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During  his first three or four years Accused-mum did not supervise the Accused excessively.  He would wander round the grounds of  Mendiff  Court befriending the animals.  He knew that it was etiquette never to approach an animal so closely that it felt it could not run away before the Accused reached it.  Animals were on good terms with children, or, at any rate, the Accused.   They were in a similar position - both had come into the world to find that it had been appropriated by the adultoids.  In the next door Rooter’s field there lived the cows - or some of  the time it was the cows - and the Big Black Bull.  Mr Rooter would lead him around in the traditional manner via a rope attached to a ring  attached behind  his nose.  According to Accused-mum the Big Black Bull was According to Accused-mum the Big Black Bull was passed around the farms to impregnate the cows.  Cows spent their time sitting around conversing or doing nothing.   It must have been very boring for the Big Black Bull.   He looked very sad.   One day the Accused had climbed over the three foot fence that surrounded the field and was walking in the direction of  the Big Black Bull, who was some distance away, when the Big Black Bull was running towards him.   The Accused felt that probably the Big Black Bull was just pleased to see him but he had heard so many stories about the ferocity of  this bull that he thought that discretion might be the better part of  valour.  On the other hand, it would be cruel to react to the Big Black Bull’s friendship by running away - and possibly might even upset him.   These thoughts did not take more than a few milliseconds but by that time the choice had disappeared.   The Accused calculated that he was not certain of  getting  back, and, particularly, over the fence before Big Black Bull reached him.   He would when climbing over the fence be occupied with the climbing and have his back to the Bull.   That was not etiquette.  Nevertheless the next he knew he was on the path on the other side of  the fence looking at the Big Black Bull who was standing on the other side of  the fence looking at him with mournful and puzzled eyes.  It seemed to the Accused that although the Bull could see him it was puzzled by what lay beyond the fence - that it was unfamiliar ground, what an adultoid would have said was out of  his territory.   It seemed also to the Accused that he must have travelled at considerable speed and actually jumped over this three foot fence, which he had not realised he could do.  This must be, he thought, an inbuilt capacity of  humans or  young humans outside conscious control.

Although horses were generally amongst the most popular animals with humans,  the Accused felt they were within the animal world the equivalent of  what in later human culture was the tranquillised mental patient.   They had been deprived of  their animal nature entirely and were the slaves of  the humans, or entirely adapted to service of  the human and leading an entirely artificial life.   They would commonly be seen on the streets with blinkers.  Children were warned not to speak to horses with blinkers since these were nervous and had been given the blinkers to avoid light or movement confusing them.   One day the Accused was invited to Rooter’s yard and great efforts were made to induce him to pat a horse around the face and to feed it with sugar, which, he was assured, was the way to befriend a horse.   The Accused felt that be that true or not, it was impolite to pat a horse’s face with the hands and that sugar cubes were an invention of  humans,  that if  he they did respond to sugar cubes this was because they had been trained to do so.  He felt it was humiliating to a horse to feed it on sugar and that it was not correct conduct to poke a finger at the teeth of  another person, however docile that person had been educated or  bred to be.   The Accused was more interested in the Big Black Bull who was imprisoned in a brick shed with the front barred with great wooden boards.   This greatly alarmed the adultoids who appeared not to realise that the Bull was lonely,  was ignored by everyone and could not, behind those boards, cause trouble even if  he wanted to.    The most famous horse in  Abergavenny was Foxhunter, upon which Colonel Harry Llewellyn had won a gold medal in the Olympics (for dressage).   This was the only Gold Medal which  England had ever won - but it puzzled the Accused that Llewellyn should be competing for England (which was not far removed from an Englishman competing for Germany).  Foxhunter lived in a field behind the hospital which Barbara insisted was a ‘paddock’, though the Accused insisted it was a field.

When the Accused was wandering around his mother might suddenly call.   To avoid her becoming consumed with anxiety it was necessary to make an appearance.   The Accused had trained his mother to expect him after a certain number of  calls or a certain time.   He calculated that the time allowed from the commencement of  a summons was sufficient to allow him to travel as far as Abergavenny Junction station, or even on some occasions beyond, so long as he ran quickly on the way back.   The time consumed was sufficiently short for Accused-mum not to cotton on that he had been off  the site.   When leaving the site via the gate, if he turned left, he walked past the gate to Rooter’s path (which ran alongside the Mendiff Court site).   Then on a couple of occasions he found himself suddenly surrounded by a gang of  Welshmen carrying guns.   He never discovered unequivocably where these came from.   Perhaps they had sprung out from behind a hedge or perhaps they had been concealed because there was a sharp downward dip in the road which possibly allowed some concealment from people who had not reached the dip.  These Welshmen with guns would then chatter in Welsh.   The Accused would point to the gate of  the Mendiff Court site.   The a look of  relief and enlightenment would then appear on the face of  the ringleader.  “Oh, you are one of  the spies!”,  the ringleader would exclaim and the Welshmen would vanish as rapidly and mysteriously as they had appeared.   These invisible patrols were allegedly there to pick up any German parachutists.   The Germans however never reached that part of  Wales even though there were a couple of barrage balloons flying high over Mendiff  House to tell them where it was.

It was the Accused’s job to test the defences of  the British Security Services.   One problem was to discover the nature of  the windows of  The Pavilion (where Rudolf  Hess was residing).   Perhaps this is what led to the accident attributed to Jeremy.   These windows were opaque - or so when seen from the outside.   That is to say they appeared black.   However, on closer inspection they were nevertheless translucent but the person looking therein saw only blackness at the back of  the window.   It was not clear whether this blackness was due to the thickness of  the glass.   If  there was a thick pane of  limited blackness then it would give this impression of  being  translucent in the front but nevertheless black at the back.   Alternatively there could be a black screen at the back.   The Accused reckoned that even if nobody could see inwards, Rudolf  Hess could see outwards (in fact, it became clear that there was some way of  seeing out of this building even though, except for the front entrance, all windows were fitted with this black glass).   The Accused had not been taught about two way mirrors but had seen ordinary mirrors and suspected that the impression given by these windows could have been due to a coating of  Mercury at the back and he suspected also that it would be able to see through this from the back.   The Accused had noticed that opaque glass used in bathrooms and cloakrooms consisted in effect of  numerous small lenses and that it was possible to see through any one of  these by looking at it at the correct angle.   He suspected also that if the opacity of  these windows was due to some mercury screen there would be an arrangement of particles to that at the correct angle it would be possible to see through it and, indeed, he supposed that if  the glass was simply made out of  some semi-opaque material it would be possible to see through it by looking through it at right angles, which, since the windows were at a higher level than the Accused was not readily done.   The  Accused therefore resolved to discover the secret of  this glass and part of  this was attempting to look into the window directly.   The objective was to discover the nature of  the windows, not what was going on inside.

The Accused would attempt to approach the Pavilion by a direct route from the House.  He did on one occasion reach as far as the tessalated paving and begin to study the window but then an army of  men in white coats arrived from round the side, via the front door of  the Pavilion.  It was not clear how they had seen the Accused.   The Accused thought that alternatively it would be possible to reach the target circuitously approaching it by the back where there was what he supposed to be an electric generator and no manner of window.  However, this time, when he approached the back of  the Pavilion, suddenly a gang of  Welshmen appeared carrying guns.  On other occasions Welshmen with guns appeared before he had gotten halfway across the field.

Welshmen with guns were not a rarity and they generally appeared out of  nowhere or were suddenly seen approaching from some region where no Welshmen were seen before.   Some of  these were farmers who greeted the Accused with ferocious noises.   The Accused then smiled at them sweetly and began conversing.   They would apologise that they did not know he was a local and vanished.  Locals were free to travel over other peoples’ lands but not outsiders, that is to say,  English, who were regarded as vandals.   These particular Welshmen with guns would chat for a while with the Accused about their security precautions.

A Welshman or countryman with a gun, other than a farmer, was known in childrens’ books as a ‘gamekeeper’ or  ‘poacher’.   Normally, in a ‘village’ or area of around a square mile there was only one gamekeeper/poacher.   Although there were in Abergavenny, exceptionally, numerous assistant gamekeeper/poachers the official gamekeeper/poacher was Mr Vaughan.  The poacher’s duties included keeping everyone’s cooking pots with rabbits.   During the harvest Mr Rooter also imported numerous young men who shot the rabbits which sprang out as the combine harvester went round and round the edges (The combine harvester also came round to cut the lawn).   Mr Vaughan kept ferrets.  He would tell the Accused the history of ferrets and try to persuade them to keep them in his trousers.   But the Accused failed to oblige.  Mr Vaughan would put dustbin lids onto all the holes except two, though, he said, rabbits usually had two and no more nor less entrances to their nest.  He would wait with a gun by one hole after sending a ferret down the other.   According to Mr Vaughan, ferrets did not eat rabbits.  They just scared them out of  the warren by their approach.   When Mr Vaughan brought rabbits to Accused-mum she feared that they might have been cruelly murded with shotguns, as happened at harvest time at Rooter’s, and Mr Vaughan would assure her that they were hares which had had a heart attack.   The Accused would inquire why the rabbits were afflicted with haematomata full of  solid black particles, but was assured by his mother that these were due to pooling of  blood during heart-failure and that the particles were coagulated blood.   He wondered why the blood should be pooled in this random manner, but Accused-mum remained convinced.   The Accused had just tested her faith and did not try to disillusion her.   Mr Vaughan also had a whippet, a Welsh racing dog, which the Accused annoyed him by calling a greyhound.  Mr Vaughan’s duties also included killing chickens for Accused-mum while Accused-mum hid in the house.   He attempted to teach the Accused, but the Accused, in fact, did not kill any chickens.

A mystery lay over ‘The Wards’ which were reached via a drive, separated from the road by a copse,  from the lodge at right angles to the drive to the house,  passing by  the  front of  the Pavilion (which housed Rudolf  Hess).   The Wards consisted of  an old country house with a stable yard or farm yard with surrounding buildings - and behind that (i.e separated from the road by the other buildings) a more modern (large) building called the Nursing Home.   The path distal to the Pavilion was always full of  nurses and young men in black suits carrying clipboards rushing to and fro.   The men with suits and clipboards were also forever rushing to and fro from door to door of  the outhouses surrounding the yard.   There appeared to be a large upper story room, probably originally a stablehands’ residential longhouse, on the nearer side of  the yard.   If  there were any genuine wards or patients, thought the Accused, that is where it would be.   It is not clear how The Accused obtained even this much information, but he did wish to find out whether there existed any patients or what was going on in The Wards.

One possible route of  access to the Wards was via the upper gate.   This was almost permanently kept locked but on one occasion the Accused, approaching from the Ross Road,  found the gate open.  He noticed that on the far end of  the drive near the entrance to the country-house like building there three or four young men in suits carrying clipboards who looked as if  they were scurrying past on official business but were in fact continuously criss-crossing, in varying directions, to and fro from side to side.  He watched these for a while, trying to find out what they were up to,  concluded they must be guards and  walked up noncholantly.   Nevertheless he was greeted by the polite young men, had a conversation, asked questions and noted what he could see but the young men insisted there was no point in his proceeding further. 

The house of  Colonel Sir Harry Llewellyn,  father of  the famous landscape gardener (five years’ the accused’s junior) who befriended Princess Margaret,  was next door to The Wards (just outside the Mendiff Court site).   The path in front of  his house and through the grounds was a public footpath, or so Yvonne insisted.   It was possible to pass into the direction of  the wards via a garden full of bushes but it then turned out to be cut off  by a twelve foot high wire mesh fence.

There was a path through the copse between the road and path from the Lodge to the Wards.   The Accused had performed some preliminary reconnaiscance.   This path, in fact, ended,  just about at the level of  the Pavilion where it was interruped by a hole in the ground with, on its sides, ancient building-stones.   This seemed to be the remains of  a dungeon of  a castle (castles were littered around all over Wales).   Not only was this region thickly overgrown but it seemed impossible to climb, as seemed required, to climb the dungeon wall.   The Accused suspected that the adultoids had decided that this area was impossible to transverse and that therefore if  that could be disproved it would prove a weak point.    The Accused when eventually bent on this mission, to avoid being seen, entered the path not far from the Lodge.  However, he was stopped by Mr Vaughan, carrying a gun, who approached from the other direction.   The Accused was surprised.   As a The Accused explained to Mr Vaughan, he had taken great care - looking behind every bush for potential observers and doing it in such a manner that the observers would have thought he was looking for berries or beetles.   Mr Vaughan said he had been aware of  this.  He had seen the Accused from the Lodge - from which he could see any intruders (It is not clear how) and had decided to cut him off from the front.   Mr Vaughan declared it was impossible for anyone to reach the forbidden areas on the site.   After going through the possibilities, the Accused continued to maintain that it was possible to enter via Llewellyn’s padock (which could be reached by doubling back on the footpath that ran in front of  Llewellyn’s front door)  avia the railing fence that separated it from a wood at the back of  the site.  Nobody would take this route however since the wood was full of  thick undergrowth and thorns,  potential gin trips and enormous worms the size of  snakes.   Mr Vaughan insisted that it was impossible to enter by that route.   It was his duty to ensure that entry was not possible and he stood to get the sack if it were.  The Accused still insisted and Mr Vaughan said he was lying and the conversation was repeated several times.   The Accused thought that at the very least it would be possible to pull out one of  the iron railings in the fence,  though closer inspection by the Accused did not confirm that this could readily be done.

The Accused felt that the wards or nursing home should be fitted with dishes and radio aerials.   The most likely place was the roof of  the Nursing Home.   He had been assured that Mendiff  Court  had found some way of  dispensing with these (and that there were underground cables - though there was no sign of  these).  Nevertheless, the Accused wanted to check up.    The more direct route to the Nursing Home was via the field behind the pavilion, previously demonstrated to be within the field of  vision of  Welshmen with guns.   There existed however also this route through the wood adjacent to Llewellyn’s paddock.   This was guarded by two enormous dungheams which were inhabited by earthworms also of  massive size, two centimetres or more in diameter.   There was also the vegetation and rusty gin traps.  The Accused nevertheless found his way through this forest.   Beyond the forest was a lawn, with, to the left of  it, the Nursing Home with people in deckchairs,  presumably nurses,  sitting outside.   It seemed that separate appartments had their own door but there was also what the Accused diagnosed as the door to a corridor.   At the side of  this was a hut like annex.   The Accused guessed that not only would this door lead to a main corridor but there would be a staircase on each side of  the lower corridor to and from an upper corridor.   An intruder would be expected to go straight on.   Therefore, if he got in, he would go up the staricase, along the upper corridor and down the further staircase, which, he felt would lead him eventually to the foyer of  the country house like building.  He would walk out via the front door of  that building.   He would then have to pass through some guarded forbidden territories but, since he was then on his way home, that did not matter.   The only way from any direction, other than the Nursing Home itself, of  reaching the lawn was via a space between bushes near where he was standing.  The rest was surrounded by fence and, the Accused suspected, some manner of alarm system - photoelectic cells or wires burried just under the ground.   He felt that, however, at the point where he was about to enter there would be no alarm system.   It would have been difficult or impossible to construct one without some evidence being visible (such as turf without several year old daisy plants as present on the rest of  the lawn).

There was only one way of  tackling this - to walk calmly across the middle of  the lawn in the direction of  the supposed door in the hope that the gamekeepers, presumably in the annex (which appeared to have no windows), would not notice or would not notice soon enough.  In fact, the Accused did get halfway across the lawn before four Welshmen with guns appeared walking in his direction.   The gamekeepers and the Accused discussed each others techniques and the security arrangements at length.   [They also repeated that there were no radio ariels or dishes on the site - even though in those days minor ‘secret service’ stations usually had dozens of  them].   It turned out that on this occasion the gamekeepers were particularly worried that somewhere in England or Wales there had been a hospital prowler molesting nurses.   Unlike other hospitals,  it was not customary at Mendiff Court for nurses’ menfriends to 

prowl unofficially.   This particular prowler in fact is famous and recorded in newspapers as well as volumes of  police stories - but the Accused had not noticed any reference in the News Chronicle at the time.   The Accused maintained that theoretically it was possible for an intruder to get in but he would not get out again.   He himself did not have to worry about whether arrangements to get out were adequate.   The intruder would have to travel from England or wherever via the Railway sidings.  Otherwise, a stranger was bound to be noticed.   He would also have to travel by night.  He would have to then come across from the railway line via Rooter’s field, avoiding being mauled by the cows, climb over onto Rooter’s drive, enter the site by the small gate by the mushroom patch, make his way over another field to the dungheaps and enter by the route which the Accused had chosen.   But then quite apart from this being a very unpromising nursing home for a prowler,  no prowler knew it even existed.   Nobody outside the hospital knew the nursing home existed and not even the Accused, who lived on the site and had made inquiries, knew for certain whether or not it existed.  If  the prowler did arrive, then the space between bushes where he had entered was the only possible route of entry.   The Accused suggested various means of dealing with that.  An apparant weak spot might even be an advantage.   That way it would be known in advance which way the prowler would come - though it was not much of  a weak spot.

Accused-mum found herself  tied down with having to look after The Accused.   Before the Accused was born she had planned to enrol into the Land Army.   She would have been able to take the Accused with her.   Landgirls carried their babies on their backs or let them roam around the fields on which the mothers were working.   Or they could assist with the work.  However, to Accused-mum’s annoyance,  Accused-dad, without informing her, obtained from her an exemption from war service on the grounds that she was a mother.   So she had to content herself  with providing the nation with eggs.

Eggs have become famous in war history in that  whenever the alleged horrors of  ‘rationing’ are mentioned it is claimed that the population of  Britain were restricted to one egg per person per week.   Actually, they might not just have to survive on one egg.   They might also buy a pound of beef.   Hollywood films portrayed great horror stories concerning rationing.   When the Accused attended the Festival of  Britain in l951 he was surprised to encounter there, perhaps for him the first time, these rationing horror stories.   They are now repeated uncritically in history books.   This is not the situation the Accused remembers.   During the earlier years of  the war there was a threat to the food supply from abroad because of  the sinking, or potential sinking, of  merchant ships by  submarines.   But there was never a crisis of  the feared proportions, though perhaps there was a brief period of  more severe shortages than later.   In addition to eggs,  tins of dried eggs were supplied to all households - those belonging to the Accused still standing on the shelves to this day.   There was also free cod liver oil.   The Accused would be taken by Yvonne on hunts for rose hips (he knew where they were to be found) to enable the government to circulate rose-hip syrup.   Rationing, rather than being a response to shortages, prevented shortages and was intended to even the distribution of  provisions.   Each person obtained every week so many ‘coupons’ or ‘points’ and was permitted some  choice in their purchases.   The nation in the l940s was considerably better fed than in the l990s, families not merely eating three meals a day, but eating meat not just on Sundays but every day.   In the l990s food might be theoretically available, but much that was previously essential or cheap (such as meat, fish or cheese) had become a luxury.  Also, nobody had time in the l990s, or even facilities, for cooking, very expensive packaged and/or pre-cooked meals becoming customary.   Shortages, such as existed, were believed to be in the cities rather than the countryside.  However, even there, it was necessary actually to buy the food and city people might prefer to spend their money on alcohol.  At Mendiff Court,  Mr Rooter would arrive every morning with his horse and cart carrying churns of  milk.   Tradesmen such as the butcher, baker, greengrocer or fishmonger also arrived in horses and carts or in vans (and it was so also in less rural areas).   They did however a patter whereby they told the housewives what they wanted that week,  that being also the most economical in terms of  price and rationing coupons (though not everything was rationed, including some meat, though the tradesmen would impose their own rationing or evening out of distribution).   Whatever the truth about rationing, it is certainly true that rationing means poverty while ‘free market’, whatever that is, means prosperity.   It is more the other way round.   

Accused-mum had no extended family to assist her in looking after her only child and was therefore handicapped in any ambition to study or earn an independent living.   So perhaps, the wickedest woman in the world, other than Mrs Valentine,  Frau Gusti-Graf Spatenka, known as Oma, might lend a hand.  She would be travelling to and fro between Vienna and Dublin and did at least once drop in, apparently with the original possibility of  settling down.   However, to Accused-mum, woman was boss and Oma was potentially another boss.   Accused-mum in later years relates that Oma appeared walking up the drive accompanied by Accused-dad.   Oma was carrying the suitcases.   At the door  Accused-mum chided Accused-dad for not carrying his mother’s suitcases.   Oma, according to the story, turned on Accused-mum saying that the wife should be carrying the suitcases!   Whether this be so or not,  Accused-mum seems to have developed  a resentment against or taken offence at  whatever Oma said and repeated all with undiminished resentment for most of  her subsequent life.   Accused-mum believed Oma to be a tyran by nature though this was not necessarily apparant to the Accused and seemed more a description of  Accused-mum herself.   At any rate,  Accused-mum may have been uncontrollably and unnecessarily jealous.

Oma brought some of  her own possessions and left them at the house or donated them to the Accused’s.   Some of  these were retained, but when items appeared in boxes which Accused-mum diagnosed as belonging to or having belonged to Oma they might be thrown out with great venom.   This included a crystal ball,  Tarot cards and a form of ivory dice resembling a top which had some use in fortune telling.   Oma must have been reduced to tea leaves!   These were ancient and probably pricey items.

Accused-mum was in the habit of  forever jammering over the pain she had endured during her pregnancy and parturition.   This yammering may be an Austrian custom.   Accused-mum supposed that love or honour is earned through sacrifice  or whining about it - through making other people miserable.   Oma was probably just fed up with it.  So she said: “If you feel like that you had better not have any more children”.   Subsequently Accused-mum came to blame the fact that she did not have any further children on her being so advised or persuaded by Oma.

Accused-mums years in Abergavenny were far happier than her future years.   Abergavenny is an uncommonly beautiful place.   There were however already signs of  what was to come.   She was in future years to create misery for Accused-dad and the Accused by her constant yammer.   This was beyond her control and she had no understanding of  the actual reactions it provoked in other people.   She certainly in future years she certainly sounded as if  she did not want further children.   The Accused would also at times even at Abergavenny be blamed for being an only child, which sounded as if it was his fault, not in the sense of  there being a need for more but of  the handicap of  only having one.   It was the Accused’s fault, for instance, that because he was an only child his mother did not receive a Family Allowance and was not likely to be offered  council house.  It was also, she felt, an uneconomical use of  her time.   Her subsequent behaviour is consistent with what some psychologists call ‘overprotective rejection’, a feature of which are also allegedly psychologically induced complications in pregnancy and birth arising from the mother’s preference for career to motherhood.   It may be that Accused-mum after all did wish to have further children but persuaded everyone by her jammer that she did not.   She gave the impression regularly however of  asking other people to make on her behalf decisions which she had already made (and had to be those which she had already made)  and of  then attributing the decision to these other people rather than herself.    It did not seem to the Accused that Oma instructed his mother not to have further children but that Oma had just become exasperated by  Accused-mum’s continuous complaints about her pregnancy an childbirth (which, in her culture, may have been a tradition.

It was traditional for a wife to regard everything as either ‘mine’ or ‘ours’.   As years went on the Accused began to suspect that Accused-mum and women in general had a vocabulary of  three words ‘Me, my and mine’.  In the early years another warning of  what was to come rested in a ceremony in which when Accused-mum was sleeping in Our bedroom suddenly stormed out uttering noises or resentment and locked herself into Her bedroom.   Accused-dad would then whine and grovel at the locked  Her bedroom door.  Or there would be repeated rushings too and fro with whinings and grovellings by Accused-dad.  The Accused felt that this behaviour, a characteristic of adultoids, was what adultoids called childish.  Accused-dad should not respond to Accused-mum’s behaviour on such occasions.   Either she had cause for complaint or didn’t - and if not he should not be encouraging the behaviour.

The Accused realised that he was facing trouble in future years when he heard his mother’s attitudes towards the planned Welfare State.   She supposed this would provide free facilities - not only in health but education.   She was convinced that nobody in Britain would have to contribute financially towards their childrens’ education.   It turns out that history books in reference to an earlier era, the l930s, do claim that there then existed in Britain universal free education and health care.   The Accused was not aware of  this.  But he was aware of working class psychology.    To steal or to fiddle might be respectable, but to accept ‘state charity’ was not.   Any welfare state, whoever was planning it, would be operated by the Working Class.   They were certain to sabotage it and to ensure that provisions did not exist.   The Welfare State, in the Accused’s opinion, was not being set up as a public service but as a subsidy to archaic business monopolies and it would result in those who availed themselves of  the allegedly free service getting a product which which was overtly humiliating and which exposed them to disdain and persecution by their peers. [Winston Churchill, in parliament, it turns out, though the Accused did not know this, would routinely speak against Welfare State measures on much the same grounds - that they were not socialism at all but subsidy for otherwise obsolete business monopolies - though he would then vote in favour of  them].   The Accused realised that his mother would never be disuaded from the belief that a child’s education and career required in Britain no parental subsidy!   This belief has sometimes been described as typical of  central european women immigrants to Britain and the USA. 

Accused-mum lamented also, in an oft repeated spiel Die Hiemat.  In Britain, she felt, she was an ‘enemy alien’ while there were in Austria friends and relatives who loved her.   This may have been a legitimate lament, but to the Accused it appeared that Accused-mum’s behaviour was heading towards what would everywhere be unacceptable.  She would also lament about ‘Die Nod’ in Austria.   As it happens, Oma had written about this in an Irish newspaper and, may, therefore have brought news.  However, to the Accused the Nod lament seemed a stereotyped and accused spiel.  She would speak of previous Nods as if they were the same event, relating how during die Nod her mother had provided for her children while staring at an empty plate.  The Accused felt that this was cruelty to the children.   In later years Accused-mum said instead that her family, because they grew their own food, had never suffered from Die Nod, but this did not deter her in the l950s from herself, when well nourished and drinking many cups of teas with cake during the day from playing the same trick.   The Accused suspected that jammers in Austria were traditional, passed from mother to daughter, and that this one dated back at least to the Napoleonic Wars.   History in Austria seemed forever to repeat itself and the Accused suspected this was partly the result of group psychology.  At Abergavenny Accused-mum would spend much time preparing food parcels to be sent to her brother Hans,  Tante Hilda and the three children, Ingrid, Hansi und Hilda, in Vienna.   The food parcels were handed in to the Society of  Friends (the Quakers) on Euston Rd in London.  The Accused felt this was insightless.   If the entire street was starving it was not diplomatic for one family to receive food parcels from England, which might even be held responsible for Die Nod.   The result would be that Accused-mum’s relatives would have to share their food and would be worse off than they had been before.   Forty years later the Accused was able to pass this opinion on to his mother, who said it had never occurred to her.   However, it seems likely that the Society of  Friends did not make individual deliveries of food parcels but rather amalgamated them into a collective delivery.   The Accused’s cousin Ingrid in the meanwhile had reported that according to her recollection during the post war period her family and others had been assisted by ‘The Americans’, had received no food parcels from Britain and her family were better off in the latter l940s than the Accused’s were in the l950s.

The Accused was not aware that children are supposed to envy adultoids and wish for the day when they would be as big as them and like them.   He considered adultification, the inducement of  children to behave like adultoids to be an adultoid-induced disease.  His even unrealistic attitude towards adultoids is illustrated by his reaction to his father’s panic over having to fill in income tax returns.   He felt that since the forms were designed for adultoids they were very easy and lamented that his parents did not let him fill them in on their behalf!  Nevertheless, he supposed that even what could be understood by adultoids was beyond the understanding of  most of them and that not many income tax forms were fillen in.   Even Accused-dad admitted that only foreigners were required to pay or had to pay income tax.

The author feels that not all the Accused’s reports are unequivocably reliable.  The Accused, the author suspects, is apt to amalgamate two similar incidents, one taking place when he was three and another when he was six or sixteen and then to represent the combined tale as an event that took place when he was six months old and showed remarkably precocious behaviour.   The Accused claims that it was during a visit to Portsmouth when he was four years old, or younger, that he went to Portsmouth to inspect the Queen Mary.   Accused-dad had duties interviewing stowaways in Portsmouth.  On one occasion he was accompanied by Accused-dad and Accused-mum.   It is not recalled what Accused-mum was doing while Accused-dad was interviewing the stowaway.  The Accused was waiting in a yard which was surrounded on three sides by the type of  building found in stable yards which used to be inhabited by grooms and gardeners.   There were, at intervals,  doors into the building which led to staircases.   There were similar buildings at the Wards at Mendiff Court, in some army barracks, in the part of  the Tower of London inhabited by the Guards, and in some Oxford and Cambridge Colleges.  On the fourth side of  the yard was a dock on the side of  a stretch of water surrounded by other warehouses and dockland style buildings.  Within the yard was a small crane with the design and function of which the Accused concerned himself, amongst other matters after his father had departed through one of  the doors and up a staircase to interview the stowaway.

It seems more likely that the Queen Elizabeth was not in Portsmouth but in Southampton, the corresponding civilian dockyard.   The Accused reports that Portsmouth and Southampton were so close to one another to be effectively the same place.  This is inaccurate.  The  Queen Elizabeth turned out not to be in dock in Southhampton but the Queen Mary was.   The Queen Elizabeth and Queen Mary,  owned by Cunard and built at John Brown’s shipyard in Glasgow, were the world’s largest and fastest passenger liners,  the Queen Elizebeth a little larger and faster.   They commuted regularly between New York and Southhampton and were alleged to go so fast that they could outrun submarines and did not require an escort.   [Actually, they had been used as troop transport ships during World War ll].

Although there were few ships actually in dock or in port there were numerous stationary  warships and  Brabazon seaplanes dotted  around the sea.   The dockspersons said these were at distances of miles, though they seemed much nearer.  A mile, or even ten miles, seems a short distance across water.  The Accused obtained much information from his father and from the inhabitants of  various little quayside offices concerning the technical, scientific and administrative aspects of ships, tides and the other phenomena stored in Portsmouth and Southhampton.   The Accused had always had some affinity for ships and the sea.

The Accuseds then went by ferry to a place apparantly called the Isle of  White.  That presumably was because there was a lot of chalk on the Southern Coast of  Britain.   However, Accused dad insisted that it was actually called the Isle of  Wight (and was part of Hampshire).   There was much travelling to and fro on this Isle of  Wight, on which there turned out to be several villages, which had names, and at least one of  these villages was alleged by common consensus to be a prison.   Accused-dad assured the Accused that the Isle of  Wight was considered a suitable location for a prison because it was surrounded by water and inconvenient for escape.   The Accused may not have had seen much detail of  this particular prison - only a village which was entered via a gated drive - presumably the domiciles of  the staff - and some wire fencing on no great height going through some overgrown fields.   His impression was that nobody would be particularly motivated to escape from the prison, not that there would be intractable problems in getting out.   This wire fence was not far from a beach on which the Accused was able to study the flora and fauna and to collect various attractive or interesting stones and shells. Some of  these remain in a box in the attic.

But Adultoids have no sense.  They suppose that a notice proclaiming  ‘Keep Out!’ meant ‘Keep Out!’.  For adultoids it probably did.   Adultoids would also ask questions: “Can we do this?  Can we do that?”.  There was nobody to decide one way or the other or nobody to take responsibility.  But as soon as the first adultoid asked “Can we do this or that?”,  the first adultoid was passing on responsibility to the second adultoid who, therefore, had no choice but to say ‘No!’.  It was necessary to ask the question by doing the deed, for the investigator to decide for himself and to act as if  he was on legitimate business and to negotiate terms if  Found Out.  But sure enough the gangway to the Queen Mary was had chains across and a notice proclaiming ‘Keep Out’.  But nobody wanted to inspect the Queen Mary.   There was no danger of any great stampede or confusion caused by the absence of  this notice.

When naval persons, whether military, civilian or commercial,  speak of  ships the ‘word’ captain appears at least once every ten words.  It was always the talk whether the captain was aboard, whether not aboard or whether coming aboard.   The Captain of  the Queen Mary had his own flag - and so it was no secret that it was the official story that he was not aboard.   In fact, it was agreed that he was not aboard, but he was coming aboard.  Nobody knew quite when ..but he was coming aboard.   That was a big issue.  If the Accused nipped on board, it was alleged,  the Captain might arrive and decide to nip off to New York.  The Accused might not become aware that the ship was moving until he was thirty miles out.   The Accused asked some relevent questions about this possibility.  He did not want his parents to suffer from acute separation anxiety, but an inadequate case had been made out for discouraging scientific inquiry.   The possibility of  the Captain nipping off, in any case, was to be classed as a problem to be solved and not a problem to be avoided.   So the Accused arranged for his parents to be absorbed in conversation with the official gents and nipped off up the gangplank.  The Accused would like us believe that he conducted an tour of  inspection of  this enormous ship, including the engine room, at great speed.   Whatever the truth of  the matter, when he arrived back his parents had not noticed that he had gone missing.

According to Accused-mum the Accused was amid the cheering crowds,with his mother, on Trafalgar  Square at the moment that The War was officially terminated.  She picked up the Accused and informed him: “Roland, Der Kreig ist uber”.   This was presumably the war against Germany.  Nobody ever said anything about Japan.   Presumably, also, no such thing ever happened but Accused-mum later constructed such a memory from a scene she saw in a cinema or on television.   However, after this letters began to arrive from Austria.   Churchill considered it a poor show that Germany was partitioned into Zones and, in particular, that Vienna and Austria were partitioned into American, British and Russian zones.  Nothing was said about any French zone.   Churchill believed that Germany should have been left in one piece, minus, presumably, a large disputed chunk ceded to Poland, and that the Austro-Hungarian empire should be reconstituted as a ‘buffer state’.   Letters from Accused-mum’s father came from the Russian zone.   These were adorned with strips of  blacking out of  rows of  words or lines apparantly a random.  However this censorship attributed to Die Russen appeared also on letters from her brother, who lived in the American zone.

The Accuseds decided they had to visit Austria.  Again, it is not clear to the author to what extent the Accused’s memories confuse this with a later visit when he was fourteen.   The excuse, allegedly an excuse, was that Accused-dad was an army officer visiting Austria in the course of his duties and accompanied by his family.  On the crossing over from Switzerland,  where there was one of  several changes of guage, the Accused had the same experience as reported by Sigmund Freud in a dream - which dream therefore turns out to be misinterpreted.   Accused-dad went on his own ways on his duties once he arrived in Austria.  He was supposedly confined to the British zone.

On the first day the Accused noticed the constant reappearance all over Vienna of a tall lady, shabbily dressed, by Austrian standards emaciated, with a short skirt - unusual in that era.   The l980s viewer of  James Bond films would have supposed her appearance was that of  a Russian intelligence officer.   The Accused wondered about this - or whether she was perhaps Austrian or  British.   If she was some person commissioned to watch the Accused’s it would be officially against regulations for her to wander all over Vienna, irrespective of zones, but, thought the Accused, in practice that could be unofficially agreed.   It had to be explained, however, how it could be done.   This lady would stepping off a tram coming from one direction when the Accused’s were stepping off another or she would suddenly be walking past from some other direction than that from which the Accused’s were coming or would be suddenly seen walking a short distance in front when she had never been noticed behind nor had overtaken.   If this could be explained, the explanation that she was some sort of a watcher was more feasible.   The apparantly fortuitous appearances in sites that could not have been predicted could be explained if  there was a team of watchers rather than just one.  They would then be dotted around at intervals during the course of  the journey - though it was not necessarily easily done.  The Accused was unable to detect any other person reappearing continuously but this particular lady had a somewhat distinctive appearance.  The Accused assumed his mother had noticed, said nothing (partly just in case she had not and might become alarmed) and felt somewhat irritated that his mother did not find a pretext to start chatting with this lady so as to discover what was going on.   The Accused mentioned this to his mother towards the end of  his life and she replied that she had not even noticed this lady.

According to theory, a child is supposed to suffer from separation anxiety.   The Accused however felt that children could survive anywhere and that it was more adultoids who suffered from separation anxiety.  He would on occasion be deposited in news cinemas, museums or, on one occasion, in a play area at Selfridges, supposedly in the custody of some attendant.  If he had walked out of  the building, maybe, it would have been noticed.   The Accused felt that the main danger was that his mother might feel that he had been too much entertained in her absence.   On this first day in Vienna, he lost his mother temporally in a shop which resembled a small modern supermarket.   He had seen the tall lady in the short skirt in the shop - but that did not affect his calculations.  Also, he had been educated by his father not to show emotion.  His father himself had a reputation in the army for being ‘inscrutible’.   Nevertheless, her feared that his mother might suffer severe separation anxiety should he be forced to remain in Austria while she, still unlocated, was obliged to return back to Britain.  A day or two later the Accused was taken by his mother to view the white horses at Schonnbrunn and had experiences that suggest that a similar visit paid with his mother to that place by his father’s cousin ‘Little Hans’ has been misinterpreted.    According to the Accused his Uncle Hans,  a ski instructor in the Austrian police, insisted that he walk around the more mountainous regions wearing skis on his feet, holding sticks in his hand and walking and wiedling these sticks in some prescribed manner.  He was assured that skis were a necessary and rapid form of progression.  

  One day there were a large number of  beautiful Peacock Butterfly Caterpillars walking up the wall of  the school building.   The Accused was puzzled by this.  There was nothing of  inerest to caterpillars on the wall or roof  of  the building.   The teacher assured him however that they were going to on this journey before spinning for themselves a cocoon and turning into a chrysalis that would eventually turn into a butterfly.   The teacher suggested he collect some of  these caterpillars in a jamjar to take home to love and cherish and to protect until they became butterflies.    The Accused was presented with a jamjar, into which caterpillars, with some vegetation, were deposited therein.  The Accused took this cherished possession home, only to meet up with Accused-mum outside the house.   The Accused showed her his caterpillars.  “Oh good”, she exclaimed, “That can be fed to the hens.  Keep up the protein content of  the eggs!”.  The Accused felt hurt at this disregard for the feelings of  the caterpillars and of  himself.  He had thought his mother would appreciate the beauty of  the caterpillars but her feelings seemed to be walled off. 

On another occasion the Accused had some water in a jam jar and noticed an ant swimming in it.  Accused-dad, when this was pointed out to him, claimed this was a water-ant - that there were ants which lived on the banks of  rivers which were in the habit of swimming.    No such animal is to be found listed in literature but this ant was nevertheless swimming in the water for several days.  It is not known what was its eventual fate.

The Accused was not a great conversationalist.  Ony children are reckoned not to be.  The Accused had no time or appreciation of  the trivial .  He found that conversations with adultoids or adultified children were apt to be predictable.  It was always known in advance, word for word, how an allegedly two way conversation would proceed and the Accused therefore would therefore take what the other person was going to say as read and that jump ahead as if  the conversation had already taken  place.  In future years people would complain, though it is not proved that this was with justification, that they were not going to say or had not yet thought of  what he assumed would be their reply.   It seemed to the Accused that fellow human beings spent a great deal time reaching the obvious conclusion or  over controversies to which there was no reply or  in threading through nonsense or muddle.   But he felt it was an inadequancy on his part that he could not talk nonsense.

The Accused’s parents bought him childrens’ books in which there would be some simple picture on one side and on the other a blank sheet of  paper on which the user of  the book was expected to copy the picture with a pencil or crayon.  This permits only one attempt.  Or not many attempts.   The Accused was not permitted to sieze pieces of  paper from elsewhere on which to draw these pictures - not that teddy bears with bow ties are necessarily a topic of  great interest.  So these books just served to remind the Accused that he had no skill in art.

The Accused was also bought comic-style paperback picture books entitled ‘Tale of  Two Cities’ or ‘Ivanhoe’ or some such thing.   Since the Accused is still not familiar with the plots of such works he presumably was not very attentive.   He may have found pictorial history books more comprehensible.

 Monmouthshire was ceded from Wales by Henry Vlll and was not returned until in 1535 and not returned until the twentieth century.   Some consider it not Wales at all, though its inhabitants considered themselves as Welsh and had done so previously despite Henry Vlll.   Mendiff House was in an area of some six square miles which, according to modern road maps, is called Llantiolio Pertoly.  From the Accused’s account it seems that he was familiar with towns that were some distance from Abergavenny and that a distance of  some ten miles would not be regarded as any  imposition.   This may have been because his parents travelled by bicycle and he was provided with a seat at the back.   He found such transportation humiliating or embarrassing as he did the fact that his parents used Austrian-style back pedal break bicycles (manufactured, though, in England) which were not noted for their speed but are still, in decaying state, decorations in the Accused’s garden.

The two hills or mountains near Abergavenny were the  Sugarloaf  (or Pen-y-val or, possibly, Pen-y-Al)., 1955 feet, and the Blorenge, 1833 feet.   That makes them little more than hillocks by Astrian standards.  On the Sugerloaf  there were the usual sheep and collies.   There were hazardous means of  getting up this mountain, or part of  it, on which army folk practiced climbing up steep cliffs.  However, the Accused recalls one day walking up the path.   He was astonished to pass on his way various Englishmen dressed in a uniform with shorts,  long stockings, ski sticks, heavy  boots and various accoutrements which they supposed made them mountaineers.   The Accused felt sorry for them - that they were play-acting,  acting out a delusion.   They Englishmen however hissed in anger that it was irresponsible and dangerous of  the accused to walk up this mountain wearing sandals (instead of heavy boots with spikes).   When the Accused,whose parents were presumably with him or not far away, returned it was dark and    
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