
An Open Letter to the CAMFT Board of Directors

We are writing to urge CAMFT to speak publicly as an organization in support of same-sex marriage. To date, CAMFT has remained silent on this issue where other mental health professional organizations have not. We insist that the time has come for CAMFT to reverse its policy of non-involvement, and to lend its authority to the fight to reinstate equal marriage rights for all Californians.

Professional organizations have taken a stand, and it has made a difference.
On May 15, 2008, the California Supreme Court struck down the state’s ban on same-sex marriage. Of the 45 amicus briefs submitted to support this decision, the court cited only one directly - that filed by the American Psychological Association as lead amicus, with other mental health organizations signing on, including:

· American Psychological Association (APA)
· California Psychological Association (CPA)
· American Psychiatric Association
· National Association of Social Workers (NASW)
· California chapter of the National Association of Social Workers (CA-NASW)
We regard this as powerful evidence of the significant influence that organizations like CAMFT can wield regarding legal decisions concerning mental health and relationships. However, CAMFT -- an organization of professionals concerned explicitly with mental health as it relates to relationships and marriage -- declined to take a position.

Six months later, on November 4, 2008, Californians voted to pass Proposition 8, rescinding the right of gay and lesbian citizens to legally marry.  Prior to this election, numerous organizations representing mental health professionals, including NASW and APA, made public statements in opposition to Proposition 8.  

CAMFT remained silent.

CAMFT has taken a position of silence, and this is problematic.
Despite clear evidence of the value of speaking out as an organization, CAMFT has pursued a policy of silence on the issue of same-sex marriage. 

Prior to the November election, CAMFT members made numerous entreaties via email asking CAMFT to publicly oppose Prop 8. In more than one case, CAMFT’s Executive Director Mary Riemersma responded to these requests with the following:

“The Board does not take positions just because other organizations take positions. The Board does not take positions on marriage. The Board does not take positions on families ....And, while I personally share your feelings on Proposition 8, the CAMFT Board will not meet again until January.”

Our concerns with this response are numerous. First, that the pressing and momentous nature of this civil rights issue, located squarely in the domain of MFTs’ interest and expertise, did not merit an unscheduled meeting of the Board reflects poorly on CAMFT’s membership.

Second, that the heartfelt wishes of the membership were so summarily dismissed raises serious questions about CAMFT’s commitment to advocacy for members’ stated interests.

Finally, it is essential to acknowledge that a vast number of MFTs’ clients stood to be adversely affected by Prop 8’s passage. That CAMFT did not question its policy to “not take positions on marriage” points to serious limitations of the scope of CAMFT’s activities. 

Not taking a position while many of us and our clients are having rights stripped is taking a position.

CAMFT has an ethical responsibility to its members and their clients.
If we as MFTs are to lay claim as the authorities on marriage and relationships, we have a responsibility to speak out in support of same-sex marriage and against the injustice of Proposition 8. Further, we believe that we should do that with one voice, and CAMFT should be the rightful representative of that voice.

As MFTs, we know the destructive and painful effects of homophobic stigma and discriminatory practices. We see firsthand the pain that same-sex couples suffer, and we are required by our ethical code to mitigate that suffering. We demand that the professional organization that represents us adheres to that same standard. We expect CAMFT to use its collective influence to promote compassionate social policy as energetically as it promotes the advancement of MFTs as profession. 

It is not too late to take meaningful action.
As legal efforts are being made to overturn Prop 8, we insist that CAMFT take steps to contribute meaningfully to that initiative. 

Given CAMFT’s proven ability to influence legislation and social policy, we call upon CAMFT to do the following:

· Articulate a formal position in favor of marriage rights for same-sex couples at the meeting of the Board of Directors on January 9-11, 2009;
· Publicly express support for legal efforts to overturn Proposition 8;
· File an amicus brief with the California Supreme Court to support these legal efforts;
· Address the membership on CAMFT’s future intentions regarding this issue.
It is critical that CAMFT fully and adequately address these issues. Should CAMFT fail to do so, we will be left to conclude that CAMFT is unwilling or unable to pursue change, and that it intends to adhere to an excessively narrow, and in our view unethical, understanding of its mission. 

If this becomes the case, we will have no choice but to withdraw our support for the organization and terminate our memberships with CAMFT.

We appreciate your careful consideration of this very important issue and await your response.

Sincerely,

Larchmont Associates: Larry Zucker, Margery Shelton, Ralph Bruneau, Lyra Barrera, Robert Santos


