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AFFIDAVIT OF THEODORE R. SARBIN

(Sworn September 4-i , 1992)

I, THEODORE R. SARBIN, of the City of Carmel, in the

State of California, hereby MAKE OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS:

1. I am currently employed as a Research Psychologist for

the Defense Personnel Security Research Centre. I received my

doctorate in the field of psychology from Ohio State University in

1941. From 1949 to 1969 I taught psychology and criminology at the

University of California in Berkeley, California. I became a full

Professor of Psychology in 1956 and a full Professor of Psychology

and Criminology in 1966. I was the Chair for the Centre of Social

Science Theory at the University of California, Berkeley from 1957

to 1960 and a Vice-Chair of the Department of Psychology at the

same university from 1967 to 1968. In 1969 was called as a full

Professor of Psychology and Criminology at the University of

California, Santa Cruz. Since 1976 I have been a Professor

Emeritus of Psychology and Criminology at the same institution.

From 1979 to 1980 I was an Adjunct Research Professor with the

Department of National Security Affairs at the Naval Postgraduate

School. From 1982 to 1983 I was an Adjunct Professor of the

Department of Administrative Sciences at the Naval Post-graduate

School. During my career I have won 14 awards and fellowships.
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including a Fulbright Award to Oxford University and a Guggenheim

Fellowship. I have been on the Boards of Editors of several major

journals in the field of psychology and have published over 200

scholarly works in the fields of psychology and criminology.

Attached as Exhibit "A" to this my Affidavit is a true copy of my

Curriculum Vitae.

2. One of my sub-specialties in the field of psychology is

social psychology. Social psychology deals with human beings as

social organisms, examining and studying them as members of groups.

As a Social Psychologist I have developed an expertise in both

understanding and being able to evaluate how group attitudes are

formed and how they can be changed and in understanding and

evaluating how certain groups are viewed and treated within

society.

3. The Defense Personnel Security Research and Education

Centre was organized in 1986 with the mission to engage in research

that would improve personnel security. In 1987, Dr. Kenneth

Karols, a forensic psychiatrist (Captain in the Medical Corps of

the United States Navy detailed to the Centre) was charged by the

United States Defense Department with preparing a report on the

nexus between homosexuality and personnel security. After some

months of work. Dr. Karols enlisted my co-operation. By this time

Dr. Karols had expanded the focus of the study to include "military

suitability" as well as security. I became the senior researcher

on the project.

4. Our report was completed in December of 1988. When it

was submitted to the Pentagon it was rejected on the grounds that

we had extended our focus beyond our original mandate: to deal

with the nexus between homosexuality and personnel security. The

report was, therefore, never officially released. However, unknown

to me, a copy of the report fell into the hands of a Congressman

who in turn transmitted it to the press. It was eventually

published under the title Gays in Uniform.
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5. Now produced to me and marked as Exhibit "B" to this my

Affidavit is a true copy of the report prepared by Dr. Karols and

myself called "Non-conforming Sexual Orientation and Military

Suitability". I still accept this report and its conclusions. The

reason given by the Pentagon for rejecting the report was that it

was not responsive to the request that we focus on the nexus, if

any, between security and homosexuality. In my opinion, the report

was rejected because our conclusions did not support the

' exclusionary policy created and supported by professional

judgments.
fl
1 6. An important feature of the study that we prepared for

the United States Department of Defense was an historical analysis

of the four distinct constructions which have been placed on

homosexual conduct - sin, crime, sickness and minority group

, behaviour. This analysis was conducted with a view to assessing

which of these constructions was the most appropriate and rational

for the present historical period.

7. In conducting this analysis we reviewed current

scientific publications, legal studies, including task forces, and

social science literature. In my capacity as a Professor of

Psychology and Criminology and as a research psychologist, I have

continued to follow the literature having to do with homosexuals

and how they are viewed within society. I have to date seen

nothing which would cause me to reconsider the conclusions which I

formulated regarding this issue in the report which I prepared for

the Department of Defense and which is further described in this

Affidavit.
•»

8. Based on this analysis which Dr. Karols and I did with

respect to which is the most appropriate and rational construction

to use at the present time to view homosexual conduct, we concluded

that the only rational and appropriate way to view homosexuals in

contemporary society is through the minority group construction.
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For the reasons discussed below the other three ways of looking at

homosexuality are no longer tenable.

9. "Sin" is a religious concept. Religion is no longer the

primary vehicle for the applications of sanctions or social

controls. Furthermore, the military is not in the business of

enforcing religious precepts. Finally, homosexuality is no longer

considered a "sin" by many religious groups functioning within the

Judeo-Christian tradition.

10. The concept of homosexual conduct as a "crime" and

homosexuals as "criminals" is no longer applicable in many

jurisdictions, including Canada.

11. While the nineteenth century witnessed the social

construction of homosexual conduct as a sickness this is no longer

the case. In 1974 the diagnosis of homosexuality was deleted from

the Diagnostic Manual of the American Psychiatric Association. In

1975 the American Psychological Association passed a resolution

declaring that:

Homosexuality per se implies no impairment in judgment,
stability, reliability or general social or vocational
capabilities...The Association deplores all public and
private discrimination in such areas as employment,
housing, public accommodation and licensing...The
Association supports and urges the enactment of civil
rights legislation.. .that would offer citizens who engage
in homosexuality the same protection now guaranteed to
others on the basis of race, creed, colour, etc."

Substantially the same resolution was enacted by the American

Psychiatric Association in 1976.

12. The available data on the psychological functioning of
«•

persons identified as homosexuals lead to an unambiguous

conclusion: that the range of variation in personal adjustment is

no different from that of homosexuals. A review of fourteen major

studies gave no support to the hypothesis that same gender

orientation was a sickness. Employing various adjustment criteria,

the studies uncovered no correlations that would support a mental

illness construction.
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13. A study conducted by Kinsey and his associates, published

in 1948 indicated that potentially at least 10% of the adult

population consistently adopted non-conforming sexual roles (i.e.

homosexual behaviour). This recognition was instrumental in

r formulating a construction of same gender sexuality as a defining

property of a non-ethnic, non-racial minority group. Individuals

came together to support each other in their choice of lifestyle.

They comprised a group. They shared with other minority groups the

painful and often humiliating experiences of discrimination,

harassment, and rejection.
L

14. The model for conceptualizing homosexuals as a minority

group was provided first by ethnic and racial minorities, later by

non-ethnic minorities; women, the aged and physically disabled or

handicapped persons. Another development that encouraged the use
r

of the minority construction arose from the fact that studies were

emerging which demonstrated that homosexual men and women could

satisfactorily perform an infinite variety of occupational and

recreational roles. "Minority" in this context does not carry a

quantitative meaning. Women make up more than 50% of the

population, yet they meet the criteria of a minority group. The

most useful shorthand definition of a minority group is: people

who share the experience of being the objects of discrimination on

the basis of stereotypes, ethnocentric beliefs and prejudice held

by members of a non-minority group.

15. Prejudice against persons with a non-conforming sexual

orientation is like racial prejudice in that stereotypes are

created. Such stereotypes are often exaggerations of social types

that feature some unwanted conduct, style of speech, manner or

style that purportedly differs from the prototype of the majority.

Essentially, the personality of an individual identified as a

member of a minority group is construed not from his acts, but from

his suspected or actual membership in the minority group. Racial

and ethnic slurs help to maintain the partition between the 
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minority group and the majority. "Wops", "Guineas", "Japs",

"Spies", "Pollacks", "Sambos", and other pejoratives have only

recently been discouraged as terms to denote the social and moral

inferiority of selected minority groups. "Fag", "fairy", "queer",

"homo" and "pervert" serve similar functions for persons who want

to communicate that a homosexual is "inferior".

16. The argument has been made that homosexuality differs

from race and gender in that race and gender are benign visible

characteristics unrelated to behaviour while homosexuality is a

form of unwanted behaviour. A review of the treatment of

homosexuals within the military leads to the inference that it is

not the behaviour of the homosexual that has been the target of

prejudice. Homosexual behaviour, like heterosexual behaviour, is

generally carried out in private; the unwanted behaviour is not

observable. Thus, it has been the mere fact that the person is a

member or is suspected of being a member of the suspect group

(homosexuals) that has been sufficient to provoke a negative

employment consequence. This is consistent with the treatment

which has been received by other minority groups who have

experienced discrimination in the work place.

17. Two of the other conclusions reached by Dr. Karols and

myself as a result of all our research was that there was no

evidence that homosexuality was either related to security risk

violations or that sexual orientation affects an individual's

suitability for military service. Studies of homosexual veterans

make it clear that having a same-gender or an opposite-gender

orientation is unrelated to job performance in the same way as is

being left or right-handed. As early as 1957 it was noted in a

"Report of the Board Appointed to Prepare and Submit Recommen­

dations to the Secretary of the Navy for the Revision of Policies,

Procedures and Directives Dealing with Homosexuals" ("the

Crittenden Report") that:

"One concept that persists without physical supporting
data, but which cannot be disproved at this time because 
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of the absence of data, is the idea that homosexual
individuals and those who have indulged in homosexual
behaviour cannot acceptably serve in the military. As
has been mentioned above, there have been many known
instances of individuals who have served honourably and
well, despite being exclusively homosexual". (Page 5 of
the "Crittendon Report")

18. As part of our report, we recommended that it was time

for the United States Armed Forces to organize research efforts

directed toward facilitating the integration of gay men and

lesbians into the armed services.

At the time that we prepared our study we were aware of

the fact that the argument against including homosexuals in

military units is usually stated in terms of organizational

effectiveness, discipline, cohesion and morale. As stated by us in

our study the argument runs as follows:

"Military men and women, like many civilians, must be
able to work co-operatively to achieve organizational
objectives. The generally accepted wisdom is that in
battle or crisis situations, simple co-operation is not
enough. The soldier's morale and fighting efficiency
depends upon his knowing that other members of his unit
are dependable and will enact their roles according to
plan. As a result of the co-dependency fostered by
training requirements, space sharing, commensalism,
common goals, and mutual trust and respect, the
relationships among members of combat teams are like
those of primary groups. Informal covenants, rather than
orders, bond the members of the group. It has been
commonly assumed that the existence of deep seated
prejudice against homosexuals as a class would be a
barrier to the creation and development of attitudes that
would foster cohesive relations.■

20. We pointed out in our study that the intensity of

prejudice against homosexuals may be of the same order as the

prejudice against Blacks in 1948 when the United States Military

was ordered to integrate by President Truman. At that time the

order to integrate blacks was first met with stout resistance by

traditionalists in the military establishment. Dire consequences

were predicted for maintaining discipline, building group morale,

and achieving military organizational goals. None of these

predictions of doom has come true. Social science specialists

helped design programs for combating racial discrimination, so that 
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now the United States Military Services are leaders in providing

equal opportunity for Black men and women. It was our opinion that

it would be wise to consider applying the experience of the past 50

years to the integration of homosexuals.

21. In 1942 the Chairman of the General Board in the United

States wrote to the Secretary of the Navy as follows:

"Men on board ship live in particularly close
association; in their messes, one man sits beside
another; their hammocks or bunks are close together; in
their common tasks they work side by side, and in their
particular tasks such as those of a guns crew, they form
a closely knit highly co-ordinated team. How many white
men would choose, of their own accord, that their closest
associates in sleeping quarters, at mess, and in the guns
crew should be of another race? How many would accept
such conditions, if required to do so, without resentment
and just as a matter of course? The General Board
believes that the answer is "few, if any" and further
believes that if the issue were forced, their would be a
lowering of contentment, teamwork and discipline in the
service."

This argument is the same as the argument being currently advanced

against integrating gay men and lesbians into the Armed Forces.

22. In my capacity as a Professor of Psychology and

Criminology and as a research psychologist, I have continued to

follow the literature having to do with gay men and lesbians and

their integration within the military. I have to date seen nothing

which would cause me to reconsider the conclusions which I reached

regarding this issue and which conclusions are set out in the

report attached as Exhibit "B" to this my Affidavit.

23. In June of 1992 the United States General Accounting

Office, National Security and International Affairs Division, was

asked to review the Department of Defense's policy of excluding

homosexuals from serving in the Armed Forces. The United States

General Accounting Office is an independent arm of Congress. It

will respond to Congressional requests to conduct research and

studies. In conducting such research and doing such studies its

conclusions will in no way be dictated by the agenda of those

Congressmen or Congresswomen who make the requests.
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24. I have read the report prepared by the General Accounting

Office respecting the Department of Defense's policy on

homosexuality. Evaluating such reports is within my field of

expertise. In my opinion this report is competently done and I

accept its conclusions as correct. In fact, its conclusions

confirm the conclusions that Dr. Karols and I reached in 1988.

Attached as Exhibit "C" to this my Affidavit is a true copy of the

said Report.

I 25. I have also reviewed the report prepared by Colonel

I" William Darryl Henderson entitled "The Impact of Cohesion on the

Combat Performance of Military Units" and the report prepared by

Dr. Peter Suedfeld entitled "Privacy in the Person-Environment

Transactions Implications of the Psychological Literature".

Evaluating both of these reports is also within my field of

expertise.

26. The thrust of the report prepared by Colonel Henderson is

that "cohesion" is a necessary condition for fighting and winning

wars. Colonel Henderson cites abstract notions about the

conditions that influence cohesion. In my opinion, his citing the

failure of the Wehrmacht in World War II and of United States

troops in Viet Nam as due to lack of cohesion lacks credibility in

the light of his claims that cohesion is a product of small group

interactions. In fact, he cites as the ultimate effect of cohesion

the psychological state of the warrior under conditions where one

comrade is on his right and one on his left. The purported

breakdown of the primary group character of the small band of

warriors is not convincing evidence for the surrender of Wehrmacht

battalions or of the failure of United States policy in Viet Nam.

Colonel Henderson recognizes that cohesive units may engage in acts

that are counterproductive to the aims of the leaders or policy

makers. For example, a cohesive three man team may set out to

"frag" an officer. However, Colonel Henderson's logic is flawed

when he uses loss of cohesion as the explanation for the failure of

the United States war machine in Viet Nam. By his own definition, 
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cohesion is a psychological property of small groups, not whole 

armies.

27. Nowhere in Colonel Henderson's report does Colonel

Henderson state that cohesion could not be achieved if homosexuals

were allowed to serve in the Armed Forces. In my opinion, the fact

that he does not mention it would indicate that he has not

considered the possible effects on cohesion of including

homosexuals in military units, or he does not consider sexual

orientation as an important element in the maintenance of cohesion.

28. However, on the assumption that Colonel Henderson does

believe that cohesion could not be achieved if gay men and lesbians

were allowed to serve in the Armed Forces I have the following

comments to make.

29. Colonel Henderson states that in his opinion to create a

cohesive unit the following is required: common background

characteristics such as race, religion, geographical region,

education, etc. What is not mentioned are that military units in

democratic nations draw upon men and women from all races,

religions, geographical regions, etc. Cohesion is achieved in

spite of differences in these attributes. As indicated previously,

in the United States, prior to the Presidential order to integrate

the Armed Forces, professional military judgment argued that

cohesion was not possible if units contained members of different

races. The experience of the military over the past five decades

demonstrates that the judgment was founded on stereotypes, not on

the adaptive qualities of members of the military services and

their leaders. ’ *

30. Colonel Henderson cites many classic works on warfare and

military sociology. 1 Two programs of research are not mentioned,

probably because they were not conducted with military purposes in

mind. One program is related to racial integration. Two of the

leading researchers on racial integration are Professor S.W. Cook

of the University of Colorado at Boulder and Professor T. Pettigrew
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of the University of California at Santa Cruz. The thrust of their

work, carried out over a period of 30 years, is that "contact"

(having opportunities to interact with a minority group member as

a person) reduces stereotyping and prejudice. The other line of

research was carried out by Professor M. Sherif of the University

of Illinois (and his associates). They demonstrated the breakdown

of prejudice in situations of group conflict where members of

groups holding different beliefs were required to pursue common

goals.
i

31. Colonel Henderson does claim that officers have an

important role to play in encouraging cohesion. One implication of

this claim is that officers can include in their leadership roles
•-

the transmission of social policy, for example, the canon of

equality for men and women who are members of minority groups:

■ Blacks, Asians, Jews, Muslims, homosexuals, etc.

32. In the section on "Expert Power" (page 25) of Colonel

L Henderson's report the following sentence appears:

"Leaders of front line units must be viewed as "men of
steel" professionally equal to meeting the task demanded
by the situation."

The chosen metaphor "men of steel" is antithetical to the

stereotype of the homosexual as a feminized male, a stereotype that

equates all gay men with the occasional feminized male.

33. In the final section of Colonel Henderson's report

entitled "Consensus on Values" Colonel Henderson seems to be making

the point that cohesion in the small military unit and cohesion at

the national level are somehow interrelated. On page 28 of his

report Colonel Henderson make the following statement:

"Strong agreement on personal mores and rules of
behaviour...contributes to national unity."

The implication of this statement is that in his opinion what is

desirable is a monolithic society. Such a message is inappropriate
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in a document that purports to be an objective appraisal of a

military attribute.

34. Colonel Henderson appears to be a person with a broad

background and experience in military affairs. In spite of this he

reports no systematic studies or even anecdotes to support the

contention that the inclusion of gay men and lesbians would impai r

the functions of the military services.

r

35. Dr. Suedfeld's paper also contains no suggestion or

findings which would in any way indicate that the presence of gay

men and lesbians in military units would violate privacy rights.

p In my opinion, if this were Dr. Suedfeld's position his report

would have been an appropriate vehicle for expressing his opinion.

However, if it is his opinion that the presence of gay men and

lesbians in military units would violate privacy rights I have the

following comments to make.

36. The thrust of Dr. Suedfeld's report is that lack of

privacy or violation of privacy may lead to stress and that stress

'is bad. Stress may lead to dysfunctional conduct, illness and even

death.

37. The reality is that being in the military is stressful.

The "stress" of sharing sleeping quarters or sanitary quarters or

washrooms with persons of different sexual orientation is hardly of

the magnitude of sensory deprivation, climbing Mount Everest or

facing the enemy in hand to hand combat.

38. The use of Selye's general adaptation syndrome in Dr.

Suedfeld's report is 'not applicable to the presumed stress of

sharing shower facilities with a stranger of unknown or different

sexual orientation. Selye was concerned with the biology of

stress, for example, the effects of microbial invasion or physical

fatigue on the physiology of the body. Selye's notion of

adaptation was the mechanical response of organic tissues to

unusual demands. This is not the same thing as the purported 
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psychological stress experienced when a man or woman feels

uncomfortable in the presence of a stranger, whether the stranger

be a member of an alien culture or from a minority group. What is

missed in the use of Selye's model in Dr. Suedfeld's report is the

adaptational attributes of human beings to psychological stress.

39. Dr. Suedfeld cites the work of Lazarus on the negative

effects of psychological stressors on behaviour. However, he does

not report Lazarus' central contribution to the study of stress,

namely, that the effects of stress are reduced or eliminated under

conditions of cognitive reappraisal.

40. The following is an example of cognitive reappraisal. A

person regards a certain benign stimulus as dangerous, for example,

a harmless snake. If placed in close proximity, he or she will

show signs of stress, a condition mediated by the belief that

snakes are harmful. The belief can be changed through re­

education, modelling, peer pressure, and other learning devices.

With the change in belief comes the reduction or elimination of

stress. What this would indicate is that the integration of gay

men and lesbians into the Armed Forces can be achieved through

educational and organizational programs designed to eliminate

negative stereotypes associated with gay men and lesbians.

41. The final section of Dr. Suedfeld's report directs

attention to the fact that leadership and social interventions can

play a role in interpreting privacy needs and in reducing the

presumed stress that may occur when privacy needs are not honoured.

Thus, stress can be reduced through appropriate organizational

practises. ‘*

42. I have familiarized myself with literature and research

produced in Canada concerning the integration of gay men and

lesbians into the Armed Forces. As a social psychologist I have

also familiarized myself with literature and studies concerning

Canadian society and group interactions within that society. In my

opinion, there are many similarities between Canadian and American 
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society on these issues. In my opinion, the results of American

studies and research can be applied fairly to Canada.

43. The opinions expressed in this Affidavit are my own and

should not be construed as reflecting the position of any United

States government agency.

THEODORE R. SARBIN

On this day of 2.

in the year one thousand nine hundred and ninety-two, before me,

ft, a Notary Public, State of Califomia.

personally appeared THEODORE R. SARBIN, personally known to me (or

proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence) to be the

person whose name is subscribed to this instrument, and

acknowledged that he executed it.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set my hand and

affixed my official seal in the 

County of on the date written above.

iiS

I
E

HMiminTmrwnminkUMuuwjmuwRimfflwwMun
xSRjx OFFICIAL SEAL

CHARISSA D. SOPOAGA
NO I ARY PUBLIC-CAUHMNIA

MONTEREY COUNTY

My Commission Expires April 17, 1995 My commission expires.

Notary Public, State/pf California
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THIS IS EXHIBIT "A" referred to in the
Affidavit of Theodore R. Sarbin, sworn
before me this^2/ day of September, 1992.

n -----
( Notary Public, State of C^lifdtnia

r U
l. Theodore R. Sarbin

Adlai E. Stevenson College Heme address:
University of California 25515 Hatton Road
Santa Cruz, CA. 95064 Cannel, CA. 93923

, Date and place of birth: 8 May 1911, Cleveland Ohio

' Education:

r A. B., cum laude, Ohio State University, 1936
M. A., Western Reserve University, 1937
Ph. D., Ohio State University, 1941

} Fellowships, Honors, Awards

1935-36 University Fellow in Psychology, Ohio State University

' 1941-43 Postdoctoral Research Training Fellow, Social Science
Research Council

1957-58 Fellow, Center for Social Science Theory, University of
California, Berkeley

1961-62 Senior Fulbright Award, Oxford University

1965-66 Fellow, John Simon Guggenheim Memorial Foundation

1968-69  Fellow, Center for Advanced Studies, Wesleyan University

1971 Clement Staff Essay Award, Psychoanalytic Review

1971-72  Faculty Research Lecturer, University of California,
Santa Cruz

1975 Fellow, Center for the Humanities, Wesleyan University

1977-78 President, Division 30, American Psychological Association

1978 Morton Prince Award, The Society for Clinical and
Experimental Hypnosis and the American Board of
Psychological Hypnosis

1979 Fellow, Center for the Humanities, Wesleyan University

1980 Society of Clinical and Experimental Hypnosis Award for
Best Theoretical Paper published in 1979

1984 International Society for Professional Hypnosis Golden
Pendulum Award for Outstanding Publication in the Field
of Hypnosis
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Employment

1938-39 Administrative Fellow, University of Minnesota

1939-41 Counselor, University of Minnesota 

1943-44 Supervising Psychologist, State of Illinois

1943-44 Adjunct Faculty, Northwestern University

1944-49 Independent Practice

1947-49 Clinical Psychologist, Veterans Administration

1949-69 University of California, Berkeley: 1949-50 Lecturer;
1950-51 Assistant Professor; 1951-56 Associate Professor
1956-69 Professor of Psychology; 1966-69 Professor of
Psychology and Criminology.

1957-60 University of California, Berkeley: Chair, Center for
Social Science Theory

1960-65 University of California, Berkeley: Vice-Chair,
Department of Psychology

1965 Director, National Science Foundation Sumner Institute
for College Teachers

1967-68 University of California, Berkeley: Vice-Chair,
Department of Psychology

1969-76  University of California, Santa Cruz: Professor of
Psychology and Criminology

1970-73  Chair, Board of Studies in Psychology, University of
California, Santa Cruz

1976- University of California, Santa Cruz: Professor Bneritus
of Psychology and Criminology [recalled]

1979-80 Adjunct Research Professor, Department of National
Security Affairs, Naval Postgraduate School

1980-81 Faculty Assistant to the Academic Vice Chancellor,
University of California, Santa Cruz

1982-83 Adjunct Professor, Department of Administrative Sciences
Naval Postgraduate School

1987- Research Psychologist, Defense Personnel Security
Research and Education Center



Professional and Editorial Assignments

1
I 1951-75 Consultant, Veterans Administration

1

1951-53 Consultant, Comnittee on Social Behavior, Social Science
Research Council

i

1953-63 Consultant, American Institutes for Research

f 1955-67 Consultant, California Youth Authority '

r

f

1958-63 Consulting Editor, Sociometry

1964-68 Executive Council, Society for the Psychological Study of
Social Issues

1965-67 Consultant, California Department of Mental Hygiene

1965-68 Consultant, San Mateo Department of Public Health

1965-78 Advisory Editor, Holt, Rinehart, & Winston

1966-68 Consultant, Letterman General Hospital, U. S. Army 

1969-77 Consultant, Community Psychology Monographs

1970-77 Consultant, Conmunity Mental Health Center of Montery
County

1971-75  Council of Representatives, American Psychological
Association

1972-85  Consulting Editor, Behaviorism

1972- Board of Editors, Psychological Record

1973- Consultant, Clinical Psychology Service, Et. Ord., 0. S.
Army

1973-78  Delegate of the American Psychological Association to the
American Council of Learned Societies

1975-80 Board of Consulting Editors, Journal of Abnormal
Psychology

1977-82 Board of Consulting Editors, American Journal of
Cormunity Psychology

1977- Board of Editors, Journal of Mental Imagery

1978-84 Board of Directors, Hospice of the Monterey Peninsula
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