THE STEPHEN RALPH – KEVIN SHORT CORRESPONDENCE
From:
skevin <skevin@onetel.com> 

Date:
Thu Jun 9, 2005 4:23pm 

Subject:
Read It And Weep.  ksmeinfo 

Offline 
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Edit Membership  

PERMISSION TO REPOST

Dear all,

I am ill, I am exhausted and I am fed up. The days I spend in bed/housebound are multiplying as a direct result of the ENDLESS controversy generated by MEActionUK’s Stephen Ralph - over the fact that I, and my group, stand accused by him of using the Professor Hooper DVD to “promote” The One Click Group when in 

fact the truth is the other way around. Also, we tried to get just about every group we know to promote, reproduce and sell the DVDs, not just One Click.

As a result of emails sent to me by Mr Ralph - in which he claims Professor Hooper would not want the DVD distributed (when he arrived back from holiday, Professor Hooper in fact confirmed that he is happy for the DVD to be distributed ) - we had to pull our local group’s temporary DVD-selling website. 

The website had just been publicised on various web lists. People had to be told why our just-published website had been pulled - i.e. due to CLAIMS about Professor Hooper’s wishes in Ralph’s emails. This is not the same as forwarding the emails/content of the emails to One Click - which is what I have been accused of by Mr Ralph. Had I done so, the explosive content of Mr Ralph’s words would have generated an absolute firestorm of recrimination by One Click given Mr Ralph’s assertions. To equate One Click to the Fascist British National Party, as Mr Ralph does, is simply outrageous and disgusting.Mr Ralph also clearly thinks that it is right to publish serious accusations on his web list and not give right of reply - as was originally done against me. He accuses me of breaking MEActionUK group rules by mentioning One Click on his e-list and yet does so repeatedly himself when it suits his own agenda. That agenda appears to have been to needlessly undermine one of the best pieces of pro-active M.E. campaigning by a local group (The Hooper DVD) for a long time - simply because a MINORITY of references on it mention a campaign group he does not like. Mr Ralph seems incapable of seeing that it is possible to reference this group without necessarily agreeing with it’s approach on everything and without being its poodle. What the alleged truth about the history of either group is I do not know. I’m simply too ill to keep up with it all. I am very ill but tried to do a bit of honest campaigning in good faith and found myself and my group the subject of a sustained and dirty attack. I will gladly say this for One Click: they have fully supported my group’s activism and did not sabotage it merely because it contained references to Mr Ralph’s group (which were in the majority). If only Mr Ralph had put the cause of M.E. sufferers before personal controversy in similar fashion. I think the way myself and my group have been treated is disgraceful.

With regard to said emails between me and Mr Ralph over the Hooper DVD, these were first mentioned publicly by Mr Ralph. 

Mr Ralph has publicly stated about them that I have sent him “angry emails”. This is just not true. He has also threatened to publish these emails. This I now do and folk can judge for themself - in publishing I am acting entirely for myself and not forM.E.Support Norfolk. I am just sick of all this. Read it and weep. Psychobabblers1, M.E. Sufferers nil. Enough.

Sincerely,

Kevin.

[This message has been posted to: MEActionUK; The One Click Group; 

LocalME; ME-CFIDS-CFS_activists_united.]

Encs. below:

/*

[Private email addresses have been removed from the following email copies.]

*/

----- Original Message -----

From: skevin

To: Stephen Ralph

Sent: Saturday, May 21, 2005 1:10 PM

Subject: Integrity, Activisim & Differences of Approach.

Dear Stephen,

Jeff Brown, technical advisor to M.E. Support Norfolk, was concerned about some of your comments in an email to him and felt he needed to show them to me. I must say I find the assertions you make about the integrity and motivation of our group(and therefore me - we’ve been here before have we not?)upsetting. You say our group is “allied to One Click” and that we have “cunningly” used your /*[typo]*/ lecture to “promote” ourselves and One Click.  You also suggest we have only included your website URL to “pacify” you.  Stephen, this is nasty, wide of the mark and just not on.

The truth is I am not happy with all the actions of either One Click or MEActionUK or others, but I do not, as said before, like to pretend that part of the activist community does not exist either. If you wish to deny knowledge of One Click to others that is your right but you cannot expect other groups to automatically agree with you on this policy. I really do not want to fall out with you Stephen and the reason your URL is mentioned in our material is not because I want to “pacify” you but because I want folk to engage with activism. The only thing I am trying to ‘promote’ is knowledge of the debate amongst M.E. sufferers so that they will stand up for themselves. To this end I tried to include as much info as possible and obtained stuff from Byron-Hyde as well as MEActionUK, One Click and elsewhere. The DVD clearly states that inclusion does not imply endorsement and it is clear that the initiative and additional information comes from a patient group and not from Malcolm Hooper.

Stephen, please stop making nasty assertions about my group’s (and my) integrity and motivation. We just have a difference of opinion, can we not just agree to differ and concentrate on battling with our mutual psychiatrist foes? I have always had a problem with censorship per se, I believe that all sides in a debate have the right to be heard. In fact, Professor Hooper (et al) comments upon the need for an informed M.E. community and the wrongness of denying information to M.E. sufferers in the last paragraph of his ‘Vilified but Vindicated’ document. I believe people need to be treated as grown-ups here and can be trusted to read ALL of the lines, as well as between them.

Frankly,I am sick to death of all the undermining of patient-group activism and in-fighting and have tried to ignore it, make attempts at reconcilliation and concentrate on being pro-active.  Perhaps I am naive. I have truly exhausted myself with all this and feel like giving up all together. I think that some folk forget that many M.E. ‘activists’ are ill and disabled.

Professor Hooper is well able to contact us directly if he needs to comment on any aspect of our activism. He does not need you to assume the role of an interceder.

Finally, regarding the DVD-r format. It is simply a fact of life that their are two DVD formats and a multitude of different industry-standard DVD dyes/readers around. This is not our fault and it has been made absolutely clear that the DVD is -R format from the outset. We have been assured by people with greater expertees than you posess that we are using the most reliable format. We have sent out hundreds of DVDs and been quick to respond to the very few which have been problematic. What more can we do?

Stephen, let’s get on with things, agree to disagree where necessary and focus on activism?

In confidence.

Kevin Short.

M.E. Support - Norfolk.

>

/****************************************************************************************

//
*/

[From:
Stephen Ralph

Date:
21 May 2005 17:11

To:
skevin

CC:
John Sayer; Jeff Brown

Subject:
Re: Integrity, Activism & Differences of Approach.]

Stephen Ralph wrote:

Hello there Kevin,

I would like to start by apologising to Jeff Brown who obviously does not know the background to the issues of my concern.

Jeff, it would appear that you are doing an excellent technical job producing these DVD’s and I have absolutely no issue with yourself or your work but I am afraid that you do not know about what has been going on behind the scenes for the last 6 months or more.

The bottom line is - Professor Hooper does not endorse in any way shape or form the activities of One Click.

One Click and by that I mean Angela kennedy and Jane Bryant have been running a campaign of intimidation towards campaigners who do not share their point of view. THis campaign includes sending nasty e-mails to sick and disabled ME patients who are also ME campaigners.  many of these people are well known to Professor Hooper and he already knows of the attacks on his colleagues by One Click.

II do not want to remember how many e-mails and phone calls I have had to deal with from people who have been the focus of attacks from One Click since One Click turned on other groups and members of groups including members of MEActionUK and indeed ME charities including MERGE and the 25% Group Professor Hooper will be made aware of the way this DVD has been put together and the fact that it cannot be copied without including One Click material included or without the adverts to the One Click website because it says that it can only be copied in its entirety. Additionally, where documents to articles mentioned in hte lecture have been available on my website for years in some cases – additional reference has been made to reipped off copies on the One Click site - references that need not be given.

I suspect that (as has happened before with another person of our mutual knowledge) Professor Hooper was sent an early version of the recording that did not have all the references to One Click on it.

As one of my colleagues said last night...

<snip>

*/It is none of my business BUT I am not happy either about the

OneClick free advertisement. /*

 //
/Malcolm would be horrified. /
 //
*/As you probably know, I too know Malcolm very well. He has stayed at

my home here and we exchange material regularly and have talked

together at conferences./*

</snip>

But then I am sure you have already seen this as Jeff has probably passed my e-mail on to you with this in it.

As you say, Professor Hooper can contact you and I am sure that when he returns from his trip he will be contacting you about this matter.

And with regard to the technical issues - there is no explicit statement or warning that I can see telling “*lay*” people in *very simple terms* about the possible compatibility issues with this DVD.

Putting a statement out about the DVD-r format is not enough because I know already that people will not understand the technical problems relating to “*-r*”. In my view people see the DVD bit of the acronym and they do not understand any more than that.

I know a lot about computers - I have been building computers and repairing computers for 20 years and I probably know a lot more than you do.

I had to carry out an engineers job on my PC to install a new DVD-RW drive to enable me to view the disks that Jeff sent me.

And I am sure that people will face hardware issues with this disk due to their DVD Players and DVD-ROM drives being unable to read the disk let alone play the disk as was the case when it happened to me.

I sent Jan van Roijen a copy of the 1st disk that was sent to me and I could just about play it although there was a formatting error with it. When it got to Holland he couldn’t play it and it is a good job that I didn’t charge him the £5 that it cost me.

You can support One Click as you are doing but a great many people have nothing to do with them including independent ME charities and the vast majority of campaigners.

And quite frankly I am very pissed off that you failed to ask permission with regard to placing my web site address next to that of the One Click group but then you already knew that if you had asked me I would have said “*No*”.

Now I have a DVD-RW of my own I will probably make my own version of your DVD that I will distribute myself that will focus on what the DVD should be about and that is in my view nothing more than the work of Professor Hooper’s and his lecture I know that Professor Hooper would not mind me doing this because he has known me for far longer than he has known you or ME Support Norfolk.

In my view Professor Hooper’s lecture is just that - his lecture stands on its own and had I distributed it I would not have _welded other peoples views_ to it as you have and ME Support Norfolk have very clearly done.

As I said to Jeff - I would have put other work by Professor Hooper and his co-authors including Margaret Williams who all work as a team and I would have left it at that aside from putting a reference to the group that hosted the talk and my website where most of the work of Professor Hooper has been exclusively pioneered over the last few years.

I do not plagiarise work as is the case with One Click because One Click have already realised* through their own actions* that they know the only way to get hold of work from Professor Hooper and Margaret Williams is to steal it off of other people’s websites.

Hell they even copied some of my writing this week word for word because they couldn’t write it themselves.

And I am sure that when Professor Hooper finds out that One Click material is now welded to his lecture and that the One Click group gets plenty of free advertising all the way through his lecture whilst he is talking on the DVD that I have here he will not be at all happy about this.

In closing, I have been in the Internet campaigning world for far longer than you have.

If I remember rightly you’ve only been around for a matter of months.

I know a heck of a lot of people and respect them all but I do not have the time of day for two offensive women who get some sort of sadistic kick out of serially attacking sick and disabled people with ME including friends of Professor Hooper himself as they have done over the last 6 months (in at least one case forcing a sick and disabled individual out of campaigning).

These women make factitious claims about representing the ME community but in my view shared by many others these women represent the sounds of their own voices and just a tiny number of people who probably stay on their little used yahoogroup for not a lot more than voyeuristic reasons.

But Kevin - you carry on plugging their material - that is your choice on your website.

However on this issue alone MEActionUK, the 25% Group, MERGE, the MEACH Trust, the Tymes Trust, MERSC and every other independent group or national charity I can think of including groups outside the UK like the Help ME Circle want nothing whatsoever to do with the views of One Click and that includes good friends of Margaret Williams and the Countess of Mar - Professor Malcolm Hooper being one of them.

As you did not ask me if it was alright to use my website address alongside that of One Click it was probably the case that you did not explicitly ask Professor Hooper if it was alright to include adverts for the One Click website and material from One Click on your DVD.

When are you going to get the message Kevin?

Thus far you do not seem to comprehend that there is no way you are going to get me and anyone I know to support One Click in any way shape or form b*ecause of their own actions towards people in the ME patient community* so perhaps you and One Click ought to do your own thing together - just your two groups supporting each other on each others websites.

If you have nothing to say that addresses these issues then please do not bother e-mailing me back.

It is obvious that you have your own view of the world and I have my view.

My view is shared by all those who have turned their backs on two nasty vindictive women and their almost wholly unsupported One Click outfit.

Have a nice day,

Stephen.

/*****************************************************************************************/

----- Original Message -----

From:
“skevin” 

To:
“Stephen Ralph” 

Cc:
“Malcolm Hooper”; “Jeff Brown” 

Sent:
Saturday, May 21, 2005 10:29 PM

Subject:
Re: Integrity, Activisim & Differences of Approach.

Dear Stephen,

This saddens me so much. As you forwarded my email to others and claim to represent Professor Hooper I feel I need to send this lot to him. He can judge and speak for himself.

I am not ‘trying to get you [or anyone else] to support One Click’. I am supplying information about the debate within the M.E. community. You have the right to ask me to engage in censorship but not demand it. I say again, my view in this is that people have to be treated as grown-ups and be permitted to read ALL of the lines as well as between them. You do not have the right to make defamatory assertions to others about my motives. If you have such mean things to say about me you should say them to me first.

For the record, the DVDs sent to Professor Hooper did all have the One Click web references - there was no deceit. You may feel censorship is a good thing, I do not. You may or may not have cause to criticise the attitude and actions of Angela Kennedy & Jane Bryant - that is your business. But might I suggest that you examine your own ‘attacks on M.E. sufferers’ (and this is not your first) in Norfolk. The tone of your writing below is arrogant. I am not perfect, but neither am I demanding that you do things my way. I have so little energy and I wish to direct it to pro-active campaigning, not this. I am very cross about all this.

Please, enough.

Kevin Short.

/*****************************************************************************************/

[From: Stephen Ralph

Date:
22 May 2005 12:55

To:
skevin

CC:
John Sayer; Malcolm Hooper; Jeff Brown

Subject:
Re: Integrity, Activism & Differences of Approach.]

Dear Kevin,

This also saddens me very much.

The fact that you are prepared to give free publicity and a DVD platform for the two women who run One Click who repeatedly abuse patients in the ME community is also quite shocking.

The fact that these women attack friends of Malcolm Hooper seems to mean nothing to you and I also find that very shocking.

These women are in my view the ME World equivalent to the BNP and I am aware that they are about to launch yet another wave of attacks on a genuine ME charity and ME patients.

These women who do not have ME and indeed are physically fit; blatantly see no problems at all in intimidating in private and terrorising in public sick and disabled people and quite often they do so by telling lies about their victims. The victims of course have no right of reply on the Texas based website where these allegations are made or on the yahoogroup for that matter.

Do you have any idea how hurtful and how damanging that is to the victims?

I never embarked on campaigning to give ANY credit to this sort of sick “campaigning” or to give a platform to the views of such people especially alongside a well respected Emeritus Professor and a practicing Christian.

If you approve of such behaviour then you are not welcome on MEActionUK.

If you approve of circulating the views of these people who think nothing of terrorising ME patients and plastering their lies on a USA based website to deliberately avoid English law then that is also your choice.

As far as I am concerned a line has been drawn amongst everyone I know; many of whom have now been targets and victims of One Click - all listed in the previous e-mail and there are now too many victims of One Click Terrorism for me to turn the other cheek any more.

I will not allow One Click to waste the bandwidth of MEActionUK or from my private website.

What ever you do is for your own conscience but I for one have a very very clear conscience.

And by the way, you are not the only one who is very ill - I am also very ill and this issue is yet again not doing my poor health any good.

So, if it is alright with you I will not be e-mailing you any more and I would be very gratetful if you would not e-mail me any more either.

Professor Hooper will be more than aware of the situation and I agree totally - it is for Professor Hooper to make any decisions.

Sincerely,

Stephen Ralph.

/*****************************************************************************************/

[From: skevin

Date:
22 May 2005 22:58

To:
Stephen Ralph

CC:
Malcolm Hooper; Jeff Brown; John Sayer

Subject:
Re: Integrity, Activism & Differences of Approach.]

Dear Stephen,

These are very serious accusations indeed and IF they were the truth, and the whole truth, I would be very concerned indeed. I do not know because I am simply too ill to keep up with such matters. Is it, I wonder, the case that One Click has been right to call to account some big name M.E. activists and this has put noses out of joint? Is it the case that they have done the right thing but in an unhelpful way? Is it the case that they really are just bad as you say?

Whatever the case, I do not want to receive such allegations about ANY M.E. activist without the allegations being copied to the person(s) concerned so that they have the right to defend themselves. This is the fair and decent thing to do and the best way of getting at the WHOLE truth. People have the right to know what’s being said and to reply and better to do it privately if possible. This is why I am generally against any form of censorship.

Stephen you previously allowed lies about me re Betty Dowsett’s approval and co-operation regarding a pro-forma MPs letter to be circulated on your yahoo list without even asking for my side of the story first - a simple courtesy to save blackening my integrity. [Not only do I have correspondence about such co-operation but when the lies hit the web I recorded Betty Dowsett’s messages about it left on my answerphone and have the tapes salted away - someone was telling lies but it was not me - where do you think the emphatic “enteroviruses are the ONLY cause” came from? ...Pure Dowsett, and me deferring to her - I wish I hadn’t because I agree with Malcolm Hooper’s assessment and It was virus-plus-organophosphates which ruined my health].

I regularly get unsolicited emails from ‘M.E. activists bitching about people - including about you. I just do not now want such stuff because if, as said, it is not copied to the person concerned then it is not on and it is better I direct my extremely limited spare energy to campaigning. I’m not whiter than white in all this and love gossip as much as anyone but it is all now way out of control within the M.E.  community and the psychs must be laughing their socks off at us all - talk about divide and rule...

All I want to do is get the info out and get justice for M.E. sufferers.  I may be naive and I may need to know more about One Click (with the proviso that they have the right to reply) but I object to being called deceitful - which is effectively what you have done more than once to me and I dread to think what you might have said to others about me. I was emphatically NOT using Professor Hooper’s talk as some underhand ploy.  As said before, one thing I will say about One Click is that they have never blackened me or been abusive to me.

Regarding the DVD, perhaps we should have sent the DVD/changes to Professor Hooper before it went out or changed the presentation to separate more clearly Professor Hooper’s talk from the additional information (it does however explicitly state that included documents do not necessarily represent the views of Professor Hooper). But as said, I have not been of the view that One Click should be censored (by me/MESN) and still think that they should not - so it was not an issue for me. I was not aware that Professor Hooper wanted us to do this - if indeed he did, we shall see, He did not object to the One Click web links in the first version and emailed me to say he hoped the DVD was doing well.

If you have evidence you think will show me that One Click is not working for the good of M.E. sufferers I will be willing to look at it, PROVIDED it is copied to One Click so that they give their side, and that emotive language like they are the “M.E. World equivalent to the BNP” is kept to a minimum. I’m not being self-righteous saying this. We all lose it a bit when we feel angry sometimes (perhaps we could all use some CBT on this one!!!) including me, but I think it would be better all round if all of us watched our words and attitude. Not easy when you’re exhausted is it? Patience takes an awful lot of energy.  In-fighting is such an own goal for us all and the whole damn lot of us could do with going to a joint conflict-resolution workshop. Maybe that’s the answer, perhaps someone could organise it post haste - we could all thrash out some core campaigning constitution - Canadian Criteria, no psych compromise etc - and then do some forgiving. I’m not joking.

Perhaps I need to hear more of your side of the story vis-a-vis One Click but, as said, It needs to be done with the knowledge of both sides - as does any situation where truth and justice is sought. I would like to say I’m all ears but think an information-overload set-back may result...

If you want to send me and One Click such info, as said, it would be better to agree to keep to private channels and not cause even more public discord on the web. For the record, I don’t know who you mean when you refer to “Malcolm Hooper’s friends”. Really,I have no idea who his friends are, I don’t know him that well.

I am so exhausted now my eyes are killing me, I’ve got to stop all this.

Kev.

/*****************************************************************************************/

/*[My above email of 22 May 2005 22:58 was returned by Stehen Ralph and 

marked ‘unopened’ - see below:]

*//*****************************************************************************************/

[From: Stephen Ralph

Date:
23 May 2005 13:32

To:
skevin

Subject:
Returned unopened


Attach: Re_Integrity, Activism & Differences of Approach..eml (41.2KB)]

This message has been returned to you unopened and it has not been read.

As stated in my previous e-mail I will not be entering into any further correspondence with you.

Any further correspondence from you will also be returned unopened and unread.

/*****************************************************************************************/

[From: Stephen Ralph

Date:
31 May 2005 12:15

To:
skevin

CC:
John Sayer; Jeff Brown

Subject:
SUPER HOOPER - DVD Available Worldwide...]

A pack of 25 Samsung branded blank disks cost less than £4 from PC 

World (16p per disk) and the same disks cost even less via mail order.

I know this because I went to PEC World and I have a spindle of 25 single layer Samsung disks right here for that price and I have seen them cheaper in Micro Mart.

Postage and packaging for the disk in a plastic wallet costs just £1.

So that makes £1.16p for the disk itself, postage and packaging.

That leaves £3.84p for a disk label, a little bit of ink, a cheap plastic case (79p and cheaper) and a piece of paper.

As I said before I will not be allowing promotion of your DVD on my group on the basis of your promotion of the One Click Group and your insistence that One Click material has to be included in any copying of your DVD.

Perhaps whilst I remember it you might like to address the issues raised in the e-mail below.

It appears to me that both disks mentioned have read errors on them as was the case for the disks that I initially received.

----- Original Message -----

From: 

To: 

Sent:
Saturday, May 28, 2005 5:19 PM

Subject:
regarding the Hooper DVD


/*[Third Party Message forwarded to me by Stephen Ralph has been removed 


to protect the third party.]*/

/*****************************************************************************************/

[From: skevin

Date:
01 June 2005 10:44

To:
Stephen Ralph

CC:
John sayer; Jeff Brown; Malcolm Hooper

Subject:
UNDERMINING NORFOLK ACTIVISM...]

Dear Stephen,

Next time you email me please would you, out of common politeness, have the courtesy to use a standard address like ‘Dear Kevin’ or ‘Dear Mr...’

I would also be grateful if you would consider ALL the facts before you cast aspersions about the integrity of my group and/or our members - as you clearly do below. To obtain the facts you could simply start by asking for them in a polite way, or simply read what John Sayer said about such matters previously. Let me reiterate: In production of the Professor Hooper DVD, M.E. Support Norfolk had to pay for: a commercial video company to burn the discs (they have only recently begun to be burned by one of our volunteers); travel expenses for Professor Hooper to come to Norwich; hall hire; camera/camerawoman hire; camera tapes and film editing costs; Powerpoint projector & screen hire; publicity costs etc - all of which ran into hundreds of pounds. Our group is still well out of pocket from the venture. We have given DVDs as a free gift to you and to some others, we have made the film/slides freely downloadable on the web, we have begged folk to make as many free copies as they can and to distribute them as freely as possible. To accuse us of profiteering from the DVD flies in the face of the facts and is an outrageous insult.

You continue to make petty claims about our lack of technical expertise and assume the superiority of your own. For the record: I am a university graduate, with technical qualifications in electronics engineering; our group technical advisor is a former head of an academic I.T. department with 27 years professional I.T. experience; our local film production company, computer companies and college film production departments all recommended the DVD-R format as being the most compatible low run disc on both PCs and TV-DVD players. It was made quite clear from the outset that the DVD was a -R format, not +R, and that those wanting the disc should check the compatibility of their DVD player prior to ordering. In spite of this, you have repeatedly complained that you could not get the DVD- to work in your DVD+ only drive. Of course you could not get it to work - pop it in your tape recorder, it will not work there either... Perhaps you ought to listen to what we say and examine the possibility that your own technical competence is not what you claim it is?

Any other infrequent problems with discs not playing is due to the technical state of the DVD industry and the fact that different disc-dyes/disc-readers sometimes have compatibility problems. The problem is not, I repeat again not, with the disc/film data per se - as you claim. The fact is that we have had very few problems reported and have been quick to resolve them - including sending replacement discs with different dyes where necessary and giving technical advice to those without basic technical literacy. ...What more can we possibly do? If you, as you claim, keep getting technical complaints about DVDs - though I cannot imagine why folk would contact you and not us direct - then just forward them to us and they will be dealt with. End of the matter.

You accuse us of using the DVD to promote the One Click Group. The truth is however, that we used the One Click Group (along with every other web activist site we could) to promote the DVD. We say that the film - including the Hooper questions which you omitted on your web copy - should be copied entirely. We believe these questions to be vital given the current setting up of abusive psycho-social UK M.E. treatment centres. On our web/disc documentation we do make it clear that the documents appendix is from us, not Professor Hooper and that these need not be copied along with the film. To separate them should not be beyond your claimed technical expertise. Our technical advisor would have been happy to show you how but given that you have now questioned his integrity re disc costs...

It was our right to choose to include additional information. One Click documents in the appendix are in the minority, most of the documents direct readers to your web URL, not One Click’s. We do not need your permission to enclose your URL as a reference as you claim we do. You do not seem to understand basic publishing rules on this - no author asks permission to include references/sources/URLs. When you undertake some pro-active “action” for M.E. you are entitled to do it your way, but just don’t assume that we should have done things the way you would like - to do so is pure arrogance. This is an M.E. Support Norfolk initiative, not a Stephen Ralph enterprise.

The Hooper film is an important campaigning tool & information source and vitally urgent given what is being directed against us by Wessely and the establishment. This tool/information should not be denied to M.E. sufferers and you know my views on censorship. I am fed up with the way you continue to undermine the pro-active self-defence efforts of the M.E. community in Norfolk. If it continues I suggest a better name for your web page would be “UNDERMINING M.E. ACTION UK”. The tone of your emails to our group speaks volumes. I personally do not now think that you deserve Professor Hooper’s epithet of “M.E. Hero”. If you do not stop attacking the efforts of our group I shall be forced to make sure that activists know why I am of this view. You have just upset and undermined someone in our group who is both ill themself and a carer of someone who is a severe M.E. sufferer. This has got to stop. You are doing precisely what you accuse One Click of doing.

I say again Stephen, let us concentrate our efforts upon Wessely etc, not upon inter-activist controversy.

Kevin.

[Further info on DVDs available at: *www.MEsupportNorfolk.org.uk *]

/***************************************************************************************

[My above email of 01 June 2005 10:44 was returned by Stephen Ralph and 

marked ‘Unread’ - see below:]

*/

[From: Stephen Ralph

Date:
01 June 2005 11:34

To:
skevin

Subject:
Returned Unread


Attach: UNDERMINING NORFOLK ACTIVISM....eml (20.2KB)]

This e-mail has been returned unread.

Your address has been placed on the blocked senders list.

Goodbye

/***************************************************************************************

[MESSAGE ENDS.]

*/

