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[email to Lucy McDiarmid]

The problem on the Sunday arose firstly because of the daft brief Bill Mc Cormack gave the New York cop forensics man James Horan  – roughly would Dr Giles’ report stand up in an American court. Answer no, to a large degree because she provided insufficient examples, although he was also critical of her assessments. 
She said he could not judge without seeing the material itself and anyway her brief had not mentioned providing evidence that would be effective in such a court. If it had, she would have produced a different report. He was wrong on at least one key fact, which was influencing his judgment (the 1911 cash ledger does contain 1910 notes), but he gave legs to a new generation of forgery theorists.

Bill foolishly absented himself from the rest of the day taking Professor Daly to the airport train terminus while the Taoiseach’s representative spent the lunch hour in close consultation with Dr Horan.

Professor Eunan O’Halpin after a few minutes giving his credentials announced he was not giving his paper (I suspect he had not got one) as his would-be critics were so unhistorically-based and casting paranoid aspersions on anyone who disagreed with them. All of course true. He then started into an aggressive war with Jack Moylett of the Roger Casement Foundation who was trading in facts for which he gave no references and generally being creepy. 

Kevin Mannerings, who believed Donald im Thurm did it by interpolating bits into the diaries, oddly, repeatedly emphasised that it was a disgrace I was left out of the TV programmes. I unfortunately missed most of his presentation but it was said to be confusing.

The lady professor from Leeds who was supposed to respond to Moylett and the ‘linguistics’ debate went into a rage and walked out, shouting from the door that she had been brought there under false pretences, having been asked to chair a session, not respond. She said she could not have responded without advance copies of the papers (which were childlike anyway) but she did agree when collared by the other Jack (Gartland, also Forgery School) with something on computer analysis that satisfied him.

Before the event I wrote that it was too soon after the TV programmes to try to review and wind-up the issue, but Bill was not to be stopped. Anyway the whole forensic thing was ultimately pointless as the diaries themselves tell of genuineness more than any handwriting expert could, and the reason the forgery theory even exists is more to do with political disputing between UK and Dublin than anything else. By definition it is therefore insoluble or dependent entirely on the state of that relationship.
