Translation of an article published in
"PRESERT", 22 februvary 1990

AFTER THE INTERRS AND CLINIC HEADS
THE COUNCIL OF THE ORDER OF HEALERS DEFIBS CLAUDE EVIN

In 1984, according to IFOP (a public opinion Ipstitute), 8 milllon of people
admitted having consulted a healer. Notes Philippe Gouezh, presldent of the

Council of the Oxder of Healexs, who defled the Hipistexr of Health, Claude
Evin:

-Due to the rapid evolutlon of the public in this area, this figure bas
assuredly doubled today-

The Council of the Order of the Healers wants the government to grant official
recognition and 8ocial Security coverage for certain types of coosultat:on.
Council President Philippe Gouexh i3 among those men whose name is mentioned
in all Buropean capitals. He has three offices in Brittany... bat travels morc
than 150 000 km per year, from Paris to Zurich and Londoo to Marscllles.

In his open letter to Claude Evin, Philippe Gouerh writes: "Stop judging or
basing your opinion on prejudice without having opened the £ile of <the
accusation. Test us. Give us the possibility to proove that our tberapemtical
possibilities are reasl. If necessary, allow us to wake fools of ourselves, 1£
iodeed it is only £abulation. Rehabilitate the truly "oldest trade in the
world®. Reintegrate us fully intc the human community.

We believed that it 1Is of interest to pursue this matter witb Philippe
Gouezh.

A.S.
PHILIPPE GOUEZH : “GET OUT OF TBE PRESEXZ LEGIBLATIVE EMPTINESS®
-Philippe Gocexh,why did you write to the Hinister of Health, Claude Evin?

I want to accuse the State, or at least make It face Iits responsibilities
towards the professional domain that I represent and towards the wmillions of
people we are bound to manage therefore.

— But after having refused to listen thc demands of the intezrns will Claude
Bvin take seriously healers whose concerns risk to appear of minor importance
even among public opinion 7?7

I think, precisely through my own actlon, to stress the 1intexest on the
healer's practice which represents a sector £ar to much shrouded 1in a toggy
unrepressed imagination, In a very undesexved discredit and alco in the
darkness of a complets leglslative emptiness.

Therefore, besldes our constant aspiration of obtaining =z wodern and realistic
legislative frawme regarding the healers themselves our essentlal current goal
consists in demanding in behalf of our patients as it cxists in many advanced
countries, the refunding of the amounts the are compelled to Invest in crder
to be relieved of the troubles for which the healer's proficiency is at least
unquestionable.

~ You tbus belong to those who practise "soft medicine®...

Mot at all. Pirst of all in =y own scope the alledged “soft medical
pratitioners® practice counstitutes in fact nothing buot a real +therapeuttical
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activity, which is completly different of the processing way of a true genuibnc
healer. Moreover, in my opinion such tberapeutical domatn appears to be
zometimes exactly as "unsoft® as the offlcial therapeutics, whatever could be
towards it possible sympathetic feelings of wy part. Be that as 1t may these
practloners already have been gathered themselves together lInside of varlous
COrporatist organisations whose avowed purpose, opposite of ours, is the
repealling of current restrictive medlcal reglementation.

~ What are you then demanding ?

We strongly demand a legal framework in order to requlate and to defline oor
practice field. Foxr ouar part we are not demanding apy sort of easing or
Trpealing of any reglementation since our very existence ls presently nothing
but a pure non-quoted one regarding french law. As a matter of fact due to ocur
utter dlfference betweeo our true care-field and the therapeuvutical cne we tend
to be plaioly unconcerped witb the 11legal practice of asdicine rules.

— Among others, Germany, Swltzerland, Autria have already granted their own

healers what you demand from tbe freoch state. Are you aiming the european
parliement or what 2

It 13 nothiog but absurd that fraonce can be as under—developed and as otf basc
In such an issue. Particularly when health concerns surge nowadays out of an
extremly threatening conjuncture. Whereas modern countries’ constitution grant
for their «cltizens the Eull cholce of therapeutical methods by which they
Intend to be cured, such rights and possibilities being obviously essential
ones, france discredits utterly her alledged reputation of civilized coantry
in pexrsisting in such a sheer disgrace and in taking our many million of
yearly consultants as simpleminded or backward cnes. Bspecially when it
appears that thes most advanced occidental countries are the very ones who have
already set up the most relevant legislative frameworks in such a domain.

- Aren’t somewhat costful the visits to a practioner llke you ?

Just as didactic evaluation one should A compare our global true cost with that
of sole psychotropic -drugs. W!thou{ any sort of curating power these
substances show in return tremendous narcotic alsoc addictive effects and due
to such effects they are relevantly quoted as genuioe narcotics whatsoever.
Hevertheless their extreme populariration and thelr gross disguisement as
oedicine turn them into the most dangerouns npeurotoxics ever concelved. Io
attempt to counterbalance their ntter anti-natural life-style and to escape
from such an nevrotic and distressing overcivilized eovironment the people,
and among them vexy particularly the elderly ones, seek refuge in an dismaylng
overconsumtion of these dreadful substances in reachiong and even ~-with or
without any wmedical aproval- In oversteplng the very level of true
toxicomapia. Just to mention tranguilizers and anti-depressants (2 small part
cf psychotropic substances), the cost was 1.450.000 french francs for the
first group and 836.210.000 french francs for the second (Dictionnalre des
Hédicaments, Dr. Jean Thulller, 1985). And when wee are awara of terrlble
pathogepnic side-effects apd after-effects of such narcotics we just can be
appalled in evaluating the true cost of what appears to be, ln polpnt of fact,
nothing but the free access to narcotics for millions of miscellaneous drug
addicts to the prejudice of hale perscns who are ccmpelled to pay such an
outrageous national health service care-taking.

Seing that, perhaps 1iIsn’t it all that fanciful 3o f{dea to demand as soon as
pesslble a study oo the advantages (economic amoog others) which our
integratioo into a renewed and enlarged health system should entall. It would
be extremly lostroctive aod beneficial to investigate the true cost of 2
possible reimbursement of our patlents’ consultation fses compared with the
polntless and boundlese collective waste of official and private health
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