Sean

You would be right to say I worked from an assumption that Casement was gay and then tried to find evidence and inferences in confirmation. I was consequently in a position to also discover if he led a secret heterosexual life. He didn't and I found deceits such as trying to invent one instead i.e. Bulmer Hobson stating in the Sunday Press that RDC had been engaged to Ada McNeill. He wasn't, he tried to keep her at bay. 

I also discovered and corrected published assertions on at least three occasions where people had enthusiastically jumped at further evidence pointing to a gay conclusion due to erroneous readings of letters or characters i.e. BL Reid on Cathal O'Byrne and Catherine Cline in relation to correspondence with ED Morel, not to mention the fibs of Princess Blücher about Adler's love of slap.

I believe there is nothing in the public domain left which could add to my view that he was innocent of being straight. Case therefore closed and remember civil suits are won on a lower standard of evidence than criminal, and historic cases necessarily have to be based on a yet lower standard of proof but if it is not all that bad to be gay why fight it with so many efforts? 

Now the paedo accusation, well that is another thing and not one I pushed, rather it was Mansergh and Mitchell by saying the author of the diaries was morally reprehensible and a monster etc.

Kew has a mountain of Casement material. The best and least read stuff is that which has only been accessible in the last 5 or so years - the Scotland Yard and MI5 material (see attachment).

If London had wanted (or had the will) to destroy Casement in 1914 they could have spread a homosexual story especially if they had Adler's details (as told to minister Findlay in Oslo at that time). But they did not for a number of reasons, good and bad I think. As to judgments made, I count about 7 in the last para of your email.

Jeff

1 September 2006.

Best files (see attachment also)

M.I.5 Release January 1999 (five files - some items retained.)

*KV2/6 Bank accounts, POW statements.

*KV2/7 London activity after arrest inc. Allisons trunk statement.

*KV2/8 Mrs Panter Downes; POW statements; (name retained: Mrs Pope-

 Hennessy or Lady Margaret Jenkins née Norbury?)

*KV2/9 Cuttings and pamphlets; poem and Frank Hall note.

*KV2/10 Irish Brigade, Wedel.

From: "Sean McGouran" <seanmcgouran776@hotmail.com>

To: jeffreydudgeon@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: Charmer from Vincent Browne

Date: Mon, 28 Aug 2006 10:48:14 +0000

You seem to have problems with plain English - the 'case' is not proven - I am not anti-British (whatever that is in the brave new world of Welsh Assembly's and Scottish Parliament's. No what you wrote did not convince me, you simply took Casement's sexuality for granted - a sort of ex cathedra statement. (As I mentioned ten? year's ago, if one were a British Naval / Military intellect faced with the conundrum of bumping off Casement, 'Wilde' would be the first thing that came to mind.) As I am spending a fair amount of time in Kew lately I may even get to read the material myself.

Incidentally, what do I make a lot of judgements on? (Or, on what do I make a lot of judgements?) In the bookshop in Kew there is a 700+ page book on British military fibbing in its various wars. Why make the assumption that they were engaging in Fianna Éireann-like purity of heart and truth-telling in this case? The London government was desperate to get the USA into the Great War, so they had to check the Irish-Americans, and split them off from the German-Americans and the Jewish bloc (the Tsar's empire was anti-Semitic - that's why the Balfour Declaration came about, as yet another ploy in Imperial politics. Casement was relatively small beer in comparison with such matters - they'd fended off Irish Republicanism relatively easily for half a century when that particular incident (Casement / the Rising) came along. 

28 August 2006.

From: "Jeff Dudgeon" <jeffreydudgeon@hotmail.com 

To: seanmcgouran776@hotmail.com

Subject: RE: Charmer from Vincent Browne

Date: Fri, 25 Aug 2006 20:40:29 +0000

I most certainly agree with you that he was of considerable consequence in Irish politics. Still can't understand why you resist the 'homosexual accusation'. Is it only because it was originally a (British) accusation? If the material I wrote up (plus reasonable inferences) does not convince, nothing would.

But then how can you ever make a judgment about the accuracy of anything if your standard of proof is so impossibly high? And you certainly make a lot of judgments.

 Best

 J

 From: "Sean McGouran" <seanmcgouran776@hotmail.com 

 To: jeffreydudgeon@hotmail.com

 Subject: RE: Charmer from Vincent Browne

 Date: Fri, 25 Aug 2006 15:59:26 +0000

I'll try to respond to this - but I suspect you will not agree with my viewpoint. Browne's been at this 'paedophile' business for quite some time.

 My own attitude would / will be 1) even the mere 'homosexual'  'accusation' has not been conclusively proven, and 2) to accuse him  of not being of 'consequence' in Irish politics is well off the  mark. If only because of the book 'The Crime Against Europe' -  which is very well written, and witty in parts (especially the bit  where he mentions the fact that Japan was in no hurry to go to war with anybody in 1914 - but Britain led one on for them - so they took Germany's Chinese ports and some of the islands it had occupied.

 Cheers,

 SeánMcG

