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RESPONSE TO WALES

Below is our latest response to Wikipedia Encyclopedia founder, 
Jimmy Wales, the man who has intervened personally on psychiatrist 
Professor Simon Wessely's behalf and at Simon Wessely's behest, over 
the production of the Wikipedia page on Wessely. Unlike Mother 
Teresa, Gandhi, or Adolf Hitler, Wessely is in a position to catch 
the ear of Wales, and obviously this demonstrates the real problems 
for Wikipedia in any attempts to write details about live public 
figures. It is very interesting to see that Wessely, of all people, 
has been the catalyst in highlighting even more problems around the 
control of knowledge production by Wikipedia (already apparently an 
issue of concern), and how this is dealt with will have important 
ramifications for the ethics of knowledge production for the future.

Angela Kennedy
The One Click Group

…………………

One Click Email to the Wikipedia founder, Jimmy Wales
17 November 2005

Dear Mr Wales,

Your email of 16th November 2005, in response to our valid concerns about your and others' conduct in recent days, exhibits breathtaking arrogance. The examples below, or your quotes within this latest email, betray the frankly woeful lack of knowledge you have about issues of neutrality and objectivity. You clearly use these terms as buzz words and appear to have no idea about how pure `neutrality' and `objectivity' are nearly almost impossible to achieve. With this in mind, most people dealing with this issue, for example, social science researchers, attempt to mitigate the problem by understanding that all knowledge is `situated' knowledge, and that all judgements come from a particular standpoint. This means that it is understood that no one can claim to be 100% "neutral" or "objective", and that there are always power struggles involved when someone claims to be `objective` (especially whilst engaging in partisan behaviour).

While One Click contributors DO understand the issue of situated knowledge and the problems around claims to objectivity and neutrality, and freely acknowledge an inevitable and legitimate `partisanship' on the political issues the group tackles, you have found yourself in a quandary, precisely because you appear to still be attempting to cling on to an untenable claim of objectivity, despite intervening on Simon Wessely's behalf, at his behest, approving of Wessely's `incensed' stance, and doing your best to attack the motives, integrity and knowledge of contributors to One Click. This is clearly partisan behaviour and cannot be defended as otherwise. You really cannot claim `neutrality' when you attack one side in a debate, as you clearly have.

However, you do not seem to let these things bother you. You have the audacity to accuse One Click contributors of having "behavioural problems" and of "libel" and of `lying`, neither of which you are correct about (and which themselves are defamatory comments, as have other comments you have made about One Click contributors in the past few days). You also are clearly, from your own comments in recent days and in your latest email, endeavouring to denigrate One Click and our part in ME/CFS politics and knowledge production.

Whatever your protest, you do appear to be exercising censorship in this issue, and it does appear invidious and insidious.

Your last comment states:

"What you say you want, and what we want, is the same thing. So let's move forward with friendship and respect to achieve that."

In light of the contents of the rest of your email, the above quote is disingenuous, indeed comical. Your denigratory comments include:

1. " In particular, I stand very strongly by this line:> Anything from the one-click side should be > treated with extreme skepticism.- -Jimbo Wales 15:42, 15 November 2005 (UTC)" (We find it significant that you have taken great pains to point out that you will be treating One Click's claims, and ours alone, with scepticism, and appear to be treating the claims of others, such as the `incensed' Simon Wessely without the same level of scepticism, and even further evidence that you have run into huge problems already with your neutrality and objectivity claims).

2. "…our firm stance against certain types of behavioral problems" (This comment is clearly directed at One Click contributors).

3. "…statements from you or your group are inevitably tainted by that hatred"

These comments are in addition to those made by you and your `editors', about One Click, on various pages of the Wikipedia site.

In light of the above problems with your approach, it is very likely that your claims that you and your Wikipedia `Team' can be arbiters for what passes as `neutral' and `objective' will now be met with thorough scepticism from watchers of Wikipedia's conduct around the globe, and watchers of the `Simon Wessely` page justifiably pessimistic.

Furthermore, you state:

"One Click takes on Wikipedia" is not a battle either of us wants to have. We don't want to have it because it wastes our time. You don't want to have it because it's a battle you can't win."

We think it is timely to inform you that the One Click Group does not take kindly to implied threats, and we are not intimidated by such. We reserve the right to tackle *anybody*, if we think that what they are doing is not right, morally or technically. In fact, we have never said that One Click will "take on" Wikipedia. The idea that we could never win a battle against you is quite simply ludicrous, since we never considered this to be a war.

However, your comments imply a threat that you would attempt to damage a pressure group for sick people if we dare cross you, and this betrays the major contradiction at the heart of your claimed "anti-elitist" stance. Your comments do indeed imply a threat and is in keeping with the hostile tone of your email, further making your comments about "friendship and respect" laughable.

We have no intention of involving ourselves further in the Wikipedia process on this Wessely entry. We will let the rest of the world - millions of ME/CFS patients and Gulf War Veterans - do it for us.

Angela Kennedy
Jane Bryant
The One Click Group
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