




marily out of an "ethic of community" or "ethic of divini
ty" framework, they will likely experience these gay-affir
mative approaches as a mismatch of moral values-see
ing such approaches as actually hindering their ability to 
explore same-sex feelings within their own, fundamental
ly different evaluative framework. (p. 43) 

Since the publication of the JMFT series, the journal's edi
tor, Karen Wampler, Ph.D., has been under intense criti
cism from gay-rights groups and the Lesbian and Gay 
Caucus of the American Association for Marriage and 
Family Therapy, which publishes the journal. 

Even the journal's governing board appears to be leery of 
Wampler's decision to publish the article. The board is 
reported to be under pressure by the Association's influ
ential Lesbian and Gay Caucus to issue a statement that 
explicitly declares reparative therapies "unethical." 

All of this, says Rosik, saddens him; and he particuJarly 
expressed concern at the harsh treatment that the editor is 
experiencing. "My article was peer reviewed," Rosik told 

ARTH, "and was accepted by three of four JMFr review
ers." He added that "I hope therapists who want to hear 
diverse views on controversial subjects will make a point 
of supporting Wampler in her decis.ion." 

Reference to NARTH Deleted 
During Editorial Process 

Rosik added that pre-publication pressure apparently 
forced Wampler at the last minute to delete an appendix 
listing contact information for several organizations
including ARTH-which assist clients in the develop
ment of their heterosexuality. 

The last-minute duress under which this contact informa
tion was eliminated might be demonstrated by the fact 
that Rosik's own reference to the appendix was never 
removed from the body of the article, Rosik noted. 

This unwillingness of the journal to make readers aware of 
several change-affirming organizations stands in stark 
contrast to the fact that several gay-affirmative resources 
were featured in an October, 2000, special issue of the 
JMFT journal on therapy with gay, lesbian, and bisexual 
clients. 

A Call to Keep the Debate 
Civil and Respectful 

Rosik said he wants to make clear that he repudiates any 
religious incivility toward gay and lesbian people, and he 
insists that therapists who engage in reorientation thera
pies need to disclose potential risks of treatment. Over the 
years, he says, he has had occasion to interact with gay and 
lesbian colleagues whom he respects and with whom he 
has periodic contact. In his article, he urged supporters of 
reorientation therapy to avoid any demonization of gay
affirmative therapists and instead, to remember that they 
are sincere individuals who are simply acting from very 
different moral premises. 

Howeve1� many opponents of Rosik's views do not appear 
to be so charitable. "It was hard to recognize my article in 
some of the descriptions of it presented in the gay media," 
observed Rosik. "lt's unpleasant to wade through dis
agreement so steeped in ad hominem attacks, emotional 
appeals, and inferences of guilt by association. 

"I think such conduct is unbecoming," he added, "whether 
it is displayed by liberals or conservatives." 

Rosik encourages people to read the series of articles and 
make up their own minds about the honesty, fairness, and 
scholarly presentation of his perspective. Interested readers 
are invited to contact him at christopherrosik@linkcare.org. 
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Spitzer Study to be Published 

April 2003 

The October, 2003 issue of the Archives of Sexual Behavior will publish the controversial Spitzer study 
which was first announced at the annual conference of the American Psychiatric Association in 2000. 

Commentaries by NARTH members will also appear in that issue. 
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