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	Martin Walker On Gibson And Short 

	Over a year ago, investigative writer Martin J. Walker wrote a most incisive piece about the Gibson ME/CFS 'inquiry' and what he so accurately predicted would come to pass. Walker has never been known to be wrong over these issues as a short perusal of his Skewed book that deals with ME/CFS so clearly illustrates.

Hanging on by a tainted thread, Gibson Group mouthpiece and 'inquiry' architect Kevin Short has been attempting to defend his dubious part in these proceedings by attempting to character assassinate those who have actually read this report in full and have reported accurately on its contents, such as John Sayer on Gibson. Short writes: "I do not think that we are likely to get as good a chance as this to influence parliament/the media for quite some time and that we should use it intelligently and constructively." 

Influence parliament and the media? The facts are these:

1. The influence deployed by this inquiry is that it has deliberately reinforced the contention that ME/CFS is a psychological problem. What this report has done to ME/CFS labelled children is unconscionable. There is not one single parent of any ME/CFS labelled child in the land who will be giving their child's doctor a copy of this report. What Gibson and his cronies have done to ME/CFS labelled patients in this report will be dealt with in The One Click Group Response - The Gibson Inquiry, line by damagingly line. 

2. The media rightly recognise that this report is a badly written unofficial opinion piece from a group of politicians who have decided that the best way to deal with this thing is to pass the buck and provide no practical actions and solutions whatsoever, but to suggest yet *another* inquiry whilst the whole issue gets bogged down in bureaucracy, precisely as intended. The media are story savvy. They know a non-event when they see one, precisely because the Gibson Report has been deliberately and politically structured to have no teeth of any kind whatsoever. See Gibson Inquiry News 2 that deals with Patient Manipulation prior to and during the publication of the Gibson Report, the media and how this report has been politically manipulated to be rendered toothless. 

Although Gibson is not Short's Member of Parliament, how all this business came about is down to the corrosive bond between these two men as previous members of the Socialist Workers Party. Quite how well this bond has panned out for ME/CFS labelled patients is devastatingly highlighted in the Gibson Report. Martin Walker's book Zero Risk delineates how previously radical groups have corrupted British science policy.

Ian Gibson MP recently shot to prominence in the national media in relation to his links with the Roche Pharmaceutical company and the Cancer United campaign. Elected Member of Parliament Gibson told the Channel 4 News Report that he had been conned and had no idea that this campaign was being bankrolled by the pharmaceutical giant. Really? If this is true, it is quite clear that the perspicacity and good judgement of this particular MP at the very least leaves a great deal to be desired. Gibson has now announced that he is to be involved in a cancer 'inquiry'. Is Gibson planning to involve the pharmaceutical companies in this one too, we ask? 

This particular shocker came hot on the heels of Gibson, Labour Member of Parliament for Norwich North, making the most astonishing and disgraceful attack on his constituents by maintaining that the rise in cases of diabetes in his Norfolk constituency could be the result of inbreeding. Challenged on whether local people would be offended by his views, the Labour MP replied: "Probably, but they are inbred." See Dr Ian Gibson MP Denounced in the national media. 

It is most unfortunate that we have this calibre of politician with his extensively documented links to the sinister government lobbying spin groups attempting to manipulate patients over the Gibson 'CFS/ME' 'inquiry'. 

We leave you now with the Martin Walker writings on this 'inquiry’ last November. Cassandra's Curse strikes again. 

The One Click Group

**********************************************

Extract from Realpolitik and ME by Martin J. Walker
8 November 2005

The ‘Independent’ Inquiry

The fourth strand of the strategy, which has emerged over the last six months, has exhibited itself in Dr Ian Gibson MP’s ‘Independent Inquiry’, which was set up to examine other than psychiatric causes of ME. 

The emergence of the ‘Independent‘ Inquiry manifests one of the greatest differences between the two lobbies involved in this ongoing battle being fought over ME sufferers. The philosophy of those who are asking for serious scientific biological research into the causes of ME, can be reported simply and without embellishment. For twenty years now, they have wanted no more than any other patient group in Britain: to raise the issue of, and the funding for scientific research into the cause and treatment of their condition. 

With respect to those who maintain that ME is first and foremost a psychiatric condition, their philosophy, its campaign and their strategies have been anything but straightforward. Baroque in its intrigue, infinite in its dissembling, practised like a card sharp in deceit, it has resembled nothing less than a psychological operation constructed by the CIA or some other secret policing instrument. The campaign has buried itself inside medical research like an engorged maggot; at every turn, new money comes to hand, more mercenary researchers rush to its aid. With each turn of the ratchet in its offensive, new sponsors from the corporate world emerge, new velvet gloves hiding iron fists, new words of reconciliation which conceal venom and forked tongues. 

Because the patient community is unable to adopt a cohesive political line, they get duped every time the psychiatric lobby hides its stick behind a large carrot. In the case of the phantom ‘Independent’ Inquiry, Dr Ian Gibson New Labour MP for Norwich North, approached Kevin Short and Professor Malcolm Hooper. After a discussion Gibson went to the nearest phone box and having changed into his familiar red and blue suit, flew out exclaiming; ‘It’s about time something was done, I will set up an Independent Inquiry’. Within days of Gibson’s offer, Short was energetically digging another hole for ME groups to bury themselves in. 

Neither Kevin Short nor Professor Hooper, or for that matter a number of others who quickly tendered evidence to what has turned out to be an entirely bogus offer, seem to have given Gibson’s offer a moment’s political reflection. It was as if the words ‘Independent Inquiry’ mesmerised the listeners and they immediately suspended their political judgement. ‘I’m an MP’, said Gibson, ‘trust me’. 

Had either Professor Hooper or Kevin Short reflected for a moment on Gibson and his offer, they would have found cause to be concerned. Before he became an MP, in 1997, Gibson was Dean of the School of Biological Sciences at the University of East Anglia (UEA). East Anglia was the base, until the mid nineties, of Fisons, the agricultural chemical company. Funding from the company helped shape research at the UEA, more so when Fisons was bought up by Rhone-Poulenc in 1996. In 1999, Rhone-Poulenc joined with Hoeschst Marion Roussel to form Aventis. UEA has had a funding input from all these companies and, in 2003, it was in the top twelve Universities receiving funds from the BBSRC, the bio-tech quango which dispenses massive funding – some of it from the coffers of the Sainsbury family. Gibson himself has declared funding received from Rhone-Poulenc for taking part in scientific meetings.

Up until last year, Gibson was the Chair of the All Party Science and Technology Committee (APSTC), the watchdog committee which oversees science policy in the Commons for the Science Ministry which is situated within the Department of Trade and Industry (Dti). The APSTC is funded in part by Astra Zeneca, the Dti and bioscience companies. 

Together with Dr Des Turner, Tony Wright and Dr Richard Taylor – also a member of the Associate Parliamentary Group on Health, set up by the pharmaceutical lobby group Networking for Industry – Gibson is a member of the All Party Group on Cancer, which is heavily funded by all the leading Big Pharma names, including Novartis, Pfizer Lilly and Merk. He is also a member of the All Party Group on Pesticides and Organophosphates, which, until they became more focussed on bio-engineering, were staple product of Fisons and Rhone-Poulenc.

Gibson is a leading member of the British Association for the Advancement of Science, now called simply the BA, which in the early nineties played a considerable role in promoting the ‘quackbusting’ Campaign Against Health Fraud. Gibson sits on the editorial committee of the BA’s magazine, Science and Public Affairs, the magazine is again a public arbiter of government science policy and Gibson shares his editorial role with personnel from the Royal Society of Spin, The Financial Times, the Parliamentary Office of Science and Technology (POST) – the science policy-making centre of government, and the Wellcome Trust.

Involvement in the higher echelons of corporate science and government has brought Gibson into contact with the new generation of science lobby groups. Sense About Science – funded by the ABPI and various chemical and pharmaceutical interests; The Institute of Ideas – funded by Pfizer and the Science Media Centre, also funded by the ABPI and a variety of powerful corporations. These lobby groups work in partnership with New Labour, POST and the Dti.

Although they profess a focus on science, these groups, are actually involved in corporate PR and spin. They are linked in North America to right-wing libertarian groups heavily involved in ‘quackbusting’, campaigning rabidly against alternative medicine, environmentalists and patient advocacy groups. In Britain, they have been involved, in partnership with the Royal Society and the Royal Institution, in pushing corporate interests in Genetically Modified crops and pharmaceuticals. In 2004, Science in Society, the magazine of the Institute of Science in Society, one of the most independent and radical science campaigning groups, informed its readers of the collusion between Professor Derek Burke a leading member of Sense About Science, and Dr Ian Gibson, in defending GM crops on the grounds that they were perfectly safe for human health.

This interest in corporate science is, of course, quite natural for a man who has been an academic scientist prior to entering the Commons. For ME sufferers, however, Gibson’s involvement with the various groups above must sound alarm bells. As I explained in Brave New World of Zero Risk, the lobby groups which are presently spinning news on behalf of corporate interests and New Labour are the joined up version of the quackbuster group HealthWatch (in fact, members and ex - members of HealthWatch actually write unattributed copy for members of these lobby groups). 

One of the prominent founding members of HealthWatch was Simon - now Professor - Wessely. Wessely is now a senior member of the Science Advisory Panel for the Science and Media Centre, a member of the US American Council on Science and Health advisory panel, a leading member of the R,RSA, an obscure group inside the Health Protection Agency, set up to spin all public health threats, and he is still deeply involved in the corporate manipulation of ME information. Yet another prominent member of this new generation of Lobby organisations is Michael Fitzpatrick, an East London GP who has written in purple prose about false beliefs held by people who claim that they have the physical symptoms of ME.

The fact that the ‘Independent Inquiry’ into the skewing of government policy on ME towards the psychiatric lobby, which Gibson promised, turns out to be neither an ‘Inquiry’ nor ‘Independent’, is par for the course. Before even the composition or the personnel of the Inquiry had been announced, the Independent Inquiry suddenly metamorphosed into a ‘Scientific Group on ME’ situated in the offices of Tony Wright MP, the last Chair of the Parliamentary group on ME.

So, after twenty years of getting by on a wing and a prayer, without the slightest evidence to support their bizarre belief that ME is a psychiatric condition, the psychiatric lobby has wised up. How much better it would be for the psychiatric lobby to colonise the area of physical scientific research into ME. Of course, there is a vast difference between gathering information about scientific research into ME – little of which has been done for obvious reasons – and supporting this same research. 

We have a good example of how the corporate science lobby groups deal with scientific research in the position that Dr Fitzpatrick and others have taken on Dr Andrew Wakefield’s research. There is only one genuinely scientific resolution to an argument within scientific research, that is, to independently replicate research and compare results. Instead of doing this, the ‘science lobby’, supported by government and pharmaceutical companies, used research reviews like the recent Cochrane Review, which compared studies focussed either on MMR or Autism, to discredit Wakefield. 

Inevitably, there has been precious little physical scientific investigation into ME, in Britain. The reason for this is obvious; all the money and the power is held by the psychiatric lobby the posturing of which, over ME suits the government and the corporations. Once again, with the declaration of an ‘Independent’ Inquiry, the ME community has been thrown into confusion by a honeymoon offer from their detractors. The singular lack of political analysis amongst some of the most prominent figures in the ME community, has yet again led these long-suffering individuals down another blind alley. 

The conflict between the psychiatric lobby and those who believe that ME has a physical aetiology is now intractably dominated by vested interests. The PRIME Project, the ‘Independent’ Inquiry and the network of clinics set up by the NHS, under the guidance of Professor Pinching, all constitute major advances by the psychiatric lobby. Unfortunately, after twenty years of denigration, many ME sufferers and their carers are still avoiding crucial political questions and failing to work autonomously towards what should be their two main objectives. 

The first, a political objective has to be the organisation of a far reaching independent and judicial investigation into the psychiatric lobby and, the second, more practical objective, the establishment of an ‘independent’ national research fund, which will be used to establish and conduct research entirely into the physical causes of ME by medical researchers unaligned to either corporate or psychiatric interests.

There comes a time in all political struggles when accepting the hand of friendship from a suspected or traditional enemy, or even entering into a dialogue with them is simply to commit Hara Kiri, in public without the honour. Until the ME ‘community’ has built a solid and cohesive movement opposed to the psychiatric and corporate lobbies, until they begin to close in on either of the two objectives above, it would appear wise for them to adopt the ‘precautionary principle’ and maintain a moratorium on listening to or consorting with anyone who comes bearing gifts or ‘Independent’ Inquiries. 

Martin J. Walker
8 November 2005

	Wed, December 6th, 2006. 11:38 am











THE ONE CLICK GROUP


� HYPERLINK "http://www.theoneclickgroup.co.uk" ��www.theoneclickgroup.co.uk�


Email  mail@theoneclickgroup.co.uk














THE ONE CLICK GROUP


� HYPERLINK "http://www.theoneclickgroup.co.uk" ��www.theoneclickgroup.co.uk�


Email  mail@theoneclickgroup.co.uk











