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THE MEA QUESTIONS – UPDATE SEVEN
The MEA charity is currently being run as the fiefdom of Dr. Charles Shepherd who is using this charity as his personal platform and income generator. 

1.  Why are the MEA Board of Trustees and staff of this charity supporting an anonymous hate mail campaign towards an ME/CFS pressure group in the UK?
2.  Why is the MEA refusing to EVEN MENTION the ME/CFS Canadian Guidelines in the ME Alliance “Early Diagnosis” report?

3.   Why is the MEA/Shepherd conducting a propaganda blitz campaign over the term Encephalopathy to assist the psychiatrists in labelling ME/CFS as a somatoform disorder and removing the neurological protection and classification of ME/CFS that the World Health Organisation endows?

4.  Why is the MEA attempting to strip patients of the neurological status and classification that ME/CFS (ICD-10 G93.3) endows?  For what purpose? 

5.    Why has the MEA/Shepherd sets it face against the correct name of ME/CFS that both the World Health Organisation and the UK Government state must be used?  For what purpose?

6.    Why has the MEA/Shepherd refused to engage in any meaningful way with the ME/CFS Canadian criteria that represent the breakthrough that patients worldwide have been waiting for?

7.  Why is the MEA obtaining all its information in regard to the “CFS/ME mental health clinics” from AfME employee Maria Shortis?  Why is the MEA not acting independently over this key issue?

8.  Is the MEA going to be absorbed by the AfME Charity?  

9.  Why is the MEA/Shepherd colluding with the psychiatrists over the scientifically fraudulent PACE trial and ensuring that this trial goes ahead due to the use of the discredited, unpublished, non peer reviewed so called “London” criteria of which Shepherd is author?

10.   How can the MEA/Shepherd be in any way impartial over the PACE trial since this charity and its Medical Adviser have a clear Conflict of Interest (the “London” criteria) over the PACE trial?

11.  Why has the MEA/Shepherd done no media over the PACE TRIAL?

12.  Why did the MEA/Shepherd provide copious editorial space in the penultimate issue of the MEA magazine for the psychiatric promotion of the PACE trial?  

13.   How can MEA members and the wider ME/CFS community countenance the fact that the MEA’s Medical Adviser, one Dr. Charles Shepherd, freely and frequently states that only limited investigations of ME/CFS patients are necessary when this goes totally against the best interests of ME/CFS patients? 

14.  Why has the only active public deed of this MEA charity since the ‘palace revolution in December 2003 been the collection of signatures for an ME Petition that has sunk without trace as they all do?  Do MEA members not deserve far better and more proactive representation?

15.  Why did the MEA act illegally by attempting to manipulate the Trustee Elections at the Annual General Meeting?

16.  Why is the MEA acting illegally by refusing to provide the current Register of Members that they are bound to do by company law?

17. Where is the legitimate cogent and sourced information in relation to the MEA finances, structure, form, stance and policy that its members and the ME/CFS community require in order to make an informed and rational decision as to its future? 

18. Who are the 27 Medical Advisers of this MEA charity so much touted by Shepherd?  Why have they not been announced?  Is this because they do not exist? 

19.  Why has Shepherd reneged on every single promise he made prior to his election as Trustee? 

20.  Has the MEA actually received payment of the £96,000 legacy or is this charity in £13,000 debt?

21.  The MEA Directors report also states that the expenditure is now (2004) less than 50% of the 2002 level (£410,000) i.e. about £200,000 per annum.  Charles Shepherd, Company Secretary, Trustee and Medical Adviser has stated that subscription income only covers approximately half of the MEA’s costs.  This means that there is still an MEA deficit of approximately £100,000 to find (around £8,000 per month).  How is this money to be found?

22. The accounts state that in July 2003, the previous MEA Board was running at a deficit of over £4,000 per month.  It is extremely doubtful that matters have improved.  Have they improved?  and if so, how?
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