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1. The Deoartment of Justice r1s · assessment distributed 
under cover o Ref A has been reviewed. In general, I find 
l 1ttle encouragement in the ·ust1ce comments, particularly as the 
qual1ty of add1tional behavioural science evidence to be 
subm1tted is not lil ely to const1tute a substant1al improvement 
o·;er materials already presented. In ar:y case I would like to 
comment on the OPPS 1 ssues conta 1 ned H'. the "Over a ·1 1 Cone 1 us ions" 
3ect1on of the paper and clar fy the tas·1ngs . 

2. Privacy. We are cant nu ing in our attempts to identify an 
appropr1ate expert witness on personal-space privacy. The 
following comments are offered on the spec 1fic points/task1ngs 
assoc1ated with this iss ue: 

a. The scientific defensibility of the CTF survey is 
currently being evaluated by an external reviewer, w1th 
a reply expected about mld-November· 

b. I'm not sure what is intended by the comment on the 
applicability of the American survey to the Canadian 
context. I don't think we should be distracted by 
cultural uniqueness arguments bearing on "Canadian 
identity" and other "distinct. society" issues. The 
point of citing the American research (which, 
incidenta11y, as publ1~hed in a refereed APA journal -
hence, scientif1cally reputable) was to demonstrate 

that, in North America at least, the CTF survey 
findings were not idiosyncratic but generalize to a 
larger populat1on. -No fur·ther commentary wi 11 be made 
on this point; 

c. As indicated at our most recent SOWG meeting, questions 
of "homosexual attraction". how such attraction would 
manifest itself in the m1litary. and the likely 
reactions of heterosexuals to homosexual advances 
(points c, d and e of sub-para 110-14), involve areas 
of human behaviour that are beyond the mandate and 
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exoert1se of the PSel Br- n01. PSOs re not tra1ned 1n 
cl 1n1cal psychologY. nor are they employed 1n ~he 
study/treatment of psychosexual behaviour or any other 
form of behav1 our wh1ch m1ght be loosely classified as 
"deviant" or "aonormal" (note, however, that 
homosexualit y iS no longer categorized in this way by 
the Amer1ca Psychological Association). What we can 
do, by way of llmited ass istance on these i ssues i s 
p r ovide a eummary of what maJ or authoritative sources 
(eg, Masters 3nd Johnson ) have to say about these areas 
of sexua l beha· -.our. if anything. For expert op1n1ons. 
however, you w1ll have to seek advice, possibly through 
DMTS, from a psych iatrist . a cli nical psycholog i st, or 
a special ist i n sexual be hav1our. A s1milar approach 
will be requ1red should you wish to use an expert 
witness ·n th1s area . Howe ve r, as our informa l 
contacts with clinical os ycho logists (identifled as 
experts o r homosexual i t y by the Ontario Psychological 
Associat ion) have shown. most accredited psycholog1sts 
are l1kely ~~ be unsympa thetic to any efforts which 
m1ght be construed as l1m1ting the r1ghts of any 
minor ~t:-. ·:~rouos . including homosexuals . Thl::3 pos1tion 
is base in part on the humanitarian pr1nciples of the 
profess io n. I n the particular case of homose x als, 
this pos t1on ; s also based on the failure of 
scientif ic research to demonstrate conc l us1 vely that 
homose xuals , as a group, sho~ a higher inc1dence of 
deviant behaviour than heterosexuals. To cla1m 
otherwise, or use the lim1ted available information 
selectivel y , would be unethical. 

d . As 1ndicated by the CTS survey findings, heterosexuals' 
reactions to homosexuals can be explained to a 
considerab l e e xtent· by the1r attitudes toward 
homosexua ls and by the1r react1ons to first-hand 
contact with homosexuals. ·e will elaborate further on 
this point i n a forthcoming summary paper: and 

e . I am opposed to conducting a "fresh" survey of CF 
members. The information gain would be negligible 
whereas the research effort required would be 
extraordinar 1ly high. In any case . arguments have 
recently been presented in our research summary on 
privacy issues wh1ch support the temporal stability of 
the 1986 findings . No action wil l be taken on this 
recommendation . 

3 . Cohesion and Morale . I agree with the conclusions of the 
Justice reviewer. Mater1al has not been subm1tted whlch would 
conclusively establish the necessary erosion of cohesion and 
morale as a result of a non-excl us i onary policy. Scientific 
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e ' 1 dence on th 1 s 1 ssue cannot be prov 1 de becc.=.use 1 t doe~ net 
e 1st . As exola1ned at length 1n Ref B. some ~1nds of so=1al 
research -1mply cannot be done. 

4. Recru it s and Cadets . The arguments concerning potent·a1 
negative effects on recru1ts and cadets again 1nvolve discuss1ons 
of sexual behaviour about which we are not qualified too fer 
exoert op1n1on . Th1s ;ssue also should be referred. through 
OMTS, to a psychiatr1st, clin1cal sychologist or exoert 1n 
pedophilia. 

5 . Leade rsh ip and Discipline . The best evidence we ha e on 
th1s 1ssue 1s from the CTF survey, soe=iflcally, the response~ to 
the questions on will1ngness to wo rk for a homosexual superv1sor. 
The Justice reply has accurately assessed the overall argumen as 
being based on possible (or, in their wo:-d. spec lati· e) 
outcomes . We will have little to a~d wh1ch m1ght reverse this 
op1n1on. L1kely reasons for gaps · n the sc1entif1c litera~ure or 
th s 1ssue were presented in Ref B - - ethical and other 
constrai nts on doing certain kinds of research involv1ng human 
subJects. 

6. As a genera 1 comment on the ri sl assessment, I must 
caut1on the SOWG against over-rel1ance on the available 
scientific evidence in defending the CF posit1on. On most i ssues 
of concern, the evidence is mixed or inconclus1ve, and what 
arguments can be assemb led must be based la rge ly on 
extrapolat io ns from attitudina l data or speculations from theory. 
s o that any behavioural sc1antist ser~ing as a w1tness would te 
obl1ged to admit as much if asked. Accord1ng to the Departme t 
of Justice this kind of evidence will probably not be good 
enough. Therefore, where actual behavioural data exists (eg. 
police reports or medical records), a special effor should be 
made to col late and eva luate this 1nformation. There i s a 
chance, or course, that such data ~1ll be equally tenuous as 
etidance in support of the CF pol1cy, 1n which case it might be 
advi sable to reconsider the intent and substance of the proposed 
policy . 
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