that the drunken Queensberry accused  Wilde of being a bugger.   The unworldly Wilde didn’t know what he was talking about but decided to sue him anyway.    Queensberry’s lawyers, the story goes, responded by recruiting various rentboys or stablehands employed to service the aristocracy on the  Queensberry Estate to plead guilty to their professional activities.   This was not difficult to arrange and at least one claimed that his clients included Sir Oscar Wilde Bt.   This was hardly likely and he wouldn’t  have known it was Sir Oscar Wilde if it was, but it made no difference to the verdict and sentence however many and what offences this person claimed to have perpetrated and no defence was offered.   So once this person’s conviction had been arranged, the lawyers were in a position to defend Queensberry.   Wilde’s actual crimes however were that he was a socialist and encouraged and was financed by women’s liberationists.  Posthumously, prior to World War ll, when British history and ideology was revised,  Wilde was deprived of his baronetcy.

The reader will recognise several of  the essential principles of genetics in this story.   The Wilde’s were believed to be Irish (because they had been living in Ireland).  ‘Irish’ is to be found on the list of  specified degenerates (together with Blacks, Germans, Jews, Poles etc.).   Wilde’s father William invented the ophthalmoscope and operated upon the eyes of  royalty.   He was therefore awarded a baronetcy.   But he was an upstart - an Irishman - and that did not please the True Blues.   So it was alleged that Sir William had been canoodling with a female private patient, a member of the English landed gentry.   Sir William was therefore condemned by the Matriarcy (or General Medical Council) and in danger of  a diminishing practice.   He made the mistake of  relying on the apparatus of  the hostile and more powerful social class which he had decided to or was attempting to join.   So he sued some detractor for defamation.   This judges’ and lawyers’ wives naturally were not having this and countersued Sir William who was found guilty and defrocked.   We see thus that his son’s fate, inherent in his Irish genes, was inherited from his father.   The same degeneracy passed onto his sons who in turn attributed his victimisation to the matriarchal members of  his family.

The ‘degeneracy’ exhibited by  ‘Old Q’ was in the Victorian era identified with General Paralysis of  the Insane (a version of syphilis).   This is a diagnosis in the eye of  the beholder or a delusion of  society rather than reliable medicine or science.   As the Accused’s present investigation’s stand he cannot confirm that the VIIIth Marquis was guilty of  the yobbishness with which he has always been portrayed.   Queensberry at the time of  Wilde’s trials appears to have been seriously ill and incapacitated (and was soon to die).   This would usually be interpreted as G.P.I.!  It seems to the author also that Queensberry neither approved of the hounding of  Wilde nor had any part of  it.   By some mysterious means the lawyers were landed with the contract and like Freud’s half-brother doctored history in accordance with the First Law of  Heterosexualism.   Lady Wilde was not such a powerful woman as Lady Queensberry.   In another case perpetrated by the same lawyers (this time as the Defence), that of  the Wimslow Kid,  a Military Officer Class wife proved a more elevated woman than a postmistress!    Alfred Douglas was not greatly affected by all this because he had an inheritance which the matriarchy could not touch (i.e. he was protected against the First Law by the Law of the Land) and similarly Sir Oscar Wilde’s surviving son was saved by a legacy that escaped the Matriarchy.

Moron does therefore inadvertently focus on Winston Churchill being a symbol of degeneracy.   Churchill’s own version of  what seems to be the same story is that the army, to wit Lord Kitchener,  disapproved of the Churchills and tried to keep Winston out of the army.   Churchill found himself being subjected to the usual accusations of  being a bugger and traitor to his social class.  Churchill sued the army for slander and won,  not through a plea of ‘Not Guilty’ but of ‘So what?’.   Churchill could not have sued Lord Kitchener or the army.   However, he might have persuaded Alfred Douglas to stand proxy for his accusers.   The claim by Moran that Douglas was financially and socially ruined by the case is unlikely to be true.

Pre-l937 textbooks of  Medicine give a description of  the type example of ‘the psychopath’ (then used as a synonym for ‘degenerate’) that is recognisable as portrait of  Winston Churchill!   In the latter nineteenth century syphilis was the topic of the widespread phobias and delusions now connected with AIDS.   When the Accused was a small child asyla were no longer crammed full of alleged cases of  syphilis, but nevertheless he received more of an education in the topic than his British contemporaries were ever to receive.   His father claimed (correctly) that the typical facies of  congenital syphilis resembles that of the Churchill family.   However, it was also believed by those educated abroad that the Churchill family actually suffered from congenital syphilis.   This viewpoint was not unknown to Churchill’s class peers.   The author, when citing how many of Britain’s great leaders were not true Vikings, has been in the habit of decribing John Churchill, First Duke of  Marlborough, from whom the present day  Churchills are descended through a female line,  as a ‘rentboy’, which is perhaps unfair.   But he was not a true Viking.   The finger however most pointed at  Winston’s father, Lord Randolph Churchill, also Prime Minister whose decay in his later years is described by his son.   In the 1960s this would have been described, not necessarily correctly, as ‘senile dementia’, or, incorrectly, as Parkinson’s disease and in the l990s, incorrectly, as Alzheimer’s Disease.   In the nineteenth century  it was fashionable to regard such a syndrome as due to G.P.I.    Churchill therefore had a good genetic pedigree to justify his identification with the degenerate and he acted in accordance with the role allocated, being thrown out of the Conservative Party in l904 when he described it as the ‘rich against the poor’ and defending the right of  Edward VIII to marry the floozie.

The Douglas family, which included the Duke of  Hamilton, was not entirely English.   But curiously, neither was the Scottish doyen of  Viking perfection, Lord Moran.   Nobody nowadays recalls Sir Alfred Douglas and journalistic gossip-mongers instead link Winston Churchill with Noel Coward or Lawrence Olivier. 

The Accused felt that if, in fact, his parents believed that Churchill  or the British government was not aware of what Hess wished to convey that Accused-dad might be misunderstanding his function in the plot.  Quite possibly there were those in the Army who supposed it was their function to silence Hess and to discredit him.   However, it was Accused-dad’s job to report what Hess actually said.   However, years later, in his own middle age,  the Accused began to realise that his father had been putting on an act, was not really as reactionary as he appeared at home and that he was very aware of  his own allocated role in the Hess saga.

The Accused was not entirely convinced, however, that Churchill did not know.   It might even be convenient for him to pretend not to know.   The  Accused supposed that the Dunkirk version of  the German peace plan was an anachronism framed in terms of concepts which he supposed might have been realistic politics in the nineteenth century.  The Germans at the end of that century were envious of  the British ‘colonies’ which they took to be the basis of  English prosperity.   As a result of  World War l their ideas had stagnated.   The Hess version - the equivalent of  the situation which evolved later in the twentieth century, with an European economic union appeared then to be idealistic.  If economic agreements were all that was needed, then surely that would have been accomplished instead of war  (though Accused-mum claimed in later years that economic agreements, otherwise feasible, were ruled out by the Versailles treaty).  If  the atomic bomb was lying in the background as the potential carrot, if this leaked out, it would lead to a scramble for the atomic bomb by  the U.S.S.R. and U.S.A. with an eventual U.S.A.-U.S.S.R carve-up which supposedly was between two opposing countries but was actually a conspiracy directed against everyone else.
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