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Why this 
conversation?

Conspiracy theorist, nobody is doing 

conversion therapy,

One side of mental health makes you jaded

Feel trapped – only one way

If there are alternatives, they can feel better

Resolution to suicidality is to find new 

conclusions that are not trapped



Mission for 
JONAH

JONAH's initial thrust, as reflected in the 

original meaning of its acronym (Jews 

Offering New alternatives to 

Homosexuality), was to work with those 

with unwanted same-sex attractions by 

providing the community with educational 

outreach services, including counseling 

referrals, for affected individuals and their 

families.



Lawsuit 
Introduction



Lawsuit 
Introduction



Several 
methods of 
therapy called 
‘conversion 
therapy’

Plaintiffs described some of the individual 

and group activities the JONAH-affiliated 

counselor, Alan Downing (Defendant) used 

in his therapy and labeled them ‘conversion 

therapy’.



Fraud Claims



Misrepresentations



Not seeking to prove 
SOCE in general 
cannot be effective



Claims of 
Harm



Plaintiffs seek recovery of 
original sums and later 
professional therapy costs



Court didn’t allow defense expert 
witnesses



JONAH 
Defense Expert 
Testimony 
Dismissed

1. A) Joseph Berger, MD

2. A) Christopher Doyle, M.A., L.C.P.C

3. A) Joseph Nicolosi, Ph. D

4. A) James E. Phelan, M.S.W. Ph. D

5. B) John Diggs Jr, M.D.

6. C) Rabbi Avrohom Stulberger



New Jersey 
Requirements 
for Evidence 
702

If scientific, technical, or other 

specialized knowledge will assist the 

trier of fact to understand the 

evidence or to determine a fact in 

issue, a witness qualified as an expert 

by knowledge, skill, experience, 

training, or education may testify 

thereto in the form of an opinion or 

otherwise.



New Jersey 
Requirements 
for Evidence 
703

The facts or data in the particular case 

upon which an expert bases an 

opinion or inference may be those 

perceived by or made known to the 

expert at or before the proceeding. If 

of a type reasonably relied upon by 

experts in the particular field in 

forming opinions or inferences upon 

the subject, the facts or data need not 

be admissible in evidence.”



A) Dr. Berger



A) Christopher 
Doyle*



A) Joseph 
Nicolosi



A) Dr. Phelan*



B) Dr. Diggs



C) Rabbi 
Avrohom
Stulberger



Dismissal 
Reason “A1.1”



Dismissal 
Reason “A1.2”



Dismissal 
Reason “A2.1”



Dismissal 
Reason “A2.2”



Additional 
Dismissal 
Reasons 
“A2.3”

• Having about opinions on the plaintiff's 
credibility

• Lack of actual expertise in area [approved 
beliefs] results in unacceptable methods 
that render conclusions unreliable

• Cannot testify as to the credibility of gay 
people in general

• Relying on studies but not assessing their 
validity [plaintiff doesn’t acknowledge 
validity of non-APA approved research]

• Opinions regarding efficacy of SOCE are 
inapplicable to the specific practices at 
issue in this case and should be excluded 
as irrelevant [be able to explain them?]



Dismissal 
Reason “A3”

Circle back and dismiss argument A2 

because A1 is fact and that trickles down



Dismissal 
Reason “A4”



Dismissal 
Reason “A4.1”



Dismissal 
Reason “A5”



Dismissal 
Reason “A6”



Ignored Rule 
104



General 
Acceptance 
makes it true



DSM IS LAW



DSM 
POLITICAL?



DSM 
POLITICAL?



Flat Earth



YES! DSM 
POLITICAL!

https://www.thisamericanlife.org/204/81-words



YES, APA 
REJECTS THE 
CREATOR.



Science is 
based on 
distress?



Take away 
from argument 
“A”

Science is settled and 
anyone that disagrees or 
wants to pursue studies 
outside of the officially 
recognized state opinion is 
denied access to truth 
claims (recognized 
research) or testimony. 
Any evidence to the 
contrary is considered 
‘proffering opinions’.


