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Rep. Martin: Here is the transcript of the first 3 witnesses for the hearing 
on HI 500, Jan. 21st, 1982. I had a little trotfcle in a few places on exact 
wording, but hope this will serve your purpose. If you have any questions, 
please let rr know.



TRANSCRIPTION OF TAPE # 5, Conmittee meeting on HB 500. Meter reading 0000 - 563. 
Rpp. Martin:
2Tst of January, for the records, present at the comnittfee of House H.E.S.S 
Rep. Sally Smith, Rep. Hugh Malone, Rep. Betty Cato. , and myself, Chairman 
for the day, Rep. Terry Martin. Today's hearing will be limited to HB 500, 
the limiting the State’s money to pay for abortions. I'd like to begin with 
testimonies by Representatives of the Alaska Dept, of Health and Social Services 
and then iranediately followed by Judge Thomas Stewart. Mr. Rod Bet * T / and 
Mr. Rich Robertson:

lnfonmrion of tlie people here we have had extensive hearing, a very long 
day in Anchorage, during the interim, about 12 hours and we had quite a bit of 
testimonies on various side and points of view on this issue, so we wanted to 
give out people from Southeast Alaska in Juneau an opportmi y to express points 
of view on this issue, too.

Mr. Bct'T: I'm Rod BetitT , Director of tlie Division of Public Assist'mce, Foreman
of the divisir.is of the Departments of Health and Social Services. There are 
representative^here from the Dept, of Law and Public Health and other interested 
groups. I’m  taking the lead for the department primarily because the bill ispacts 
hEdicaid, which is ... by the Div. of Public Assistance. 1 doubt tha*. you've seen 
the position paper so if you'd like me to smuHrlze it, or read it, or whir ever 
you think would work out best, Mr. Chairman,...

Martin: probably sirmarize it.

Bcl-t^: Basically, HB 500 is a bill that wc*ild limit State use of State mcney 
In the area of Abortions and targets specifically on the hbdicaid program. JUst 
by wnv of background, current *k. law permits a w m e n ,in consultation with the 
physician, to have on abortion and that's an individual judgment that is currently 
entered in to between the two without any involvunent an the part of the Departmnt.
And we pay for those low Income wunen uidcr the general relief medical program.
Currently, no abortions /ire being firuled inder the Medicaid program because of the 
limitations of the Hyde .mmdment at the Federal level. At the start of 
the 1970 period, vAkti the law wns liberalized /axl the abortion c o w  rage was expanded 
in the State of Ak, the money was originally fuided through the general 
irvui *ai program; when the state went Into the M*dicaid program, in 1972, the 
Fedora’ attitude wns raich broader than it is right now. A  lot of that was moved 
into the M*dicaid program and the pressure was taken off the general relief medical.
But in '76, os a result o. all the flip-flopping at the Federal level, the mcney 
was permanently taken out of the general relief medical program and that's where 
it is right now. The Department is currently operating uxicr the Attorney General's 
opinion which wns reaffirm*! last year, which basically says we 're not in a position 
where we car change the current abortion rules through m  amnukiMit to State regulations. 
In fact, the State Attorney General cautions that the o w n  the legislature may be 
tn questionable grouvds If it were to attenpt to do that for low Income group, 
as thi right to privacy and equal protection on the Alaska constitution is a little 
broader, in tleir judgBOBnt, than at tie national level. The effect of HB 500 would 
be essentially lo limit M'dicaid State fiswls, expenditures, for abortlms. It 
doesn't u , 1 dr.pt think, wha< the intent of the bill is and that's to eliminate 
it from any ol the State progr m, so if this were in fact, to be sucessful, it wuuld 
have to be broadened to include the citation to the general relief medical program 
which is in a different chapter of the Statutes, 47.*5. And it would also define



an abortion as a medical proceed are to terminate the pregnancy of a nonviable 
fetus. Right now, a nonviable fetus is defined in state regulations under 
Title 12 as one that has... is under 150 days from the date of the last period. 
Consequently, we're at a part with the Department in terms of its position that 
we're not going to come out for or against this bill*, we're going to provide 
information. We're not in a position of being able to impact the bill on a 
policy level since it’s conpetely out of the regulation process. A  number of 
people are here from the Department to give you whatever information you would 
like to have. There is a fiscal nott attached to the bill; you'll note the bill 
would end up costing the State an additional $700,000 in State general find 
money across a nurber of programs. Wfe can certainly explain how those costs 
v* re arrived at. I do have some additional material with me and I think one 
of the most interesting ones have to be the situation in two states, CA & MASS, 
where the courts have ruled on state constitutional grounds the legislature 
could not limit abortions for low incoot people. .. They essentially ruled 
if you give access to prenatal ar. i delivery service vou have to give access to 
abortions and that was defined in 1976 by a federal court in New York as to 
include all factors relevant to the well being of the patient, and that was 
physical, psychological, enr>Liana1, and famlial. So it's a pretty broad de­
finition.

MARTIN: First I'd like to get into the point of cost. Would you explain why
this is going to cost, if we're going to not find state abortions?

BET1T: Sure, if you want to flip to the fiscal note, surmary of it on the 2nd 
page of the fiscal note... and show you where the inpact will be in terms of 
savings as well as where we're going to see increased cost. There's four categories 
in gpncral relief nedical, the abortions themselves, at... 300 hundred abortions 
inder the program at $900/abortion, all state money works out to $270,000. This 
is for fiscal year '83. Medicaid would see those come across as covered del- 
eries, because if they are eligible for gen. relief abortion services, they are 
going to be also eligible for delivery and prenatal services... so at $2500 
for routine delivery in the St. of AK times 300 such deliveries, you're talking 
about $750,000,half of which is State money; most of these people will be
eligible to AFDC, the cost of that per case, $ 559 time 150 cases, a little over
a mil lien $, half St. money... and then once the children get into the program 
there's a real extensive E1>SDT effort targeted at the kids to take care of problems 
and to see that things arc going well in the first year and wu estimate the cost
of that at aroind $850 /child... and that's close to a \ million dollars, half
of which is State money.

Martin: So, basically, what we're saying... the cost is a matter that if 
they are now let live, we have to absorb these cost factors.

Bet»T“: That’s correct. I dcn't really think its a finding iaaure at all.
It boils down to a different consideration. But there is an increased iapuct 
cn the State budget, if IIB 500 were successful.

Martini When did the State get into direct paying of abortion? This wns an 
adninistrotive decision when the Federal dropped it? That tlie State did it 
an its own?



BetiT: No, the GR medical program picked it up as the law, in 1970, was 
broadened to permit it in Alaska. In 72 the Medicaid program came along 
as it was pushed over into that because it was reimbursable at 50Z federal 
money. Then Medicaid took different positions ov?r the next 4 years, increasingly 
different positions, and finally it boiled down tc r.he last version of che 
Hyde admendment that was that only when the mother' s life was in danger would 
Medicaid \ iy for the abortion. That was a much more conservative policy 1 
than the state was; we pushed those services over to Q*. medical. Policy has 
lieen the same in Ak since 1970, the only thing that has been altered was the 
funding source for the service. It's not unusual in terne of other services 
that Medicaid people are eligible because Ak when they went into Medicaid 
. pecifically avoided some of the options, like drug coverage, and left those 
o « r  on the (31 side because It was more cost effective to do it that way.
Sc any services that GR med has under it, which a Medicaid person can not have 
through the State run medicaid program, is available to those same people.

Martin: You mentioned earlier the laws said that anyone can have an abortion, 
it was ray understanding that we had a limit of 24 weeks according to the letters 
and intent sigped under then Senate president, John Rader, that 24 weeks w. tlie 
minimum .

Bet?': The State regulation is not defined in weeks, it is defined in day 150. 
days.
Uhder Title 20, state reg. reads 150 days.

Martin: Another part that you mentioned as far as state law is tlie right to privacy. 
In reviewing the history of that amendment to the Constitution at that time the

right to privacy was mainly concerned with cople, police or agencies busting into 
your hone and there was a big do-to about wire tapping at the time. Has the Dept, 
stretched this Lo the right of privacy to one's body rather that working *t to 
your health?

Bet*r : I'd like to let the Attonay General's office speak to that. Again, these
are recent ruling In CA and Mass where they give the State constitution's extending 
more into privacy and equal protection than the U.S. constitution does. And that 
even though Congress was able to put that limitation on the low income group that 
the individual state constitutions didn’t afford that kind of authority.

Malone: I tldnk we will gpt into the questim of how the Ak constitution would
affect this bill if it did bccora* law.

Morlin: ...the first sentence of the State Constitution which says a natural right
to life. Ak is the nly state that uses that 'hacurai" right to life. How docs the 
Dept, take that?

Betif; I really can't answer that, Mr. Chairnvm. I don't know that the dept, has 
any kind of policy put together on that.

iMth: I 'm not questioning your authority at all, but 1 do question if the
line of questioning here lias any relationship to the bill we arc discussing.
WL* 're not discussing the right of a w.m.n to have or not to have on abortion.

Martini Rick Robertson

Robertson: ...I've asked to speak today to bring to the attention of tlx* cremittee



several legal issues that in ny judgement are raised by HB 500. Two of the issues 
are purely technical, one is substantive, and in my judgement, potentially fatal 
to this legislation. The first two have been alluded to by Mr. Bet it. The first 
is the question as to whether or not HB 500 pioports to cover the GRM program 
I note that the Bill would amend 47.07 of the AS which addresses medicaid.
GRM is addressed in Title 47.25 and I would think that if the bill is intended 
to cover GRM, under which elective abortions are currently being funded, then 
the bill should say so, with additional clarity. The second issue, a technical 
issue, has to do with compliance with federal requirements. Over the years, 
the Hyde amenctent has taken various f jrms as to which particular exceptions it 
will allow to be performed with federa’ money. I'm not sure what the present 
form of the Hyde amenctent new is, but if Ak law is locked into a definite 
pattern that as federal law fluctuates it could be presented with a question 
of ccrrplianrp with Federal requirements--I defer to Mr. Be tit as to hew that 
wcjld impact his agency. The following issure is more serious. In an opinion 
dated Jan. 12, 1981, the office of Att. Gen. concluded that the AK Supreme Ct. 
would likely find that the course of action embodied in HB 500 would violate 
the AK. Constitution. That opinion , as I understand it, is appended to the 
position paper presented tc you by H & SS. I thnk the opinion itself is.pretty 
straight foreward. It addresses a nimber of options in this area. I would add 
a few cowiEnis to it. The opinion, of course, was drafted largely in response to 
the decision in Harris v McRae, in which the HYde Amendment was challenged 
on the Federal level and in that case the U.S. Supreme Ct., in split 5-4 decision,
upheld the validity of the amenctent. Again, that deals with fed. Medicaid

coverage. Since that decision has come down, at least two state courts had 
considered under state const, the identical question. TVro cases are Committee 
to defend reproductive rights, which is a CA case, and in a 4-2
decision decided that not all of the federal ...[ ) in Harris <L McRae. And
the state of Mass. t-Pe V. Sec of Atfaun.. I believe with 1 descent, the State 
of K^ss also failed to follcw the lead of the U.S. Supreme Ct. in Harris v. McRae. 
Each of those state court decisions, I think, could well constitute a harbinger 
of vbat the Ak SUpreme Ct. could do. It's well settled in this state that the 
right of privacy, which is enixxiied in the Ak Const., is not embodied at all in 
the federal censt. , in as many word:,, is more protective of individual rights 
than »nder federal law and there is a corresponding difference in treatment 
with respect to the equal protection clause. The decisions themselves are 
quite lengtliy.. .would encourage members to review those decisions. I have 
brought copies... In a very few words, the federal approach, again in a split 
decisions, was that the failure to fund elective abortions for poor women 
presented no new restrictions on arcess to abortions. Uhder that line of 
reascring, they considered it permLssable. The states took a different approach,
... they considered that if a state is fa confer benefits, it must do so even 
handedly. The basic notion that since there is a fundamental right here, right 
of a w o m m  to moke her own decision, at least in tlie first trimester of tier 
pregpney, as to vAicther or not to obtain an abortion, the state can not, in 
CA and MASS, at leatt, and likely in AK, can not require relinquish a con­
stitutional right in order to obtain eligibility for public benefits. ...
1 w u l d  be happy to provide this information.



MARTIN: I have a couple of questions... the main things seems to there will be
a challenge...people ctmllenge a case just because they think it's going to be 
a challenge and that1s not a reason not to pers’je what the people thank it right?

ROBERTSON: Lawsuits can be brought for many reasons,...the opinion was merely to
advise the governor and nry testimony touay to acvise this conmittee as to what we 
think is the probable result, of the enactment of HB 500. Certainly statutes are 
enacted which are unconstitutional and they can be duly considered ...by the courts. 
Then: are a couple of consequences of that which the conmittee migjit want to con- 
rider. The enactment of legislation which does have a significant chance of being 
challenged presents, a danger of : 1, potential waste of public assets and litigating 
the question, 2. an act which is eventually determined to be unconstitional could 
be well be applied before that determination .... some ... kind of relief by 
the courts. If that is the case individuals could be harmed by legislation determined 
to be invalid. The third considered.. .more philosophical.. .if legislation is an 
verge of being unconstitutional, what that really means, is that the legislation 
is possibly cr a kind which the framers of the constiution, a docunent on which our 
govemennt is based, should never be enacted. That type of legislation ii soma thing 
siaply to be avoided and thus a protection would be embodied in the constitution.
If you're getting in that area, even a chance, 3 would sinply encourage the menbers 
of the committee to act very deliberately and with a great deo of thought.

WVRTIN: ...opinions of Attorney General have consistently hit on the "~ight to
privacy', 24th admendment, I've often found it surprising that the Dept, of Law 
tuts never expressed an opinion on the 1st adri-rdnent of our constitution, the 
1 .iatural right to Life". What do you feel that sentence means?

ROBERTSON: I'm not familiar with any Ak cases that addressed that particular
aspect of the 1st acknendment. I'd be happy to look into the question in greater 
detail and report back to tbe Conmittee. ...Opinion th/'t the Dept of law has 
expressed is what we believe would under existing preceience ... controlling law.

MARTIN: Maybe because noone had challenged that that is left a ’one for now?

RDBERT'SON: 1 don ’ t knew precise language •

MARTIN: 1 ask because we eliminate nunies for abortion tliat we somehow deprived
the person of the right to privacy, but no one has challenged, ncr did the Dept, 
speak of the appro *iatons dropped in 1976 or 74, where we do not help with carrying 
pregnancies to term. Wb prevent them from having children on one hand, but w e’ll 
help them with monies to h a w  an abortion- —  is there an inconsistency with the 
right to privacy and rights to help the poor?

ROBBtTSCN: Perhaps one point of clarification would he!,,. Both of the state
cases as well as the minority in Harris v. hfcRae did not say that the constitution 
requires states to pay for abortions for people with limited means. What they 
do say is that if the state chooses to provide funds for having children, if they 
arc going to enter into that arena, they have to do evenhondedly. So our analysis 
assuras that the Dept, will continue to provide coveruto- for the process of having 
children that they do now.

BETIT: A  point of clarification- he's talking about delivery, as opposed to an 
abortion. The State did at cne time offer AFDC aid to mothers expectant and did 
not have any other kids, the child being 4-5 ninths from being b o m .  That pi see of 
the AFDC program wus dropped by the legislature in 76. Separate consideration



That's a separate consideration, I thinx, than the consideration of be ng able to 
get access to the delivery converage under Medicaid as well as the abortia. coverage.

ROBERTSON: Here we're dealing with radical payments. The AFDC program, as I 
understand it, is a financial case program vhich helps buy groceries, day care, 
etc. .

>i\RTIN: But not health. Do we have any programs that help the poor women
of need to carry forth her program ...her baby? Medical?

Robertson: Definitely, the medical program is there and as it is set up right now
it will handle either the delivery or the abortion, as long as thier eli^4-ble for 
it.

>ARTIN: Next witness, Judge Thomas Stewart.

STEW\KT: I have want to pteface what I have to say about HB 500 by saying that
I'Vi received a telephone call from Sen. Fischer, who is an old friend, who asked 
me if I would be willing to testify about this bill. ... He caused to send over 
to me the bill and two memoranda, one ond dated Sept. A, 1981 by Lynn Asper and one 
dated Oct.7, 1981 by James Lear. I want also to say very clearly that I do not 
represent the Ak court system, I don't speak anyway for the people of the ad­
ministration, any judges and vhen I looked at this material, I decided that it 
was not a subject that 1 wanted to express any personal opinion alvu:*; T 'm not 
here to speak about political wisdom or morality, political, ethical wisdom of 
legislation of this sort. If 1 h a w  any capacity to be of any help to

the Ccrndttee, it would be limited to whether or not it wsuld be lawful, whether 
it would be constitutional under the provisions of our constitution. I prepared 
for cannent on that only to the extent on the cases that are cited in Mr. Lear's 
ramo. It would be my view that both Mr. Lear and Mr. Asper are correct, lt is 
highly likely that the legislation as it is now frarad v*xild be found unconstitutional 
inder the particular provision of the Ak constitution. For the reasons stated in 
the Meyers case from CA, 1 assure you have a citation to, and the Moe case from 
t-ttSS-- I have read both of these cases and parts of the McRae case from the U.S. 
Supreme court and 1 think that If I were a sitting judge and I had the case pre­
sented to me, 1 would rule thaL it is unconstitutional, as the language* is not 
framed. 1 think that there are sore steps that people who may promote this leg­
islation tikiy take, short of what that says. For example, if you look at the 
Miss Leg., it hingeh any state financial aid to medically necessary procedures.
The Ak statute AS A7.07.030, does not limit the aid to radically necessary pro­
cedures. It gives the aid to anybody wtro desires medical services and does not 
have the money to pay for it. I think it is probably constitutional to mxiify that 
and say that you are not going to give any medical services, except for medically 
necessary services, and it would become, therefore, necessary to be shtwn that 
services for an abort ioi were necessary for sane reason. But. you can't do what 
this legislation says, offer rail leal services but limit it in this way for this 
specific reason.

MARTIN: In short, sir, if it were limited to elective nbortlmB, nan-theraputical
abortions...

STEWART: I'm not sure that would do it. It would have to be all medical services
given only when thery're shown to be necessary. Not lust because somebody wants 
them. BuBut to limit it to abcrtions, you run into the sara* problem that is taken 
up more explicitly in these two opinions.



MARTIN: T.i previous testimony with Mr. Robertson, maybe we'll have to clean this 
up too, you say we were in the right realm when we said AS 4*\07.030... 
our orginal intent was to correct 47.07.039 but Mr. Robertson mentioned that 
we should zero in on another section of the law, 47.25.120.

STEWART: I Did not consider that. I did encounter Mr. Robertson(in library)
He said there were some other problems concerning the state's administration 
of medicaid money.

MARTIN: 1 do ha’e  one question. In the testimony that we've had for the past
3 o’* 4 yerrs, often it is used chat the right to pricacy is supreme and every­
thing else, bix I keep on going back to the first sentence of o’ir constitution,
which says we dedicated ourselves to the 'natural right to life . And that
word 'natural' is not in any other constitutions, or U.S. constitution.
It seems to me that Alaskans, cur fomding fathers, had an extra meaning 
there when they used the word 'natural'.

STEWART: I don't know of any case that has tested the significance of that
language. Certainly there has been none from Alaska in this context. There 
are other differences in the language of the CA Constitution, dealing with 
the right to privacy. But its clear that the federal constitution...that you 
can't prohibit abortion per se, because it would be an invasion of the federal 
right t) privacy. And the right to privacy in the Ak const, is explicit and 
braadei in its reach than the federal right. What the impact of that term 
that you have, 1 don't knew, would be in realm of guess work. What I'm saying 
is that I believe Mr. Asper and Mr. Lear are correct in their analysis, relates 
to language that has been dealt with in cases, not to vhat you're saying,
language that hasn’t '<een dealt with in cases. It is possible that it would
have such an effect. I don't knew Mr. Lear, but do know Mr. Asper.... his background
lends credence to ni> judgement of hia opinion. But I'm convinced by nr/ own
reading... that it's highly probably that this particular language in HB 500 
would be found unconstitutional.

MARTIN: Che final question, sir. There are people who are concerned about the 
protection of life; do you feel that because of the first clause in our con­
stitution, that they may have a legimiLate right throutjh the courts to proceed

action find get a determination from the court of wlvc we tran by a 'natural 
right to life'?

SiJWART: Sure. Hiat would have an effect on on ultimate result.
But I wuuldh't say at this point ...not that I know of are there any cases chat 
deal with tha . As you pointed out when you raised it, it's perhaps unique 
to the AK. constitution and you wuul&'t find another case in another 
jurisdiction.

MARTIN j Thank you Judge Stewart.
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HB 500- An Act limiting the use of state money to pay for abortions

The following is a list of all those individuals who have called otr 
office stating that they wanted to testify on HB 500. We have asked 
that everyone limit their comments to no more than five minutes. Where 
possible, we h a w  tried to schedule those individuals requesting a particular 
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BY MARTIN.METCALFE AND BEIRNE 

HOUSE BILL NO. 500 

IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THR STATE OF ALASKA 

TWELFTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION 

A BILL

For an Act entitled: "An /ct limiting the use of state money to pay for

abortiors; and providing for an effective date."

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

* Section 1. AS 47.07 is amended by adding a new section to read:

Sec. 47.07.035. LIMITATION ON PAYMENT FOR ABORTIONS. Notwith- 

standing AS 47.0/WJit J  state money or money controlled or disbursed by 

<t depattment of the state may not bu used to pay for an abortion untess

the physician performing the abortion certifies in writing that the

abortion was necessary to ^ a v e  the^iflyUof the woman undergoing the 

abortion and that In the physician's professional Judgment reasonable 

efforts, consistent with saving the life of the woman undergoing the 

abortion, were made to save the Ifc of the unborn child.

* See. 2. AS 47.07.080 Is amended by adding a new paragraph to read: 

(5) " a h o r t l o n ^ ^ n n s  an operatl^on^o^ p rocedure to terminate

tho pregnancy of
J If ' / ffl

n ^ i o n v i n b l e )  f e t u n 'T f v*«« 4 ^

* Sec. 3. This Act takes effect Immediately in accordance with AS 01. 

10.070(c).

-1- HB 500

l



MSG 82-00002395 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14:24:55 * ORIG: LJ08 IN= 0015 OUT= 0092
FROM: JOYCE TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  ' ‘ ' PhGE 0001

TO: ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM: DOROTHY WILSON
* P. 0. BOX 629 

JUNEAU, AK 99802 
586-6358

I SUPPORT HB 500 AND URGE PASSAGE.

MSG 82-00002380 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14:03:29 ORIG: LJ08 IN= 0014 OUT= 0081
FROM: JOYCE TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  PAGE 0001

TO: ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM BONNIE ZEMAN 
BOX 47
DOUGLAS 99824 
364-3491

I AM IN FAVOR OF HB 500. THANK YOU.



MSG 8 2 - 0 0 0 0 2 3 6 0  PRTY 1 0 1 / 2 0 / 8 2  1 3 : 3 2 : 1 5  0 R IG : L A 0 0  I N = 0 0 1 2  0UT= '0080
FROM: MARCIE, ANC INFO TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  . PACE 0001

I
TO: REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, BEIRNE, CATO, SMITH, AND MALONE
FROM: MICHAEL KASNICK, P .  0 .  BOX 4177 ,  ANC 99509  ( 2 7 2 - 6 0 9 1 )

1 OPPOSE HOUSE BT>_L 5 00  VERY STRONGLY AND I  AM SURE THAT THE REASONS 
BEHINDiHft < WILL t f t .  ELABOFATELY EXPRESSET BY OTHER MESSAGES RECEIVED 
REGARDING THIS B IL L .  * THANK YOU.

MSG 8 2 - 0 0 0 0 2 3 5 7  PRTY 1 0 1 / 2 0 / 8 2  13 2 6 : 1 3  0 ™ ^ ™  < 0UT“
from d e b b i e / f b k s  to jund  ltn  pace  0001TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ- POMS _________________________________

iTO; HOUSE* HESS COMMITTEEREPS. BEIRNE, MART IN , CATO, SMITH, ».ALONE
FR: JUDY HARVEY 

SR BOX 70389  
FAIRBANKS, AK 99701

RE HB 5 00  •
MSG I'M OPPOSED TO HB 5 0 0 .  VIHEH ABORTION IS  LEGAL IN ALASKA IT 'S  NOT FAIR 

TO D l iLk lH lNW  IL AGriJMCT LOU INCOME WOMEN.

^
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January 18, 1982

R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Mike Belrne 
C h a i r m a n  House Health, E d u c a t i o n  
and S o c i a l  S e r vices C o m m ittee 
P 6 u c h  V
J u neau, i.laska 99811 
Mall Stop 3100

Dear R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Belrne: Re: House Bill 500

I urge you to c o n s i d e r  the many women that could be 
d a n g e r o u s l y  hurt lf House Bill 500 passes and the State 
no l o n g e r  funds abortions. A woman does have the legal 
r ight to an abortion, but often, cannot e x e r c i s e  this right 
b e c a u s e  o f  the e x pense o f  an abortion. State f u nding of 
a b o r t i o n  e q u a l i z e s  the rights between poor w o m e n  and 
w o m e n  who can a f f o r d  to pay for an abortion.

C o n s i d e r i n g  the gravity of the problem, an u n w anted 
a b o r t i o n  and the state's wealth from oil and other sources, 
I w o u l d  c o n s i d e r  a vote In favor of this l e g i s l a t i o n  to be 
a flagrant v i o l a t i o n  of a woman's right to be treated 
e q u a l l y  in society.

Corn, ler also the b u r d e n  on the State's w e lfare 
s y s t e m  if the m o t h e r  does carry the fetus to t e r m  and 
a child is born. There is sufficient data a v a i l a b l e  to 
s u pport the c o n c l u s i o n  that a welfare m o t h e r  w o u l d  cost 
the state c o n s i d e r a b l e  more money, to care for the child 
than would the cost of an abortion.

I cannot state how strongly I support the right to 
an a b o r t i o n ,  by choice, and that I believe tho State 
s hould c o n t i n u e  to fund abortions. 1 hope y o u  will c o n sider 
the issue c a r e f u l l y  b efore d e c i d i n g  on your vote on this 
issue. Please d o n ' t  be s w a y e d  by the argument that the 
fetus is a l iving b e i n g  and that the act of a b o r t i o n  is 
a crime. It isn't,and mc.*allty does not enter into this 
decision. What does come into play is the q u ality of life 
o f  a m o t h e r  who cannot afford an abortion versus one who 
can a f f o r d  this decision.

T h a n k  you for y o u r  carefu

VMT/bce
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MSG 8 2 - 0 0 0 0 2 1 7 9  PRTY 1 0 1 / 1 9 / 8 2  1 8 : 4 1 : 2 2  ORIG: LAOO IN= 0 0 3 0  OUT= 0161
FROM: CINDY, ANCH TO: JNU INFO . V
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM ________________  PAGE 0001

TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH
FROM: PATRICIA ERETZIAN, 2 5 2 0  NORTHRUP PL. 99504  ( 2 7 9 - 9 3 9 6 )

I  STRONGLY HPPOSF HB 5 0 0  AND URGE YOU TO VOTE AG» :>*ST I T .  I T  I S  
VERY DISCRIMINATORY AGAINST THE UNDERPRIVILEGED.-

ROh: ° ' / 2 0 ' 82 1 3 : 3 2 i ’ 5 ° R IC :  LrtOO IN -  0 G 1 2  OUT. 0080

A R G E T : L J H 2  SUBJ: p 0  M ’ U" EAU INF0
P A G E  0011

TO: REPRESENTATIVE MIKE BEIRNE
: • T I I r v r . T i i r   ______ ______________________

2 4 8 - 0 2 7 2 )SUSAN CUNNINGHAM, 4011 MERRILL DRIVE, ANC 99503  (
I AM OPPOSED TO MAKING ABORTIONS ILLEGAL.

HSG 8 2 - 0 0 0 0 1 8 0 1  PRTY 1 0 1 / 1 8 / 8 2  16 4 5 : 2 6  ORIG: LFG1 IN -  0008  OUT- 0119
FROM ANNIE IN FAIRBANKS TO: JUNEAU INFO.
TARGET LJH2-SUBJ : POM PAGEOC^I

TO REPS. BETTISWORTH, BROUN, FANNING, RANDOLPH, ROGERS, AND SMITH 
SENS. BENNETT, FAHRENKAMP, AND PARR 
REPS. BEIRNE. MARTIN, CATO, AND MALONE

FRj M THERESA HOBBY, S .R .BOX 9 0 3 4 1 ,  FBKS. 99701 4 8 8 - 3 0 7 0
RE /  HBSOO^
I AM OPPOSED TO HB500 BECAUSE 1 THINK IT DISCRIMINATES AGAINST THE POOR 
WOMEN OF ALASKA.
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FROM: KODIAK TO: JUNEAU
TARj ET: LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OP-NION MESSAGE * PAGE OOOj
TO: REPRESENTAtI’VES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BETTE CATO, SALLY SMITH, 

HUGH MALONE

K

FROM: JANET WENTE
. P .O .  BOX 2791

KODIAK, AK. 9 9 6 1 5 ,  4 8 6 - 5 7 2 5

I
HB 500  IS  A BIG STEP IN THE WRONG DIRECTION. I  AM OPPOSED TO IT  AND FEEL Tl 
L̂EGISLATION LIMITS WOMEN’ S REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS. WOMEN MUST HAVE SAFE, LEGA 
AND, IF  NECESSARY, STATE SUBSIDIZED ABORTIONS AVAILABLE TO THEM.

MSG 8 2 - 0 0 0 0 2 1 6 8  PRTY 1 0 1 / 1 9 / 8 2  1 7 : 4 3 : 5 2  ORIG: LOOO IN -  0 00 5  OUT* 6 1 5 7FROM: KODIAK TO- JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC O P I N I O N  MESSAGE PAGE 0003
TO: REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BETTE CATO, SALLY SMITH AND

HUGH MALONE
FROM ANN MARSHALL 

P .O . BOX 371
KODIAK, AK. 99615, 486-5725

I AM OPPOSED TO THE PASSAGE OF HB 500. I  FEEL THAT THIS LEGISLATION I S  ONE 
U H I C H  WOULD LIMIT WOMEN'S RrT.v ^LIIVL RIGHTS. IT IS ,MY CONVICTION THAT ALL 
WOMEN ARE ENTITLED TO SAFE, LEGAL AND SUBSIDIZED ABORTIONS.
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TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM T0: JNU INF0

PAGE 000

TO: REPRESENTATIVE! BEIRNE. CATO. MALONE. SMITH

FW H : EILEEN E. LEVINSON. , 0 ,  U. »  AVE.. ANCH 9 9 5 0 3  < 2 7 4 - 3 7 9 2 ,
».pe hb see

HER BODY, by U ^ ? H ^ DA?NGA^ ^ EC% iS D^ c T? o ;HL rWT N INV0LVED * s  IT  I S  TO SAFE ABORTIONS. FUNDING YOU ARE DENYING POOR WOMEN ACCESS

MSG 0 2 * 0 0 0 0 2 1 6 8  PRTY 1 0 1 / 1 9 / 8 2  17 43 52  ORIG: LOOO IN* 0005  OUT* 015^
FROM: KODIAK TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJM2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE PAGE 0001
TO REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, DETTE CATO. SALLY SMITH AND 

HUGH MALONE
FROM BRENDA DOUTHOT 

P .O .  BOX 953
KODIAK. AK. 9 9 6 1 5 . * 4 8 6 - 5 7 2 5

I WOULD LIKE TO STATE MY OPPOSITION TO HB 5 0 0 .  IT  IS  MY OPINION THAT THIS 
LEGISLATION I S  INCONSISTENT WITH UOhEN’ S REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS AND DISCRIMINATI 
AGAINST ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED WOMEN.





S E C T I O N A L  A N A L Y S I S  F O R  SSHB500

PURPOSE: The sponsor s u b s t i t u t e  for HB 500 differs f r o m
HB 500 n o t  o n l y  in ics scope, b u t  in the specific laws w h i c h  
are affected. SSHB 500 w o u l d  b r o a d e n  the scope of m o n i e s  
e f f e c t i v e l y  p r o h i b i t e d  for p a y m e n t  o f  abortions. It more 
s t r i n g e n t l y  p r o t e c t s  the w e l f a r e  of the u n b o r n  c h i l d  and 
e l i m i n a t e s  p ublic a s s i s t a n c e  f u n d i n g  for a b o r t i o n s  as p r o v i d e d  
for in the A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  C o d e .

Sec. 1 . SSHB 500 shifts its location f r o m  A S  47.07, r e l a t i n g  
to Welfa r e ,  Social Servicer a n d  Institutions, to A S  18.16, 
w h i c h  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e lates to abortions. A  n e w  s e c t i o n  is 
a d a c d  w h i c h  w o u l d  limit a*:y state or s t a t e - d i s b u r s e d  f u n d i n g  
for abortions. The o n l y  a b o r t i o n s  for w h i c h  p a y m e n t  is a u t h o r i z e d  
are those (line 16) n a c e a s a r y  to p r event the d e a t h  o f  the 

. mother. N o t e  the c h a n g e  in w o r d i n g  f r o m  the o r i g i n a l  bill, 
w h i c h  says, "to save the life o f  the w o m a n . "  B o t h  b i l l s  r e q u i r e  
a w r i t t e n  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  to this effect from the physician.

Line 19 adds the phrase "and h e a l t h "  in r e f e r e n c e  to the d uties 
of the p h y s i c i a n  toward the u n b o r n  child. This r e f e r e n c e  tight e n s  
up the language and w o u l d  p r e v e n t  p o s s i b l e  abuses.

S e ction (b) defines " i n s t r u m e n t a l i t y  of the s t a t e . "  This 
replaces the c o m p a r a b l e  section in the original bill w h i c h  
d e f i n e d  " a b o r t i o n "  for the purposes of the c o n t e x t  of 
the o t h e r  s t a tute (47.07).

S e c . 2 . T h i s  section a n n u l s  specific r e g u l a t i o n s  in the 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Code w h i c h  deal w i t h  m e d i c a i d  payments for 
family planning, for p e r f o r m a n c e  of abortions b> p h ysicians, 
or for p a y m e n t  for drugs a n d  r e l a t e d  items for abortions.

7AAC 47.170(4) repeals the c a t e g o r y  "females s e e k i n g  a b o r t i o n  
or t r e a t m e n t  following an a b o r t i o n "  from the a p p l i c a t i o n  age 
r e q u i r e m e n t s  for General R e l i e f  or General Relief M e d ical 
assistance.

S e c . 1. P r o vides for an issaedlate e f f e c t i v e  date.

2/19/82



Official Bn«in—

(Alaska Jiiate ICcgislature
House of Representatives

Committee on 
H eiltfi , Gducktion & S o c id  S erv ices

Pouch v 
State Capitol 

Juneau, Alaaka 99811

January 21, 1982

TO: All Members, House H.E.S.S.

FROM: Jens Zehbe, Conmittee Al

REGARDING: Sunnary, House Bill 500

An Act limiting the use of state money to pay for abortions

This bill amends Title 47, Chapter 7 regarding Medical Assistance for 
Needy Persons. As stated, it would prohibit the use of state money to 
pay for abortions unless the physician certifies in writing, that the 
life of the mother would be in danger were the pregnancy to continue.
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January 18, 198.'’

Representative Mike Beirne 
Chairman House Health, Education 
and Social Services Committee 
P6uch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811 
Mail Stop 3100

Dear R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  Belrne: Re: House Bill 500

I urge you to consider the many women that could be 
dange r o u s l y  hurt if House Bill 500 passer, and the State 
no longer funds abortions. A woman does have the legal 
right to an abortion, but often, cannot ex er c is e  thin right 
be cause of the ex pe ns e of an abortion. State fun di ng  of 
a bortio n eq ua l lz e s the rights between po or  women and 
women who can afford to pay for an abortion.

C o n s i d e r i n g  the gr avity of the problem, an unw anted 
abo rt io n and the state's we al th  from oil and o th er  sources, 
I wo ul d c o n si de r  a vote In favor of this leg is la tion to be 
a flagrant violation of a wo man 's right to be treated 
eq ually in society.

C on s i d e r  also the burden on the State's wel fa re  
sy st em  lf the m o th e r does carry the fetur to te rm  and 
a child is born. There is s u ff i ci en t date, a va i la bl e  to 
support the conclu s i on  that a we lfa re m o t h e r  wo uld coat 
the state c o n s id e ra b le  more money, to care for the child 
than would the cost of an abortion.

I cannot state how str ongly I support the right to 
an abort io n,  by choice, and that I be lie ve the S ta te  
shou ld c ontinu e to fund abortions. I hop* you will consid er  
the issue ca re fully before  d e c i d i n g  on yc u r  vote on this 
issue. Please don't be swayed by the argi ment that the 
fetus la a living being nnd that the act of ab o rt i on  Is 
a crime. It isn't ,aud m or a l it y  does not e n te r  into this 
decision. What does come into pl.’y Is th< qu al i ty  of life 
of a m o t h e r  who cannot afford an abort lor vernun one who 
can affo rd this decision.

T h an k  you for your carefu

VMT/bcc



Pro-Choice Coalition
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

The Juneau Pro-Choice Coalition supports the right o f  a l l  people to have control 
over the ir bodies and the ir l iv e s . The Coalition w il l work fo r  the right o f a l l  women 
to make decisions about reproduction and to have access to safe contraception and 
abortion.

SUPPORT. *
- the r ig h t oh a l l  women tc h^cely choot*, abortion as ont option hot dealing with 

unwanted pregnancy;- provision oh medical serv ices, including abortion, to a l l  women, tegardless oh 
income;

• an end to re s t r ic t iv e  requirements rnposed by the medical establishment on those 
women seeking aboxtion. These include requirements hot advance payment hot aboli­
tion and hot unnecessary overnight cote hot aboxtion patients;

- development oh aarfe methods hot aboxtion and contraception.
Ui OPPOSE!

- any requirement imposed by otate , htdexal, ox lo c a l government that xestxicts 
a woman's xcgkt to choose aboxtion.

The f i r s t  p r io r i ty  o f the Coalition Is to prevent any state action restric ting 
av a i lab i l i ty  o f .  o r funding fo r .  abortion. Our area o f active concern, however, covers 
a l l  reproductive freedoms, Including contraception, healthcare, and birthing methods. 
Because reproductive freedoms are Inseparable from the fu l l  spectriaa o f  social and 
economic rights and freedoms, we support a l l  groups 1n our society. Including women, 
people o f co lo r , gays, e lders , youth, and working people, who are struggling fo r  
equality and control over the ir own liv e s .
WE DO THE FOLLOWING:

- lobby the leg is la tu re  and other p o lity  makers;
• educate the public though media, speakers, and public events;
• conduct in te rna l study and train ing through reports , discussions, and workshops;
- coordinate and mobilize support with other groups and individuals around issues 

oh common concern
IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO WORK WITH US, BE ON OUR MAILING LIST, CONTRIBUTE 

MONEY TO OUR CAUSE/ OR SIMPLY WANT MORE INFORMATION ABOUT OUR COALITION 
OR ABOUT REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS/ PLEASE CALL OR WRITE US AT:

Juneau Pro-Choice Coalition 
P?0. Box 1325"

 i a k i  a k  § 9 8 0 2 _________________________________________________________________________________
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ASSOCIATION FOR THE STUDY OF ABORTION, INC., 120 West 57th Street. New York. New York 10019

THE EVIL 

OF MANDATORY 

MOTHERHOOD

C A J W E 7 T  H A R D I N

I
N JANUARY 22. 1973 th# U.S. Su­
preme Court ruled, by a seven to two 
iM |o n iy , that a la lM  can not paaa 
law# prohibiting abortion Tha Court <fe- 

ilared that A m m an  w om r: have a Coo- 
•tituttonal nght to (raa thauiaalvaa trooi 
unw in iad pregnancy. Thoaa of ua who had 
worked to* tha rapaai ot anUabortfon law# 
war# acs'iOc Wa thought our work waa 
fin ished Today, however, a amall but 
anargatlc Rlght-lo-Llf* movement naa 

In Congraaa and atata 
thraotana o overturn th* 

Supram* Court ru ling, and drag tha countoy 
back to thedaysof mandatory motherhood 

A* ona oftan tdanhAad aa batng "In favor 
aT  abortion fat tn* poant out that r  at in 
tavor at abartton m th* wm* way T* In 
favor ot tooth mrrectoon Neither itpcrattja
»• tU W w W D m  I n  I I W U  PW« S w l i  H

battor than Ha alternative II you Kara a 
tapataaatv dacayad tooth, you 1 ba betotr 
o il having H attracted H laaluty, M you ar* 
paagnant. poor, uaunaartad. and btghtanad 
at th* thought at having a child, yuu 'l ba

* o u i 1*0 . aboruon wat legal In lha

U .S ., though not advisable In thoaa dare at 
prtntottv* awdktna. Than. In rapid auoo**- 
uon. atw atata altar anothar paaaad low# 
a ga in  at abortion. Soma forbad* It com- 
pafelf Othor# pernattad it only to aav* tha 
Ufa ot tha mothor. Tha** raatricthr* law* 
mada H dHftcub. r lig a ro iw  and aaparutva 
lor woman to avoid unwanted motherhood.

■atar Tkaa J

Although ail thaa* il-conaidarad anoabor 
Hon law# war* unooneOtutton*' 'hay war* 
not aufeactad to lapalabv* review n r  nearly 
a century A law lawyara wanted . '  taat 
them. but that raquuotf 3 toat a m  tddl 
waa hard to ooma by. atnca |uattc* tocr Ud- 
araMy ilowar than proooatton. A »  man 
pregnant agamat har wtU am  i wait <r th* 
Supram# Court to mak# up it# mb d . Sha
goat out and ttnda an tBaaai aborth .uat If#

I caaa# did ranch th# Suprama 
Court, howuvar. and In 1973 It thraw out a l 
lha ilata abortion-ptoMbuton law#. W ldun 
a law  weak* at th* decMon. th* Righ*-to> 
Lifer* bagan thou counterattack Thoy hava 

latton to tha adHor* ot 
tat

thoy hava aiagad a domonatration on 
C apitol H ill; and thoy hava introduced 

‘ K> andaborHon btl* in mora than 40

(A tha pnipoaaJ 
tha ua* at wvitor* 
■ w h i c h  would

hind* to pay tor 
croat* on* hind ot

rich Although a l auch dfecnmanatory law# 
would ba unronaiMuttonal. thay would

Duong tha

their jud ida l rapoal thay would maka any­
one think twice before requesting, permit­
ting or performi ng an abortion. Altar aJL 
hoapital adm iniitrator# are not noted for 
their courage; dietrict attorney# muat get 
themaahre# realectad. and doctor# don't 
want lawsuit*.

On Capitol H il, th* Right-to-iJfar# have 
mtroducad arverai propoaad CDnatltuttoaiai 
amendments which would overturn the 
Supram* Court ruling. A typical an*, tub-
- ■ * Lmb n .... Iiiane I .III Ml |-| ■ t J — ---

T v r w u  ITT L i w r m c t  ru 'H A j 1

(Republican-Maryland) reada "Natthe tha 
Uni lad Stale*. nor any Staaa shad deprtv* 
airy human batng, from th* momant of con­
ception. of Uia without du# proem * at law;

to any human being, bom tha

toctfou at th* law."
Suppoaa tha RighMn-Lifeis do manage to 

away ararugh pub he or Congraaamnal w f o
Ion to paaa an abuation-prohtbmon amend* 
ment that eouid ba mailed by enough »«*«* 
Irjpaiatui . la thar* anyone to naiva a* to 
btUev* thal would and th* matter? Hava wa 
fonjCAWfi n u iio i.o n r  

Truth* In htatory ar* not aa certain aa the 
law* ot aaanc*. but H la generally agreed 
Iha i lha principal lagaoa# of Prohibition 
ware the fourtahtng of orgaramd cnma and 
a widespread contempt for lha law among 
ordinary dtaana Con ad w ing th* currant 
public acceptance of abortion, w* would

i if h aud- 
Th# dock of 

be tumad back. A n*w 
toonton-pr dabmon law would surely be 
ftouaad . bee h im  the operation ts no Ion gar 

conaidered a xametui oa dangaaou*. and b y  
caua* th* Woman a Libera Ho 
hat had loo permanent an effoct tor i

i of <

W hatU U fo f

i of auccee*. th* 
Right-to-Llier# have abaady pattotraad an 
aducauonal sarvtc* They have lorcad pay  
fit  to thtnk about basic actonMk and athknl 
queaUon* Ik *  What is Ufa? What to tha 
vakia of IMaf Ar* *1 bum equally vakiabfe? 
Though they have aiad* paopfe thmk 
deeply, however. I doubt that IgM-to-



Lifer# have helped them to think weO. Aa a 
biologist I know that life is not a simple 
concept. We ha ve learned a great deal about 
Ihe nature and value of life in the last cen­
tury, particularly in the last 40 yean. This 
new knowledge is eminently relevant to the 
quesbons raised by the Right-to-Lifen, but 
apparently almost none of it ia kr own to 
them.

In  their pamphlets and slogans the 
Right-to-Liters alwayt refer to nghts ot the 
"unborn child." But if you think about that 
for a moment, you w ill rm ktt how ridicu­
lous the term is. We don't speak of an "un­
born rotor," ot an "unborn senior dtiaen." 
To um auch terms ia to Impute properties ot 
a later stags of development to an aarffer one 
that does not poaaaaa them. And thoaa iro- 
purations prejudice OUT muids.

In the eyas at th* law , a child la a human 
being. What ia unborn ia not a child, but 
merely an embryo, or fetus. W* give a child 
tha right to Ufa. But until wa have daddad 
that waaho want to pva an embryo tha very 
same fights, unconditionally, w* should not 

call it an 'unborn child."

T tdp a lis , A dana m d Safema Eggs.

we — fern salts dlattnaiaah ba-

W# uaa different woada ■ referring to hogs' 

aggs. tadpole a. and happ ing  bogs, because 
thair piece* In th* schema of nature differ. 

Earty atage* have only a fraction of tha value 

of tha adults Destroying 10.000 salmon 

aggs in  a stream haa eery tttd* affect an th* 

salmon population in subsequent years, de­
stroying a nm tlsr number of aduk salmon is 

very senous If we aa* s small boy smaahtng
•  thousand a rena  wa don't charge him with 

<la4o«e*tatton. aa we would a man who 

burns down a turret. Early ambryotec stages 

iu#t aren't worth much, ather bioiogtrzAy 
at aconam icaly. Thar's the way H la among 

a l plants and animals.
"But why pus a oomparariv* vslu* on 

unbrroar  io a«i people afeu Bo* the* ray  

'UK  W* have lu  Whan an unmarried 
>4-year old la ustwtttngfy pregnant, tha 

unbrro  th rw w u  to ram  a precious part of 

har Ufa. W han an im poverished seaman 
•n th  sight children ia dnwdkngly pregnant 

to* tha rUnth ume, tha a s l^ f t  thraaeassa not 
only hat urefi bang , but also that of har 
othra children Life thraetan* Ufa. Wa weigh 

tha vebaa of ou t Mfe againai anothar In order 

to rem tm ui thr suffering in  thr world
The Right- to- Lifers ctem Ilf* begin* at 

concepafton But whan data Ufa ready begin ? 
Th# true anawar laabnpfe; Nrsar. U feanda. 

often, but h never twypna It la jwat paaaad an 

from on* oe l to anoths*. A l btotagiaii and 
wedtrel own are to agreement on thal an-

* war. A fls other optauona phtioeuphs.s oa 

dreotopan* may hava ate unsupported ly  
(arts

In the human Ufa c; le. a liv ing sptnn call 
from tha male unites v..tn a living egg cell of 
the female. The resulting fertilized egg or 
zygote is also alive. The zygote divides into 
two living cells, then four, and so on. Thus 
there is no time in the life cycle of human 
beings "before life begins."

The proper question then is not "When 
does life begin?," but "When does human 
life begin?" When does this thing that Is 
abva become human? At what stag* in its 
development can wa atari calling it human? 
Right-to Lifers impute "humanity" to th* 
fertilised egg, and their propoeed legists bon 
would forbid abortion "from tha moment of 
conception."

Tha Humasdty of a Zygote.

Let's examine tha "humanity" of th* fer­
tilized «gg for a moment. Thr fertilized 
human egg 1* about 130 m oons in diame­
ter, barely visible to th* naked ay# In a 
strong light. Evan when studied under an 
ordinary miaoecop*. it seams to have Unit 
structure tn it  Yet th# egg oontaui* all tha 
duomoaoma* needed to produce an aduk 
human being. In  other words, tha adult 
human being a tterr. but only tn a potential 
aana*. real aa th* pattern ot a rug U praaent 

In the pm>-had card* that guide tha loam. 
What tha fas 'fixed agg really contains la
- — i ---------   - -«a — i—  a-----eg  a— ate -M J i n M M ,  J f i  I O C  M O M O R  C O G P M r t  l a t

aduk structural tha cafl and Its derived cafe 
art suitably fad and cared for. Than, and 
only than, th* potential becomes actual

Th* Right-to-Ufars say that rincx a zygote 
has a l tha tnionnanon .1 needs to produce 
an aduk human batng, u u  a human being 
But thfe apparent statement of fact la really a 
personal judgment. Let ua seek tom* gas. 
arai prtnopfea tn a lam emotional wtuaScm 
Suppose a man is about to build a hostaa thal 
w ti coat UO.OOO. As ha stands on th* stfe. 
looking at th* bhaeprtnto, a practical joker 
cornea along and sate Bra to th* blueprints 
Vueeeon Can th* owner go to aourl and 
colect 100,000 tor Ms feat biuapnnts? Obvt- 
auaiy iso* U anothar sat of blueprints w tl 
coal HO. thaTs what tha court s ril award 
hem Conduaton. th* value of rapferaabie 
intormaoon ia th* cost of Mi rrpta,ament 
The prtndpi* appffas squaty to blueprints 
lor houses, and bfuaprtnta lor bring batng* 
whtch Is what tha chroaaeaomas of a aa- 
cfeua amount to. No one la toolah atwugh 
to ca l a ast of Muapnms a bosses Why 
should *** cal a fmkkmd agg or a any 
■nbryo a human btong?

Th# tarthw along a bring argantam la to 
th* developm ental process— tha mo** 
nearly that potonkal has k— —  actual 
—tha more vahiteto that argamam i*. by 
any rafemni standard of value Ptogfe i what 
th* Righs-to-Lifers say. ths early stag** of 
asa ssancs have much lam actual vatu* than 
lafer ones. Thfe is not only a ranonei conclu­

sion; It is also what all ordinary persons 
know, particularly mothers.

Embryos Vs. Children.

A simple thought experiment shows this to 
be true. Suppose you notice a young
roman weeping. On tnquinng why, you 

■ tarn that six months earlier her child died. 
"How old waa it?" you ask. She replies, 
"Ten years old." Now conridar what your 

reaction would be if she told you har "child" 
had been a six-weak o ld  embryo. How 
much sympathy would /ou feel in the latter

An aariy embryo is not fully human in 
several sense*. Before the brain ia w a ll 
formed, there can obviously be no m ind; 

' and with no m ind, nothing can ba human. 
Only in  the last two months can on* say the 
embryo's m ind ia wail formed, and even 
than it ia much interior to that of the new­
born child.

Conridar th* mother's conception of tha 
embryo. During tha first two months, th* 
fetus ia piat a littfe bfob of tiaau*. no larger 
than s dime: it hardly savma human. If abor­
tion occurs spontaneously, which happens 
to mors than a third of all aaabryo* starred 
on tha road to human Ufa, a woman faaia 
littfe aanaa of lose. Ueuafty thfe happens so 
aariy thal ah* thinks she marafy had a late 
menstrual period; roan when she knows 
mm haa aburiau. ah* usnaky itsSs .»  great 
sanaa of loaa. aa long as aha baffevae aha can
many g r prrjpvani j UOi m onp
c on tra il tm rp fy  wim  rerunjpi id o u i c iir  
dren who dfe. If a third ot th* children dfed 
in tha Atm two years, th* parental suffering 
would be considerable. Young children 
saam human. Brry embryos do not

Tha action* at all normal loving woman 
ar* constMant with the vww that embryo* 

are not nearly  to important or aavaluabiasa
c.ii - — - .— — i - - k. ate a*cruiorai. itv cncv K uon i pvopw mow tn ji 

no one really bekawe a l rtagaa of human 
n iataccr hava equal value And biology 
back* them up Ethical theory must acoom- 
uwdata what la w.->ukanaouahr th* uv- 
lutkon of ooaamon pa ipfe. and also ths 
h*rdh*ril*d ormrtnrion oif rigorous biology.

Tha V irit Shaw.

On* of lk« mom affecttvs mathoda at prop­
aganda d ia l Right-to-Liian uaa ia thatr color 
thdr show ot tonuaa, A l m aarinp across 
the arenay they show tfcfe* of grotesque 
kale fetunas. to real kfe not aw d i larger than 
one's hand, but now Mown up to ria feat tail 
on th* screen. «  kvtng garish color Moat 
poo la have never aaan real embryo*, and 
thatr ahodt at thaa* tide* often lead* them 
to suspend thaw reasoning during tha ac­
companying lecture.

The antottonal sffecttvvrwsa of lha ahdas 
U roosad n  our ambrvaianra So month-old



fetuses both resemble and do noi resemble 
adult human beings. Viewing the slides, we 
feel both attracted and repelled. When the 
tiny human features are magnified on the 
screen, people accept the fetus as sjm e kind 
of human being. But suppose that six-foot* 
tall grotesque creature came to life and step­
ped off the screen into the lecture hall. The 
audience would probably run screaming 
from the room, the same way they would if 
some creature from a horror movie sud­
denly came to life.

The Right-to-Life shows also offer an 
abundance of photos of mangled bloody 
embryo* and fragments of embryoa, all in 
glorious and repulatve color. One ia sup­
posed to look upon them aa the innocent 
victims of the crime of abortion, the crime of 

murder.
Moat fetuses used in Right-to-Life slide 

shows are 20 weeks or older, well along In 

development when the human Likeness is 
greater. But most abortions occur at a much 

earlier and Was human stage, when the em­
bryos are to imperfectly formed that only 
the specialist can recognise them aa em­
bryoa of human beings. Photo* of these em­

bryos don't have the visual Impact the 
Right-to-Lifers want, to they generally 
don't show them.

Paced with tha anotionaOy affective tilde 
shows of the Right-So-Lifers. there oppo­

nents aeght be tempted to use squally gory 
ph oto yo h a of woman who have died of 
unproiaaatnnal or seif-tnduced abortions. 

But I think u would be a moral nuataka to 
use them. |uet aa tt ia for tha Right- to-Lifers 
to show thoaa mangled embryoa. Both 
propaganda approaches obscure the ethical 

issues The Right-to-Lifers should ba debat­
ing the question o ‘ whether an embryo, 
unwanted by the tom an who carries it, 
should be grven the n tht to live and develop 

into a child, regerdles < of how much its de­
velopment might darner tha woman and 
har family.

Tbs kigbt to Be WmSed.

Since moat Americans now approve of 
abortion, partkuiariy if the mother't Ufa u at 
stake, why then should see not also approve 
abortion tf a womas> la going crasy trying to 
rate* 10 children; or if a family has tneufft- 
dant funds to support another child; or If 
the embryo has been conceived too soon tn 

tha Ufa plana of tha prospecUve parents?
Until rerentfy. purely vobiMUry mother­

hood haa been Impossible because birth 
con tool waa imperfect. Only after aonlracep-
-a __ 8 , L .as ■■ - - - i fl . tt A LA  IA(ton Alto Aooraon M ctm t eftecovw aw it 

become possible to dream of a world In 
which motherhood would bo a mailer of 
choke, and In which all buths and children 
wete wanted. Aa Margaret Sanger always 
sasd In har speeches hack in I f lb  T h e  Ur»t 
nght of every dold ia to be wanted, to be 
desired, to ba pis med for with an intetmiy 
of love that gjvet U Its tide to batng" a

ABORTION: 
NO LASTING 
EMOTIONAL 
SCARS

e

A
S GARRETT HARDIN paints out. 
Right-to-Lifers who scream "m u r­

der" are the moot vocal and active 
foea of tboftfon. But others, who advance 
the more subtle argument that having the 
operation will leave lasting emotional rears, 
may be more effective in dissuading women 
from seeking abortions. Ironically, research 
indicates that an abortion rarefy damages a 
woman's emotional health; it often bring* 
improvement

In Thr Atorho* Expmma.  Howard and 
Joy Oeofsky, an obstetrician and psychofo- 

respectively, review studies conducted 
over the laet 20 yean, and report on thou 
own work on the psychological effects of 
abortion.

Prior to the late 1960s, many woman had 

to defy both law and eorial custom to obtain 
an abortion The results ware often tragic 
w ontn OMQ on curry taoHa tn Aoornonuo 

kitchens or day* later of septicemia. But 
richer and more fortunate women found 
qualified physicians to perform covert 
lurgery. Either way, if thr pedant survived 
the operation, people commonly assumed 
she would carry a life-long burden of ihamr 
and gudt. Not so, say th* Oeofekys, who ate 
studies to support their argument 

In 1958, Paul H. Gebhard and his a>l- 
leagues published thou results bom inter­
views with 442 woman, moat of whom had 
had criminal abortions. Only a few reported 
any poaioperatrve emotional stress. Later 
Kenneth R Whittemure interviewed an­
other group of women who had under­
gone illegal abortions; 10 percent of them 
had expenenrsU poeaopevsUve infections. 
but nom  ol d w  rogrvvtod thdr dm aon 
Two of them, however, did regret that they 
had previously borrw a child out of wedlock 

Evan before change* tn th* law, some 
woman could tarmanele thatr pregnancies 

Legally whan, for instance having a baby 
would ba detrimental to thaw physical or 
mental health. Bui these oparattona were 
m l rontroveretal. cloaked tn mystery, and 
hidden by moot women who had them.

C e e a * ?  srtte te  >m> w e e  m t  a e re n seiew ire e i
—  —  f . u « « » s i s s  i g f  ar s 1* ™v*Ugr ’Sfrwepe* r*s

cmwgin isr« rw-oeMs n.simim c— —m 
aa "sees mourn

People still assumed they would produce 
lasting emotional problems. Again, the 
Osofskys draw upon psychological data to 
suggest that this is incorrect.

First, they point out that psychiatrists 
rarely see wom en with postabortion 
psychological stress. Jerome M. Rummer 

- surveyed 32 psychiatrists in Los Angeles, 
and found that three fourths of them had 
never seen a patient with a moderate or 
severe reaction to a therapeutic abortion.

Women themselves rarely report post­
abortion stress. In a New York study of 50 

women who had therapeutic abortions, 
only one woman said ah* suffered an acute 
reaction to the operation. Her problem waa 
quickly resolved through psychotherapy. 
Only on* fifth of the women arid they frit a 
littfe guilty about th* operation; this reachor 
subaded in less than ax months. All but one 

woman said she would prefer another abor­
tion to continuing an unwanted pregnancy.

Researchers studied 46 women in St. 
Louis, on* third of whom had been granted 

abortions for psychiatric reason*. Although 
tha emotionally healthy women responded 

tc th* operation better than thoaa who har1 
prvojwrstive Dtvrhietric disorders, inves­
tigators found Ht e new psychiatric line** 
after the procedure.

Even when the old New York abortion 
lew was interpreted sUictiy (rune of 26 pa- 
tienti who needed psychiatric hoepttakxe- 
tfon at tha Umvareity of Rochester Medical 

C «n i«i «*«••*{•§ prsgaancy were refused 
permiMion (Of aooraofi tiwrtj, rwo mtras ot 
the severely distressed patients who got
a _ i i. ii - k .  , —  . t i I, , I - - tl - /•oornooA iffi uiunfumai tuvkju*iaj r w i ,

aid  moat patients were in the asm* or better 
emotional nealth several months after the 
operation thar. before.

Women who elect abortion may w el suf­

fer less emotionally than women who go 
through th* normal process of bearing a 
child they want. Kenneth R. Niswander 
gave personality testa to women seeking 
abortion* and to women on a maternity 
wire. AJincunn in# iDonion piPfnti w m  
instialy more diaturbad than tha maternity 
pstier.ti, sts months attar the abortion or 
birth. both groups improved in thatr mental 
health The abortion patten i improved to a 
far greaser mtent.

Since It is much aaawr now to qualify for 
an abortion, one would expect women to 
suffer lass from tha experience Studies in 

Cakfomia. Cotorado and New York tndicale 
tfe* la true. Today, patients gmeraty have a 
poaiJva reaction to th* procedure, and m - 
partem* littfe if any guik after th* operatton.

When tha New York lew wa* bberakred. 
the Oeofekys opened an abortion program 
at ths Stats University Hospital In Syracuse. 
New York. They gathered p*ycholug>cai in­
formation on all tha patients who sought 
abortion* there in 1970 After their opera­
tions. 70 percent of th* patients reported 

they ware very happy about thru abortions, 
fewer than one out of 10 were moderately 
sad about th* operation, and only three per­



cent said they were very sad about terminat­
ing their pregnancies. More than eight out 
of 10 of them felt no guilt, 10 percent felt 
some guilt, five percent reported consider­
able guilt. And when researchers asked 
them how they felt about their decision, 
only one percent said they were angry with 
themselves.

A month after the abortion, only two per­
cent of the patients said they were dissatis­
fied with their decision, and few patients 
reported any psychological stress from the

abortion. Three fourths of them resumed 
full active lives two days sfter the operation, 
and nine tenths were functioning normally 
within a week. The Osofskys are conducting 
another experiment at Temple University 
and so far their results confirm their earlier 
data.

These studies indicate that thosj who as­
sail abortion on psychological grounds are 
using invidious and spurious arguments. 
For the vast majority of women, abortion is a 
relatively quick, safe and healthy solution to

the complex problem of unwanted preg­
nancy.

MARGIE CASADY

Additional reprints available 
from:

ASSOCIATION FOR THE 
STUDY OF ABORTION, INC.

120 West 57.h Street 
New York, New York 10019
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I am Theresaa Hoover, Associate General Secretary of the W om en s Otvtston, Board of Global Ministrier* of the United 
Methodist Church. I am also Chairperson of the Rada! justice Com m ission of the Young W om en's Christian Association, and a 
national sponsor of the Religious Coalition (or Abortion Rights. I welcom e this opportunity to -..d ress your Subcom mittee on this 
most important subject of amending the Constitution to prohibit abortion rights.

The Coalition was founded tw o-and-a-half yean ago. 
when it became evident that there would be continuing 
efforts by a vocal and determined minority to overturn the 
Suprem e Court decisions of January 22.1973. The membership 
of the Coalition has grown to 23 national Protestant, lewish. 
Catholic and other rleigious organizations— all with different 
positions on abortion and widely differing perspectives and 
views on when abortoin is morally justifiable. This diverse 
membership gives the Coalition a unique character, the very 
nature of which explains our presence here today In opposi­
tion to any constitutional amendments which would limit 
abortion rights

Let me begin by explaining this diversity. Within our 
Coalition, some organizations believe that abortion is justifed 
only in cases of rape, incest, or when the life of the woman is 
threatened by pregnancy. Others believe, with equal con­
viction, that only a woman and her doctor should decide when 
abortion might be advisable. But despite our differences on 
the issue of abortion, we are agreed that every woman should 
have the legal choice with respect to abortion, consistent with 
sound medical practice and In accordance with her conscience 
and religious beliefs. None of our m em ber groups would wish 
to Impose its teachings concerning abortion on other Indi­
viduals or religious groups, and we do not wish to have the 
teachings of another religion on this matter Imposed on us 
through law. W e believe this to be essentia1 for the preser­
vation of the principles of the first Amendment— that "Con­
gress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion 
or prohibiting the free exercise there A "

There has been a tendency to simplify and distort the

position of those who believe that enactment ot a constitu­
tional amendment outlawing abortion would abrogate the 
right ot religious groups who support abortion rights to fol­
low their own teachinf j  concerning abortion. W e do not seek 
to force those who disagree with ut or those who would not 
themselves ever undergo an abortion to do so. But we are 
committed to safeguarding the right of each faith group to 
support or oppose abortion according to its own doctrines, 
a right upheld by the Supreme Court decisions of 1973. We 
would oppose any efforts towards forced abortion equally 
as vehemently at we oppose efforts to denv the option ot 
abortion.

N mart be em pherised that our opposition to the pro­
posed constitutional amendments stems from the recognition 
that the question most basic to the abortion debate is the 
quet- m  of when life begins. We believe this to be above ail 
a theological question on which each denomination or faith 
group must be permitted to establish and follow its own

W  a  . A .  AM 0 ——  r—  £ W a  — I ! f. , —  fd § A  i A A  A — .  s W a ^ A  li. . a ,  . a ^iWKnlVv^l, Dw( TrrUat OOC Oe BlIOWwU fO Itnpoie inwrrl tnfQUgn
law on society at large.

Judaism and Christianity have differing interpretations 
on the beginnings of life, and within Christianity there
 — - W  a  rlii - - ml k«| | .  W  — — s k W  — — . - LAV W  , - a a & a  /' k . u l i a ai f f  Mtto o»vtf|tni cMM»fTi on inn point. irn iic  tome v.n rm iin  
denominations hold that life begins at conception, others
k — li ̂ M ^ A  # W  A #  111 A  A A A  W a  - r. I.. . fl a  ■ A  gl S A  ■■ ■ A  ■ A  A  a . - A a i l  s b ADtM fvt (n#i mtv cannot m  conMOfrto to ov p rn ff ii  until in# 

point of viability, i.e., when the child in the womb is capable 
of existing Independently of its mother. This latter theory must
W a  n  a  i i rl a  m a  ri I A  a  A  .. a n f i - - i  ki I a  . . ^ I L a A a .  A & ^ A A  A—A. | W ^ a a  . —  WDf conw ofrtu  to m v t  con iK m itN v vjiKjiry v w n  DV (nOM WHO
believe life begins at conception, for even they do not baptize



or hold funerals for the products of a spontaneously aborted, 
pre-viable fetus. Som e Christians believe that starting at 
conception, hum in life becomes increasingly important as the 
fetus develops, and at viability fetal life is considered to hold 
equal value with that of the mother. Still another theory 
favored by many m odem  theologians is that life is a develop­
ing continuum in which conception and viability are points 
along the way. Im plidt in this concept is the belief that 
rationality and relationality— the ability to make moral 
decisions and to be aware of self— are major deterr inants 
of human person hood. Judaism has still other beliefs on the 
beginnings of life.

□early, these examples illustrate Just how diverse is the 
religious opinion on the question of when life begins, it is 
not for any of us to evaluate these theories of life, nor to judge 
which is most credib.’ • or valid. To do so in any debate would 
be to insult those of uv who hold any of these beliefs. And ye: 
enactment of a constitutional amendment embodying one 

theory of life would be far more than an intuit: it would con­
stitute the denial of one of our most basic freedom s— the right 
to practice our religions freely. As the U.S. Com m ission on 
Q vil Rights stated in its 1975 report. Constitutional Aspects 
of the Right to Limit Chik bearing,

. . .  so long as the quewton of when Ufa begins is a manor of 
religious controversy and no choice can bo rationalized on a
ourttv winitar QrcMUM rK# rj*oo4* bv ootUwiAi abortion
through tho amending proton, would bo n u t*  *h>m one 
religious view and thua inhibiting the free eserctte of religion of 
others.

In addition to the question of when Ufe begins there are 
a number of other Important religious principles and traditions 
held by many of our members upon which their positions on 
abortion rights are based and which must, therefore, be 
equally respected and protected.

•  Many Protestant denominations have a strong tradition 
of advocating individual responsibility in matters concerning 
family, sexuality, and community. This derives from their belief 
that God, thro '-h  Jesus, encourages the freedom  of humans 
to exercise resp ibility and make responsible personal de­
cisions. For inti * .  one of our Coalition m em bers, the 
American Baptist convention, adopted a position in 19BB 
favoring abortion rights under certain conditions. It begins 
with this statement: "Because Christ calls us to affirm the 
freedom of persons and the sanctity of life, we recognize that 
abonion should be a matter of responsible persona/ decision.*’ 

(Emphasis added.)
It should be noted, moreover, that for many religious 

groups, the right to privacy is intrinsic to this decision-m aking 
process. It is expected that a woman, guided by her religious 
beliefs and teachings and by her own conscience, will make a 
responsible decision concerning a problem  pregnancy. Bui 
the has the right to make that decision in private consultation 
with her doctor, wif^nut the Interference of other persons or 
the state. W ere » .tituiional amendment enacted, she 
American Baptists and the many other denominations which 
share this particular religious concept of choice and privacy 
would be prevented from exercising their convictions and 
only those forbidding abortion could follow their religious 

teachings.
•  White reverence for life It an essential and fundamental 

principle of our ludeo-Chrtttian heritage, religious organiza­
tions may differ In how each nterprett and seeks lo safeguard 
this tenet. Many Protestant xrgamzaitons esprets their con­
cern for living children and set forth other contiderattont

which should be taken into account. A statement entitled Freedom of Choice Concerning Abortion adopted by the 
General Synod of the United Church of Christ, June 29,1971, 

says:

An ethical view does not require an undifferentiated con­
cern for life, tt places peculiar value upon personal life and 
upon the quality of life, both actual and potential. . .  The impli­
cation is that factors other than its (the fetus) existence may 
appropriately be given equal ot greater we*t‘ % at this time—  
the welfare of the whole family. Its economic condition, the age 
of the parents, their view of the optimum number of children 
consonant with their resources and the pressure* of population, 
their vocational and social objectives, for example.

Still other concerns on the quality of life are reflected in the 
Resolution on Responsible Parenthood adopted by the 1972 
General Conference of the United Methodist Church:

. . .  Because human Ufe is distorted when N is unwanted and un­
loved, parents variously violate their responsibility when they 
bring Into the world children for whom they cannot provide 
love. , .  When, through contraceptive or human failure, an un­
acceptable pregnancy occurs, we believe that a profound re­
gard for unborn human IMe must be weighed alongside an 
equaUy profound regard lor fully formed personhood, parti- 
cuiariy when the ph^kai. mental and emotional health of the 
pregnant woman and Her family thow reason io be teriouair 
threatened by the new Me just forming.

•  Another basis for tha support of abortion rights among 
our m em ber organization* is a concern for the health and wel­
fare of women. The; are recognized as creative, loved and 
loving human beings who have achieved full personhood 
In the sight of moat Protestant denominations, to equate 
personhood with an unborn fetus ti to dehumanize the 
woman, o  consider her a m ere “ thii “ through which the 
fetus is pasting. To deny this assentia< *<.net of our beliefs—  
the concept of personhood— would constitute a gross viola­
tion of our Christian faith.

As concerned, responsible organizations, we cannot dis­
miss lightly the many possible health reasons which would 
lead a woman to choose abortion. A woman suffering from 
heart disease, diabetes, or cancer could suffer grave. If 
not fatal, risks if the continued a pregnancy to term. And a 
woman who It the carrier of a genetic disease, such at 
tickle cell anemia or Tay-Sachs, which may ba transmitted to 
the fetus, should not be com pelled to bear that fetus if the 
dons not choose to after m edics! tests have confirm ed that the 
fetus is affected. We cannot in good conscience force a woman 
who hat bean raped to carry the possibly resulting pregnancy 
to term. To do so would be to totally disregard the anguish 
women suffer in such drt-\jm sunce*

O ne concern for women's welfare is not limited to physi­
cal health. We recognize that a woman rightfully hat ropes 
and concern* in her I Me which do not and cannot include 
an unplanned pregnancy While there are several alter natives 
which the rray explore in the event such a pregnancy occurs, 
we believe that abortion should be one of the ch o k es avail­
able fj her. And should she choose abortion, safe, legal 
abortion services are her right.

•  O ur m em ber organiz it Iona know that laws prohibiting 
ab> rtion have never in tha past and will not in the future stop 
e b o n  sns. Such laws merely make abortions extremely 
dangerous and/or expensive U pper-incom e women will be 
able to travel to countries where abortion is safe, or will 
pay a doctor to perform  a safe abortion in this country, dis­
guising the operation under any number of acceptable 
euphemisms for abortion. Low er-incom e women, on the



other hand, unable to travel and lacking access to local 
facilities, will either bear an unwanted child or resort to pay­
ing exorbitant prices for the services of an unscrupulous 
abortionist under totally unsafe conditions.

Many of our m em ber organizations specifically acknow­
ledge the risk of such prohibitive laws in their positions 
affirming abortion rights. The statement on Freedom o f Per­
sona/ Ch oice in Problem Pregnancies adopted by the United 
Presbyterian Church, USA, in 1972 says,

Prohibitive and restrictive abortion laws have perpetuated 
inequality between those who can afford an abortion and those 
who cannot, leading to grave risks to the emotional and physi­
cal health oiI the woman, her family, and the community and 
aggravating already grave social problems.

AM these factors are cornerstones upon which the con­
viction* concerning abortion rights are founded. We believe 
they must be respected, and those who follow and practice 
them must be allowed to continue the exercise of these beliefs 
as guaranteed by our Constitution.

It should be made clear that none of our members advo­
cates abortion or considers It an easy sot jtion  to a problem 

pregnancy. Certainly none considers it a desirable meant of

knew, would perform safe, albeit illegal, abortions. In 
essence, the Clergy Consultation Service, as it came to be 
called, wat a movement based on conscience which helped 
untold numbers of women in tragic circumstances.

Since the Supreme Court decisions, many yf our membet 
groups continue to provide caring, responsible and informed 
counseling to women who seek it. In this way, a woman can 
be advised of the full range of alternatives and the may be 
assured of support when she most needs i t  The General 
Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United S u tw  in 
1970 adopted a resolution which included a passage along 

these lines:

The Church should develop a greater pastoral concern and 
sensitivity to the needs of persona involved in “ problem preg­
nancies." Such persons should be aided in securing profes­
sional counseling about the various alternatives open to them 
tn order that they may act responsibly in the light of their moral 
commitments, their understanding oi the meaning of Ufe, and 
their capacities as parents

It is important to stress at this point that statements 
such as the one Just quoted are not arrived at lightly. Nor are 

they the beliefs of just the leadership of these organizations. 
The positions of each of our m em ber organizations on 
abortion rights— as on any issue before them— are arrived at

Whatever its position on the abortion issue, 

each religious organization must respect the right oi others to believe differently 

if we are to retai.i the freedoms of our democratic pluralistic society.

birth control. But each is aware that there are circumstances 
under which abortion may well be the most acceptable among 
a series of difficult alternatives, and each believes that women 
should have the full range of chorees available to them — in ­
cluding u fe . legal abortion

Our m em ber organizations are actively involved in 
seeking to insure that the need for a bon ion it reduced by 
advocating responsible family planning and w orkirg for the 
development of suppon services These include • nproved 
health care for the poor and increased child car# tor those 
women who must work to support their families anc those 
who choose to pursue careers while Mill having young 
childien at home Most of our members encourage their 
constituents to adopt and practice those v/lues which art most 
conducive to achieving a society where a bon ions will not be 
necessary. As an example, the recent sutem em  adopted by 
the Union of American Hebrew Congregations' Com m ission 
on Social Action states.

N It  o u r g y t B g  to educate o u r peo p le  lo t y  m the 

m ore l aspe rn  o i b m h - c o m m i. end ab om on  <Secm»n» mi ac- 
cordencw w n h  th# values o f o u t le w w h  rredm en  le t  w ry mwxi 

p ro v id e  to r  c o n tro l in io rm e n o n  and torvtcos and g aarantee 

thatr accetuM M * to  p e o p le  m ihts country and m M  tu*y 

a lie n a te  the soc ial an d  econom ic  rond ttton t w htch o ften  m eke 

ab o rtio n  « necessity

lon g b  .tore tho 197) Supreme C o u n  decisions, thoutaodt 
of clergy ecognized that women facing unwanted preg­
nancies would, if desperate enough, rtsk possible death 
at the hands of an illegal aborttontsz or as a result of thetr 
own attempts at self-induced abortion Rather than condem n 
them to such harsh fates, these clergy cuunsefed the troubled 
women and referred them to responsible doctors who. they

only after careful study and reflection. debate, and finally, 
approval by .  maforit/ of the delegates al a national repre­
sentative assembly. This involvement of the laity in decisions 
it a strong tradition within Protestantism. Positions supporting 
abortion rights arrived at in this manner are held wuii just 
at much integrity and conviction as are the beliefs of those 
opposing abom on rights.

Because convictions on this issue are so strong, and 
because emotions around it run to high, we are concerned 
about the divtttvenes* that would be unleashed in this country 
should any constitutional amendment banning abortion pass 
the Congress and be submitted to the state legHi' cures for 
ratification Certainty conflicts which would ante are apt to 
weaken the all jo  fragile ties now existing among religious 
group* in this country, far bene* that our energies be devoted, 
tn the spirit of ecumenism, toward removing the conditions 
which make abortion necessary, and that on this issue, we 

agree to disagree
Whatever its position on the abortion issue, each religious 

organization mutz respect ihe right of others to believe dif­
ferently If we are to retain the freedoms of our democratic 
pfuraUoic society. M r. Chairman. I cannot believe that this 
Subcommittee, the Congress, or the American people wish to 

erode one of th# most basic rights of this dem ocracy— the 
right to the free exercise of religion— by enacting a consti­
tutional amendment prohibiting abortion. The 197) Supreme 
Court decisions permit each 'aith group to follow its own 
teaching* and belief*, no one is forced lo do otherwise We 
ihere!ore strongly oppose any consiHwitonai amendments 
which would deny our rights to practice the tenets whtch are 
to much a part of our refigiou* beliefs m  this matter of 
abortion

r



Religious Liberty and Abortion

Excerpts from a speech delivered 

hyElizabeth Miller
Secretary of Issue Development, Nat!oral Ministries 

American Baptist Churches, U 3A
at the New England Conference o f *he 
Religious Coalition for Abortion Rigl ts 

North Andover, Massachusetts 
November 4,1976

Religious liberty in the Unite*! States found its major prcphet in Roger Williams, a young 
Puritan minister who came to this State of Massachusetts seeking freedom. Here he found that 
religious requirements were enforced by the s*ate and after preachine against this invasion of 
personal liberty, founded the first colony to grant complete religious freedom and aiso founded the 
first Baptist church in this country. Rhode Island became a center of Baptist growth and of Baptist 
concepts with regard to the fundamental rights of persons. This concern with rights was so strong 
that wnen Rhode Island finally ratified the Constitution, it insisted that a Bill of Rights be added to it. 
Rhode Island included four articles to be included in that Bill of Rights: freedom of religion, freedom 
of speech, freedom of the press and the right of trial by jury.

The Baptist Position
According to Or. Robert G. Tor bet, Baptist historian, 

"Baptists have . . .  a conviction that reiigious liberty must 
be granted in society, because this is the only principle 
by which freedom for ail people can ba preserved in the

n n H t lrDOGy pot«T9C # # e
"They tee that tha church does have the right to 

express approval or disapproval of events in the general 
community, particularly W they affect the moral good of 
todecy. But they reedlly admit that the church should 
not seek to force Its standards upon tha public con­
science. Indeed, they realise that the church, In claiming 
freedom for itself, must also defend and guard the free­
dom of all minority elements in the community

Public Morality 
and Personal Morality

In considering the relationship of law and morality, 
morality can be divided into two general types—pubbc

morality and personal morality. By public morality, I 
rr ian hose ethical and moral principles which guide a 
nation in setting its priorities, determining courses of 
action and judging the performances of public officials 
. . . .  The church hat a responsibility to build among its 
constituency an understanding of the moral implication 
of issues such as these, and to speak prophetically to the 
state to call it to operate on higher moral principles.

With regard to personal morality, the state has a 
more limited role . . . .  This is the realm of personal 
decision-making influenced by the church or whatever 
ocher source the person seeks for guidance in setting 
hit or her own standards. In this realm, the church 
should be actively influencing its constituents and. if it 
wishes, members of the general public, but it should 
not seek to enlist the coercive power of the state to en­
force its views . . . .  The fan that i  particular act is not 
illegal does not comprise endorsement by the law. Many 
things that are not illegal are regarded as immoral by 
various religious groups although groups differ In what 
they perceive as immoral.



In spite of the fact that they lack the coercive power 
of the law, religious groups through education, discus­
sion, persuasion and the applications of their own 
sanctions are often quite effective in influencing their 
own constituency and sometimes the general public to 
reject behavior the group defines as immoral. In fact, 
if there is not a general consensus in society with regard 
to the rightness or wrongness of particular personal 
actions, the use of a law *o coerce persons to conform 
may be ineffective and damaging to the observance of 
law. It may also result in lim iting the effectiveness of 
the religious group in influencing its own constituency.

A Precedent to Heed: 
The Failure of Prohibition

The most prominent example of an attempt to legis­
late morality was the passage of the Eighteenth Amend­
ment to the Constitution which made Prohibition the 
law of the land. While persons from all religious groups 
were included among those supporting Prohibition, 
one of the major factors in its passage was the strong 
support given by evangelical Protestant groups, in­
cluding Baptists.

The passage of the Bghtcenth Amendment ap­
peared to be the culmination of a long pmrew which 
had built a national consensus for prohibition.

A consensus, however, Jid  nor exist. While there 
was a strong enough ma'arity to get a law passed, a 
sizable minority did nor. agree. They felt enraged that 
someone rise's standards were being imposed on them 
snd they felt the Eighteenth Ai endment was a violation 
of their personal rights. They tit that the government 
had no right ot interfere in what was essentially a private 
matter and as a result, there was widespread violation of 
the law.

Further, the fact that a large minority of the popu­
lation was not willing to observe the law, provided the 
opportunity for an underworld business to develop to 
meet 'he demand for akohoik beverages. Church 
groups which had looked upon prohibition as s way to 
Aght crime and corruption, now found themselves in the 
tragic situation of discovering that the law they had 
worked so hard to pass was now itself providing the op­
portunity for a major increase in crime and corruption.

Leg i s l a t i ng  Morality 
and Legalizing Abortion

According to Protest'nt per cep ions. Cod's love 
frees persons to become fully humar and to Increese 
their areet of ra»pmilU£;> as they participate in Cod's 
mission. Thus, taking respcyMibil1*', for themseivea, for 
the world in which they the and for their future is es­
sential If persons are to make their best contribution to

the work of Cod in the world.
It has been natural, therefore, for Protestants to ac­

cept family planning as a responsibilit ■ as well as a right. 
Decisions to bring children into the world are important 
decisions in themselves and increasingly In relationship 
to the need for food and other resources by the world 
community.

Protestants have also seen sexual intercourse and 
sexual relationships as having a larger purpose than 
simply procreation. Sexual intercourse for procreation 
probably plays a limited role in most sexual relation­
ships. More important is the role sexual Intimacy plays 
as men and women deepen their relationships to each 
other, rejoice in their growing knowledge of each ocher 
and celebrate their life together.

The above concepts he'd within them some of the 
reasons why abortion dui «ng the early months of preg­
nancy has been acceptable to Protestants. Family plan­
ning is already recommended and is usually practiced. 
Thera is no particular point at which It can be said that 
an embryo or fetus becomes a full human person. Rather

the fetus is in the process of becoming human. While the 
fetus has the potential of becoming human, it is only the 
potential.

The wtxnan who is carrying the fetus is a full human 
being and also usual! has much potential for growth 
and development ir her fife. For some, that potential 
may be fulfilled Ir/ continuing the pregnancy to term 
and bearing a eh* d. For ocher women the continuation 
of pregnancy w il deny, stifle or warp their p tantiais. 
To insist on developing the unknown potent ' of the 
fetus while denying the woman the right to make a 
choke about her own life and iter potential is a denial 
of her personhood.

Further, since there are many different views among 
theologians, philosophers and scientists concerning 
when life begins, no law should be put on the books 
which requires all persons to hold to a court* of action 
based on a particular interpretation . . . .

A constitutional amendment that gave protection 
from the moment of conception would eliminate some 
of the most commonly used means for family planning. 
The elimination ot the most widely used methods of 
family planning would not be acceptable to either 
women or men and the law would not be observed.

i i l f f i
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Further, the fact that abortions are illegal will not 
prevent women from getting them. Women will have 
difficulty getting abortions under safe medical condi­
tions. Back room abortionists will begin practicing 
and many women will die and more will be maimed and 
injured. The wealthy will be able to find good abortion­
ists or go out of the country to have them done in hos­
pitals abroad. As usual, the poor will suffer the most

Before the Supreme Court Decision, many of the 
finest, most sensitive and socially concerned Protestant 
dergy ran the ifcfc of prison In order to hdp women who 
were desperately seeking an abortion. They counseled 
with them and if they wished an abortion, they directed 
them to a cor /etent doctor who performed the abor­
tion at a rea.onable price under unitary conditions 
. . . .  If aoortions once agdn become illegal, many of 
our finest Protestant clergy w ill again find themselves 
in the position where they w ill have to run ti.e  risk of 
prison to help women desperately seeking ibortions.

While the law can play a teaching role. It can do so 
only to a limited degree with regard to personal moral­
ity. Where there is a broad general '*onsensut the law 
may be able to undergird that consensus. /hen there 
are wide differences, however, and these differences 
are based on deeply held theological and moral con­
victions, it Is most d ifficu lt for the iaw to serve as* 
a teacher and an attempt to teach through law may 
put the law itself in disrepute. In that situation it is far 
better for the law to be neutral and di*f*renc«s to be 
subject to ongoing dialogue.

Our law depends heavily on preceo its . In light of 
the decisions which lie ahead, the precedents we set 
should keep decisions concerning reproductive pro­
cesses in the hands of the person or persons involved. 
We would not want to find ourselves trapped sometime 
in the future by discovering that we have riven away 
control of our reproductive processes to a third party 
designated by the state.

Conclusion
In 'V s* of this discussion, the Supreme Court de­

cision * «rm to be best for our pluralistic society. The 
decision of the Supreme Court does not determine 
whether abortion or any other act Is moral or immoral 
It simpiy defines the area in which the state has a legiti­
mate interest and, therefore, the right to legislate.

Churches and other concerned groups have a re­
sponsibility to train their constituency and to keep 
before the general public their understanding of moral 
and ethical behavior at they relate to each other, to the 
world in which they live and to their creator.
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sponsible medical practice; and for opposing efforts 

lo deny these rights through constttuttonai amendment, 

or federal and state legislation."



f W r u ^ t P r  

1/21/82

STATEMENT_TO THE.ALASKA.HOUSE H.E.S.S, COMMITTEE ON H.B. 500

M y  n a m e  is Phil M c M u r r a y .  I am s p e a k i n g  as a m e m b e r  o f  the 

J u n e a u  P r o - C h o i c e  C o a l it ion. We  fo rm ed  as a g r o u p  o v e r  t h r e e  y e a r s  

a g o  in r e s p o n s e  to a b e h i n d - t h e - s c e n e s  a t t e m p t  to e l i m i n a t e  s t a t e  

f u n d i n g  fcr a b o r t i o n s  in the b u d g e t  f r e e - c o n f e r e n c e  c o m m i t t e e .  Wc 

w e r e  s t r o n g l y  o p p o s e d  to r e m o v i n g  S t a t e  f u n d i n g  foi a b o r t i o n s  then  

«nd  we a re  s t r o n g l y  o p p o s e d  to H.B. 500, w h i c h  a t t e m p t s  the sam e 

thing, now.

We  s u p p o r t  c o n t i n u e d  S t a t e  f u n d i n g  fo r p o o r  w o m e n  in a i d i n g  

th e m w i t h  a n y  m e d i c a l  c a r e  th e y s e e k  w i t h  re g ar d to r e p r o d u c t i v e  

issues. H a v i n g  a low or no in c om e s c v c r l y  r e s t r i c t s  o r  e l i m i n a t e s  

w o m e n ' s  c h o i c e s ,  w h e t h e r  that c h o i c e  is to end an u n w a n t e d  p r e g n a n c y  

o r  to c a r r y  it t'> t e r m  and  r a i s e  a child.

T h i s  bill is c l e a r l y  an a t t a c k  on o n e sma ll , se le ct  g r o u p  - 

that o f p o o r  w o m e n  ... w o m e n  w h o  o f t e n  a l r e a d y  h a v e  o n e  or m o r e  

c h i l d r e n .  An d  it's an a t t a c k  l e v e l e d  not b e c a u s e  o f s o m e  fiscal 

c o n c e r n  for too m u c h  s t a t e  s p e n d i n g  - b e c a u s e  the am o un t  of m o n e y  

is i n c r e d i b l y  small - but b e c a u s e  o n e  small g r o u p  h o i i e v e s  that 

a b o r t i o n  is m o r a l l y  w ro n g .

T h e  S t a t e  p r o v i d e s  m e d i c a l  a s s i s t a n c e  to n e e d y  A l a s k a n s .  It 

is for the l e g i s l a t u r e  to d e c i d e  ho w  m u c h  fi nan cia l a s s i s t a n c e  to 

p r o v i d e  and to wh om;  but it is not for the l e g i s l a t u r e  to d i c t a t e  

to its c i t i z e n s  what m e d i c a l  p r o c e d u r e s  they m a y  h a v e  and what p r o­

c e d u r e s  they m a y  not. T h e  c h o i c e  o f  m e d i c a l  p r o c e d u r e s  is for the 

p a t i e n t  and her  p h y s i c i a n  to d e c i d e .  P o o r  w o m e n  h a v e  a right to 

the sa m e f r e e d o m  o f  c h o i c e  as rich women. It is an a b u s e  o f  l e g i s l a t i v e  

p o w e r  to s i n g l e  out o n e  m e d i c a l  p r o c e d u r e  to d e n y  p o o r  w o m e n  on the 

b a s i s  of  s o m e o n e  e l s e ' s  p e r s o n o l  mo ral  val ue s,  liach w o m a n  must m a k e  

h e r  o w n  c h o i c e s  a c c o r d i n g  to h e r  ow n  c o n s c i e n c e .

Th e 1980 c e n s u s  s h o w e d  a l a r ge  i n c r e a s e  in the n u m b e r  o f  s i n g l e  

w o m e n  w i t h  c h i l d r e n ,  and  a d i s - p r o p o r t i o n n t o  n u m b e r  o f  them  live 

o n  inc ome s b e l o w  the p o v e r t y  level. W i t h  the w o r s e n i n g  r e c e s s i o n  

and its a c c o m p a n y i n g  h i g h e r  u n e m p l o y m e n t  rate, t h e s e  w o m e n  will 

s u f f e r  the most. T h a n k s  to the K c a g a n  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n ' s  p r o g r a m  of
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d i sman t l in g  equal  o p p o r t u n i t y  and a f f i r m a t i v e  a c t i o n  g u i d e l i n e s ,  
women w i l l  be the f i r s t  t o  f e e l  the e f f e c t  o f  the c u t t i n g  o f  f e d e r a l  
budge t s .  Th i s  b i l l  t o  remove s t a t e  funding f o r  a b o r t i o n s  i s  j u s t  
ano the r  c r u e l  a t t a c k  on poor  women.

The Juneau P r o -Ch o i c e  C o a l i t i o n  over  the past  s e v e r a l  years  
has been a d i v e r s e  group o f  women and men, o f  va ry ing  ages ,  l i f e s t y l e s ,  
f am i ly  s i t u a t i o n s ,  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s  and work expe r i en ce .  Some would 
not choo se  to  have an a b o r t i o n  t hemse lve s ,  b e l i e v i n g  i t  t o  be wrong 
f o r  them. But a l l  o f  us f u l l y  unders tand t ha t  i t  i s  u l t im a t e l y  a 
woman's r i g h t  t o d e c i d e  f o r  h e r s e l f  on the mat te r  o f  whether t o  end 
an unwanted pregnancy o r  c a r r y  the pregnancy to  term.  I t ' s  a woman's 
r i g h t  t o  d i r e c t  her own l i f e  and to  make d e c i s i o n s  about her  own 
body.  A woman's l i f e  i s  a human l i f e .  Her r i g h t s  a re  v i o l a t e d  by 
the l o s s  o f  the r i g h t  t o  choose  a b o r t i o n  . . .  he r  1 i f e  is at  s t ake  
when the r e  i s  not s a f e ,  a f f o r d a b l e  a b o r t i o n  s e r v i c e s  a v a i l a b l e  and 
f i n a n c i a l  a i d  i f  needed.

I t  i s  very c l e a r  tha t  t h i s  b i l l  is sponsored and suppor ted by 
th os e  who not on ly want t o e l im in a t e  s t a t e  funding fo r  a b o r t i o n s ,  
but they want t o e l im in a t e  a 1 1 a b o r t i o n s .  They want t o  make women 
who have a b o r t i o n s  in to  c r im in a l s  and they want t o  re tu rn  to the  
days when hundreds o f  women a day around the coun t ry  entered  h o s p i t a l s  
s e v c r l y  maimed o r  dying because  o f  d e s p e r a t e  a t tempts  at a b o r t i n g  
a pregnancy they cou ld  not s uppo r t .

We see the a n t i - c h o i c e  movement e lsewhere be s i de s  in the a b o r t i o n  
r i g h t s  f i g h t .  Most o f  the same peop le  who oppose a b o r t i o n  a l s o  oppose  
the liqual Mights Amendment because  they see a s p e c i f i c  r o l e  f o r  women 
which mandates that  they be mothers and wives e x c l u s i v e l y .  These  
peop l e  a re  a l s o  i n c r e d i b l y  homophobi c ,  f e v e r i s h l y  f i g h t i n g  to  deny 
the s imple r i g h t  o f  gay peop le  t o  choose  to  l ove whomever they wish.

The a n t i - c h o i c e  movement is not u "moral" movement, hut an 
u l t r a - c o n s e r v a t i v e ,  o f t e n  r e a c t i o n a r y  movement. It grew in s t r eng th  
because o f  a r e a c t i o n  t o  the economic i l l s  o f  t h i s  c o un t r y ,  in 
r e a c t i o n  to the i n t e rn a t i o n a l  upheavul s aga ins t  our  U .S .  government ' s  
I n t e r f e r e n c e  in the l i v e s  o f  o t h e r  n a t i on a l  p e o p l e s .  I t ' s  not a 
c o i n c i d en c e  t h . t  l e g i s l a t o r s  in Washington,  D.C.  who want to out law  
a b o r t i o n s  a l s o  vo te  f o r  h ig he r  n a t i ona l  de fense  budge t s ,  vo te  aga ins t  
o t h e r  s o c i a l  nnd we l f u r c  fund ing ,  and support  r i gh t -w ing  d i c t a t o r s h i p s



in c e n t r a l  and s o u t h  A m e r i c a  w h e r e  h u n d r e d s  of  p e o p l e  a r e  s l a u g h t e r e d  

e a c h  day.

W e  b e l i e v e  that o u r true " m o r a l "  o b l i g a t i o n  is to c o n t i n u e  S t a t e  

f u n d i n g  for a b o r t i o n ,  as well as o t h e r  s e r v i c e s  w h i c h  h e l p  t h o s e  

wh o t ru ly  n e e d  help. T h i s  c o m m i t t e e  s h o u l d  o p p o s e  H.B. 500.

B e c a u s e  it's v e r y  p o s s i b l e  that you  h a v e  n e v e r  had the 

o p p o r t u n i t y  to read s u c h  m a t e r i a l ,  I've g i v e n  eac h of y o u  a pa c ke t 

o f  g e n e r a l  i n f o r m a t i o n .  It c o n t a i n s  the J u n e a u  P r o - C h o i c e  C o a l i t i o n  

S t a t e m e n t  o f P u r p o s e ,  and a v a r i e t y  o f  w e l l - w r i t t e n  i n f o r m a t i o n  about 

r e li g i o u s ,  e t h i c a l ,  e c o n o m i c  and social issues i nv ol ved  w i t h  the 

r i ght  to a b o r t i o n .  I e n c o u r a g e  y ou  to read it c a r e f u l l y .

Phil McMurr.iy

c / o  J u n e a u  P r o - C h o i c e  C o a l i t i o n  

P . O . B o x  1325 

J u n e a u ,  AK 99 802 

H o m e  Phone: 5 86 -1 6 1 7  

W o r k  Phone: 36 4- 4 3 2 2



Official Pmia—

Alaska j§iaie êgtslature
House of Representatives

Committee on 
H c ilt f i , GduciJion & Sociil Services

Pooch v
State Capitol 

Juneau. Alaaka 99611

January 21, 1982

TO: All Members, House H.E.S.S.

FRGM: Jens Zehbe, Coecdttee Ai

REGARDING: Sunnary, House Bill 500

An Act limiting the use of state money to pay for abortions

This bill amends Title 47, Chapter 7 regarding Medical Assistance for 
Needv Persons. As stated, it would prohibit the us» of state moncv to 
pay for abortions m l e s s  the physician certifies ir writing, that cte 
life of the mother would be in d a n g u  were the pregnancy to c o n d n u i .



MSG 82-00002395 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14.24:55 ORIG: LJ08 IN* 0015 OUT* 009:
FROM: JOYCE TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  * ' pACE ©001

TO: ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM: DOROTHY WILSON
' P. 0. BOX 629 

JUNEAU, AK 99802 
586-6358

I SUPPORT HP 500 AND URGE PASSAGE.

MSG 82-00002380 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14 03 29 ORIG: LJ08 IN* 0014 OUT- 0081
FROM JOYCE TO JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ P O M  PAGE 0001

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM BONNIE 2EMAN 
BOX 47
DOUGLAS 99824 
364-3491

I AM IN FAVOR OF HB 500. THANK YOU.



------------------

MSG 82-00002360 PRTY 1 01/20/82 13:32:15 ORIG: LAOO IN- 0012 CUT- 0080
FROM: MARCIE, ANC INFO TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  pAGc 0001

TO: 

FRCM:

REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, BEIRNE, CATO, SMITH, AND MALONE 

MICHAEL KASNICK, P. 0. BOX 4177, ANC 99509 (272-6091)

I OPPOSE HOUSE BILL 500 VERY STRONGLY AND I AM SURE THAT THE REASONS 
BEHIND Th a T UILl BE ELABORATELY EXPRESSED BY OTHER MESSAGES RECEIVED 
REGARDING THIS BILL. * THANK YOU.

r-m- "T *  V"

M G  82-0000:35' PRTY 1 01/20/82 13 1 ^ 1 3  Oj»»£: LF01

FROM PFRRIF'FPKS T0 JU 0
T A R G E T :  LJH2 SUBJ POMS

IN- 0014 OUT- 0061 

PAGE 000

* •

TO HOUSE-HESS COMMITTEE '
REPS. BEIRNE, MARTIN,CATO, SMITH, hALONE

JUDY HARVEY 
SR BOX 70389 
FAIRBANKS, AK 99701

RE HB 5 0 0
MSG I'M OPPOSED TO MB 500. WHEN ABORTION IS LEGAL IN ALASKA I T S  NOT FAIR 

TO D1SLMM1NHIE” »7TA!NST LOW INCOME WOMEN.



7 7 9  8 4 l  

. /iu +Ztan A i, .Q I& iaAa 9 0 7 0 1

907 459-6194 907 459-6199

January 18, 1982
R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  M i k e  B e l r r e  
C h a i r m a n  H o u s e  H e a l t h ,  E d u c a t i o n  
a n d  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s  C o m m i t t e e  
P 6 u c h  V
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  9 9 8 1 1  
M a l l  S t o p  3100

D e a r  R e p r e s e n t a t i v e  B e l r n e :  Re: H o u s e  B i l l  500

I u r g e  y o u  to c o n s i d e r  t h e  m a n y  w o m e n  th at  c o u l d  be 
d a n g e r o u s l y  h u r t  If H o u s e  B i l l  5 0 0  p a s s e s  and  th e  S t a t e  
n o  l o n g e r  f i n d s  a b o r t i o n s .  A w o m a n  d o e s  h a v e  t h e  l e g al  
r i g h t  to a n  a b o r t i o n ,  bu t  o f t e n ,  c a n n o t  e x e r c i s e  t h i s  r i gh t  
b e c a u s e  o f  th e  e x p e n s e  o f  an  a b o r t i o n .  S t a t e  f u n d i n g  of 
a b o r t i o n  e q u a l i z e s  the r i g h t s  b e t w e e n  p o o r  w o m e n  a n d

a b o r t i o n  a n d  th e  s t a t e ' r  w e a l t h  f r o m  oil  and  o t h e r  s o u r c e s ,  
I w o u l d  c o n s i d e r  a v o t e  in f a v o r  o f  th is  l e g i s l a t i o n  to be 
a f l a g r a n t  v i o l a t i o n  of  a w o m a n ' s  r i g h t  to  be t r e a t e d  
e q u a l l y  in s o c i e t y .

C o n s i d e r  a l s o  the b u r d e n  o n  th e S t a t e ' s  w e l f a r e  
s y s t e m  if t h e  m o t h e r  d o e s  c a r r y  the f et us  to t e r m  a n d  
a o n i J d  is b orn . T h e r e  Is s u f f i c i e n t  d a t a  a v a i l a b l e  to 
s u p p o r t  th e  c o n c l u s i o n  t h a t  a w e l f a r e  m o t h e r  w o u l d  cost 
t h e  s t a t e  c o n s i d e r a b l e  m o r e  m o n e y ,  t o  c a r e  f o r  th e c h i l d  
t h a n  w o u l d  t h e co s t o r a n  a b o r t i o n .

I c a n n o t  s t a t e  how  s t r o n g l y  I s u p p o r t  the r i g h t  to 
a n  a b o r t i o n ,  by c h o i c e ,  a n d  t h a t  I b e l i e v e  t he  S t a t e  
s h o u l d  c o n t i n u e  to fund a b o r t i o n s .  I h o p e  y o u  w i l l  c o n s i d e r  
th e  i s s u e  c a r e f u l l y  b e f o r e  d e c i d i n g  on  y o u r  v o t e  on  this  
i s s u e .  P l e a s e  d o n ' t  be s w a y e d  by the  a r g u m e n t  th a t the 
f e t u s  Is a l i v i n g  b e i n g  a n d  t h a t  th e act  o f  a b o r t i o n  is 
a c ri m e .  It isn't  ̂ n d  m d r a l l t y  d o e s  no t e n t e r  I n t o  this  
d e c i s i o n .  W h a t  d o e s  c o m e  I n t o  p l a y  Is t h e  q u a l i t y  o f  life  
o f  a m o t h e r  w h o  c a n n o t  a f f o r d  an  a b o r t i o n  v e r s u s  o n e  w h o  
c a n  a f f o r d  t h i s  d e c i s i o n .

T h a n k  y o u  for y o u r  c a r e f u

w o m e n  w h o  c a n  a f f o r d  to pay  f o r  an  a b o r t i o n .

C o n s i d e r i n g  t h e  g r a v i t y  o f  t h e  p r o b l e m ,  an u n w a n t e d

V M T / b c e



MSG 82-00002179 PRTY 1 
FROM: CINDY, ANCH 
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM

01/19/82 18:41:22 ORIG: LAOO IN* 0030 OUT* 0161
TO: JNU INFO . *

• PAGE 0001

TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH

FROM: PATRICIA ERET2IAN, 2520 NORTHRUP PL. 99504 (279-9396)

I STRONGLY OPPOSE Hb 500 AND URGE YOU TO VOTE AGAINST IT. 
VERY DISCRIMINATORY AGAINST THE UNDERPRIVILEGED.-

IT IS

ROM: MARCIE?6ANCPINF01 0 1 / 2 0 / 8 2  13:32:15 ORIG: LAOO IN* 0012 OUT* 0080
ARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: p 0 „ TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO °UT 9 9 U

^ PAGE 0011

TO:

FROM

REPRESENTATIVE MIKE BEIRNE

SUSAN CUNNINGHAM, ACM MERRILL DRIVE, ANC 99503 <298-0272,

I AM OPPOSED TO MAKING ABORTIONS ILLEGAL.

'  t *
MSG 82-00001801 PRTY 1 01/18/82 16 45 26 ORIG: LF01 IN® 0008 OUT* 0119
FROM ANNIE IN FAIRBANKS TO: JUNEAU INFO. ‘
TARGET: LJH2" SUBJ: POM

TO: REPS. BETTISUORTH. BROUN, FANNING. RANDOLPH, ROGERS, AND SMITH
SENS. BENNETT. FAHRENKAMP, AND PARR 
REPS. BEIRNE. MARTIN, CATO, AND MALONE

FROM: THERESA HOBBY, S.R.BOX 90341, FBKS. 99701 488-3070

RE /^HB500^)

T AM OPPOSED TO HB500 BECAUSE I THINK IT DISCRIMINATES AGAINST THE POOR 

ULMEN OF ALASKA.



MSG 82-00002168 PRTY 1 01/19/82 17:43:52 ORIG: LOOO IN* 0005 OUT* 015
FROM: KODIAK TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OP-NION MESSAGE PAGE 000

TO: REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BETTE CATO, SALLY SMITH,

HUGH MALONE .
,

FROM: JANET UENTE ...
. P.O. BOX 2791

KODIAK, AK. 99615, 486-5725
• •

HB 500 IS A BIG STEP IN THE WRONG DIRECTION. I AM OPPOSED TO IT AND FEEL T 
"LEGISLATION LIMITS WOMEN'Sf REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS. WOMEN MUST HAVE SAFE, LEGA 
AND, IF NECESSARY, STATE SUBSIDIZED ABORTIONS AVAILABLE TO THEM.

7̂sssaxxtntrtzs:::'‘v..‘.t̂ z

MSG 82-0000216 1 PRTY 1 01/19/82 17:43:52 ORIG: LOOO IN* 0005 OUT* 0157
FROM: KODIAK TO: JUNEAL
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE PAGE 0003

TO: REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BETTE CATO, SALLY SMITH AND
HUGH MALONE

FROM ANN MARSHALL 
P.O. BOX 571
KODIAK, AK. 99615, 486-5725

I AM OPPOSED TO THE PASSAGE OF HB 500. I FEEL THAT THIS LEGISLATION IS ONE 
WHICH WOULD LIMIT WOMEN’S RCTTT jCTIVE RIGHTS. IT IS.MY CONVICTION THAT ALL 
WOMEN ARE ENTITLED TO SAFE. LEGAL AND SUBSIDIZED ABORTIONS.



...........................  ^.-tHT07 MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH

FROM. PATRICIA ERETZIAN, 2520 NORTHRUP PL. 99504 (279-9396)

VCRT w r  XT. IT IS

FROM: CINDY ANCH. TO J N U  I N F O  °  I N °  0 0 *1 0 U T e  0 1 6
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM JNU INF0

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------  p A C £  Q G 0

TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, SMITH

FROM: EILEEN F. LEVINSON, 1 0 1 u. 22ND AVE., ANCH 99503 (274-3792)

^ r e  : _ H B _ j > e e _

MSG B2-00002160 PRTY 1 0./19/82 17:43 52 ORIG: LOOO IN- 0005 OUT- 015*1

FROM: KODIAK JO JUNEAU
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE __________ ___________

JO REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BETTE CATO, SALLY SMITH AND 

HUGH MALONE

J
FROM BRENDA BOUTHOT 

P.O. BOX 953
KODIAK, AK. 99615,•486-5725

1 WOULD LIKE TO STATE MY OPPOSITION TO HB 50(L. IT IS MY OPINION THAT THIS 
L E G I S L A T I O N  IS INCONSISTENT UIT TnJffliETr SREPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS AND D1SCRIMINATI 

AGmINST ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED WOMEN.
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PMS *EP 'IIKE BEHSE
l i y  o

JUM

VE THE UNDSSSNIYCT s n O W JL Y  OP.JECT TO M W - I .  T IE  MI3MT TO 

APO’ T IO I I  CA J TOT PE TAKE1 FJlOE A*1Y VOMA‘1.
TEUDIE P'O’-EL'., VICKI SHOFFSTKLL, AW t »WOTTt

EOOEE SHOFFSTALt., TO- P ‘ ONEU-. 000 fVEEPY MEYE*?,

TEACY THOMAE, YAEVA I O T S M ,  BAU .Y  THOMAS, FEMKY P A V IE S ,

PM*L LA^^OM



TESTIMONY BEFORE HIE HESS HOUSE G O M U T T E E  RE HB 500

M y  name is Fat Denny, I am a 10 year resident of Alaska and a social 
worker. I wish to contend tlie Cuunittee for hearing about HB500 and 
the sposors for introducing this legislation. I support the concept 
of this bill. It seems from testimony given that additional mention 
should be made of limiting general relief funds as well as Medicaid 
funds, wtiich are already mentioned. Attention should be paid to re­
defining "abortion" in lines 19 and 20 in light particularly of the 
learned testimony of Mr. Heidor.dorf.

• I would like to point out the reasonableness of the legislature 
considering this Bill. In the letter of the Attorney General, Mr. 
Gundon, to the Governor written in response to the Governors' request 
for options he night consider in respect to abortion funding. the 
Attorney stated,"Should you decide to seek elimination of scate aid 
for elective abortions, legislative action would probably be the best 
means of doing so." He also quoted from the Supreme Court decision 
in Harris v. McRae, "when an issue involves policy choices as sensitive
as those 'inplcrjented (here)..........the appropriate f o n m  for their
resolution in a democracy is the legislature." 65 L.ED.2d at 811.

Other States liave done the same thing. As tar back as the 1979 legis­
lative session there were 250 abortion related legislative proposals 
v*?re enLercd. Only a couple of states had no abortion legislation.
One state— Illinots--had sure than 40 bills and resolutions.

Abortion finding biped tho list of topics. There were 39 bills in 
24 states that I tad to do with abortion finding (7 bills for 32 u & u i m t

My personal support for your interest, in legislation tliat limits 
state payment for abortion comes not only for ny concern for th* 
life of the child but also ny concern for the mother. Through 30 
years in social work I have been involved with poor women. 1 have 
worked with rrvmy w*imi who luul a’ortions and later learned ju t 
idiat tlicy hod actually dune ;md rc beset with guilt and remorse. 
Sometimes they Ivid a uaed to rt, ace tlie child they aborted and gpt 
involved in another pregnancy to "tudn" the abortion by bearing a  
child. Before the ’73 Supreme Court decision, the a r g u e m n t  wa.i 
advanced that making abortions legal would eliminate illegal abortions. 
Tiat lias not lx*»n the case. Although no statistics are available for 
illegal abortions people in the know suggest that these are increasing 
at a rapid rate No one quite imagined the trmendous increase in 
ruitbers of all abortions. For uxonplo, tlie rentier of wunun luvjLpg 
r e l a t e d  abortion is growing with acknowledged ill affects to the 
future child-bearing of these women. In New York, 2 out of 5 aborrbxts 
arc done on vuncn Living a scccnl third or fourth abortion. Oie 
i n w n l  case unit that of a ytxx’g vrmrm Ur* had 14 abort tans Chin tries 
with a history than ours of legal ulertionti Live \vril i«sl
statistics of the rrrdical c m p l  Ic a iims for u*»rcn Living repeal***! 
alxirtions. This Is rut itavthing to  be oncourngod in vunx-i ’»r  
in vurtit wi Lit auncy. I bo ultimute cost in the Mantel ;aki iViy; teal 
•*aith of those vonii lo a great loss. Hie death of 1.3 million 

lcirm a year Is a great loss. Tlie basic assualt to our country's 
. vrr.-BiIi y in a ircnroctju.i loss tliat wu tuxl to overlook. That we 
a m  an a  group lake I lie lives of anotlwr whole group of weaker 
people is inounsclon.il)lc. Any iieanurv that limits this injustice 
s V u T J  Ik* pursued. At tlie least we can refuse to pay for these 
injustices with our taxes.
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MAjQR C O N F EREN CE TO.
USHER IN 1930 FA M ILY YEAR

Jim Guy T u c k e r, C h airm an  of the W hite H ouse 

C o n fe re n ' a on F a m ilie s , w ill head d o ze n s of p ro r • 

nent sp e a k e rs  at a th re e -d a y  "k lc k o f f"  C on feren  

on " F a m ilie s  'n  the *809" spon sored by the N a ­

tion al C o n fe rs  ice  on F am ily  M in istry  and Fam ily  

E d u ca tio n . The C o n fe re n c e , w hich 1> exp ected  to 
draw  se v e ra l thousand p e rso n s, ls 's c h e d u le d  for 

O cto b er 2 6 -2 8 , In K an sas C i t y ,  M is s o u r i .  C o n fe r­

e n ce  h eadquarters In K ansas C it y  w ill be a t the 

R a d ls so n -M u e h le b a c h  H otel (816/471-1400).

The O ctober C o n fe re n ce  Is  intended to prepare 

d io c e sa n  and parish  le a d e rs for the 1980 "F a m ily  

Y e a r" d esig n ated  by the Am erican C a th o llo  b is h o p s . 

A ccording to Father D onald C o n ro y , U S C C  Repre­

se n ta tiv e  for F am ily  L if e ,  the C o n fe re n ce  " I s  in ­

tended to In itia te  the Fam ily  Year effo rts o f  the 

C h u rch  In the Unitod S ta t.'s  and to introduce the 

Plan o f P d ito ra L A ctlo n  for Fam ily M in istry  beyond 

d io c e sa n  sta ff to p a r i-h  le v e l le a d e rsh ip  su ch  a s  

p a s to rs , ta m ily  m in istry  co o rd in a to rs, re lig io u s 

o d u c a tic a  d ire c t o r s , and parish c o u n c il m e m b e rs ."

The C o n fe re n ce  agenda is  im p r e s s iv e , and In 

a d d itio n  to M r .  Tu cker its  45 sp e a k o rs Include 

su ch  w e ll-V n o w n  fam ily  s p e c ia lis t s  u t Rosem ary 

Ha ugh ton, C la y to n  Barboau, Father M atthew  F o x , 

Tather V lrg tlio  Eltxondo, and D o lo re s C u rra n .

Far d e t a ils  and re g istratio n  fo rm s, co n ta ct: 

N aU on al C o n fe re n ce  on Fam ily  M in istry  and ra m lty  

E d u ca tio n , U S C C  Departm ent of E d u ca tio n , 1.112 

M a s s a c h u s e tts  A v e . ,  N . W . ,  W ash in g to n , D . C .  
2UOo5. T e l: 301/647-5896 (Baltim ore e x ch a n g e ).

ABORTION AND  3TRE33

In a atuoy of 100 married m others having b a b ie s 

and 200 abortion p a tie n ts, D r .  Law rence D o w n s, 

a s s is t a n t  p ro fe sso r of p sy ch ia try  at the N ew  York 

M e d ic a l C e n t e r , found that by and large women 

c h o o sin g  abortion were "overw helm ed with s t r e s s . "

A ccord in g  to D o w n s, "The abortion p atien ts were 

more d e p re s s e d , an xio u s and im p u lsiv e  than the 

m im e d  m o th e rs ."  He a ls o  noted lh a. w ithin the 

Y'*sr print to c o n c e iv in g , su b sta n tia lly  so re  abortion 

l-a tk n tfi had e xp erien ced  J tm s c o s  in !i  e c a te g o rie s : 

. Death nr dying o i an im m ediate M m lly  member.

7 . Lo n s, nthur than by d e a th , nf a lo n g -sta n d in g  

• »ve n! i i lo n s h ip .

3 . iuud fur p sy ch u b x jica l ur p sych  ta m e  h e lp , 

or the p re scrip tio n  of a p sy c h o lo g ic a lly  h elp fu l drug 

by a d o cto r.

4 . M a jc r  g y n e co lo g ica l problem a .

5 .  U n sta b le  life  situ atio n  In w hich the in d ivid ual

Respect Life!

rRArm ion
U N B O R N  CHILDRIN A N D  
nUIR PARINTS
Hesv*n*y
you Frol your v jn  into the woricl 
l o b n r j  We
in AOuncUnee
rw y  «  who v u u e  m your life 
w elcom e the uneom into our live* 
And rrvy we otter gerw nxa tupport

to poena
end to Al thore who true ter 
little chAdren 

C/Ant Itw  through Cht.M our lord. 
A m e n

OawqwOM* I n w  «ntl

exp erien ced  three or more ch a n g es In jo b , s c h o o l, 

or re s id e n c e .

D r . D ow ns' report w a s g iven  a t a co n feren ce 

for abortion co u n se lo rs sp on sored  by the Eastern 

W om en 's C e n te r and tho New  York H o s p it a l-C o rn e ll 

M e d ic a l C e n te r 's  o b -g y n  departm ent. S e e  fo llo w - / 

ing a rt ic le  for more Inform ation. /

ABORTION REPEATERS .

"A lm ost two of every flvo women having an ab or­

tion in New York C it y  have had one before— cx tw o, 

or fo u r, or f iv e , o r, in one e x ce p tio n a l c a s e ,  1 4."

S o  repotted N adine Brozan in a re ce n t New  York 

T im e s story on a con feren ce for abortion co u n se lo rs 

sponsorod by the Eastern W om en's C e n te r (an out­

patient abortion c lin ic )  and the New  York H o s p it a l- 
C o m e li  M e d ic a l C e n te r 's  o b -g y n  departm ent.

An to why women su b je ct th e m se lv e s to repeat 

a b o rtio n s, most blame w as d ire cte d  at erroneous 

intorm atlon, fear of the p i l l ,  and la c k  of c h o ic e s  

co n co m in g  birth c o n tro l. M o st te llin g  and poig­

n an t, though, is  the recounting In the a r t ic le  of 

the story of a 1 9 -y e a r-o ld  woman preparing for her 

third ab ortio n .

Tho young woman had her f irs t  abortion at ago 

17, follow ed seven months la te r by hor seco n d  

abortion. Now, 17 monthn later, she was b a ck  for 

a third. AH tho young woman's prognanclos wore 
fathered by tho r.ame young m an.

“ Each lima this happened to mu ha wonted to 

yol man lad and i ave tho k id , "  sold Ihe girl. "H e  

tried to talk mo cu t of tho abortions." Tho young 

woman tails die man aha will marry » jtuoday, but

(continued page 3)

• T h is prayer c a rd , "P ra y e r for Unborn C h ild re n  and 

T h e ir P a re n ts," is  a v a ila b le  from tha b ish o p s ' P ro - 

1.1 fo O ffIco  at $ 2 .5 0  per 100, $20 per 1000.



A B O R T I O N / D E A T H  A N D  D Y I N G
LEGISLATIVE UPDATE 

By Michael A . Taylor

ABORTION LEGISLATION 

TRENDS ON THE STATE LEVEL

The following observations on legislative trends 

concern abortion bills and resolutions only as in ­

troduced, not as debated, voted on, or enacted 
Into law.

More Than 250 Measures

Every state legislature, except Kentucky, was 

called into session during 1979. As of m id -s u m m e r , 

more than 250 abortion related legislative proposals 

had been introduced— with more undoubtedly to 

come (10 states remained in regular session). Some 
22 states will allow measures to be carried over 
from the 1979 to the 1980 session; and thus many 

of these proposals will be active again next year.

Only a couple of states had no abortion legisla­

tion. One state— Illinois— had more than 40 blll3 

anc resolutions.

Con/Con Resolutions in IJ States

Approximately 50 of the measures were resolu­
tions. Thirty-three of these in 19 states petitioned 

Congress to call a constitutional convention to pro­

pose an amendment to protect the unborn. Eight 

resclutlons in seven states petitioned Congress to 

profose the amendment to the states. (Two states 

had both kind of amendment petitions.)

Abortion Funding Tops List

Cne of the most important kinds of abortion bills 

can ne called the general regulatory measure. It 
typically proposes a fairly comprehensive regulatory 

scheme, or *t least includes several regulatory 

elements. Eighteen of these were introduced.

(Many general regulatory bills were passed In the 
years Immediately tollowtng the 1973 abortion de­

c isio n s. Some of tho earlier laws are now the sub­
ject of modification.)

Tha more numerous kind of abortion bill is fo­

cused on one topic. A survey ot these single topic 

proposals gives a general sense of key legislative 

interests In the 1979 sessions.

T9P»c M i s States

Abortion funding (7 bills 39 24

tor, 32 against)

Intormod consent 24 13

Parental consent/notification 17 13

Abortion reporting 16 11

Protection of viable fetus 14 Id

Total v  crlmentntion pro- 13

1 lliWluft

f*ot 1 (’oath registration lo

Health insurance overmjo for 11 6

abortion (1 bill requires.

10 restrict)

Clinic regulation 18 s

Consclf ■> >rotoctlon 7 5

Over 40 additional blll3, scattered throughout 

12 states, were of a miscellaneous nature.

DEATH AND DYING: UPDATE

Definition of Death

Since the M ay Report, a bill which would amend 

the Michigan law was Introduced— H . 4648.

Two more states--Alabama and Connecticut—  

have passed definition of death laws. This brings 

to s ix  the number of states which have passed new 

laws this year, and to 25 the number which has 
passed laws 3ince 1970.

i ALABAMA 

( Bill Number: S . 66

Action: Introduced 4/17. On 4/24 passed the Ser.- 

: a to. On 5/24 passed the House. Oa o/5 signed 
' into law by Gov. Forrest James, Jr. Act. 79-165. 

j Effective Date: When signed.

I Description: The permanent loss of spontaneous 

respiratory or cardiac function are the normal signs 

of death. However, when respiratory and cardiac 

function are maintained by artificial means, "a per­
son is considered medically and legally dead lf, in 

the opinion of a medical doctor licensed in Alabama, 

based on usual and customary standards of medical 

practice In the community for the determination by 

objective netrologlc.il testing of total and Irrever­

sible cessation of brain function, there Is total and 

irreversible cessation of brain function. Death m uy 

be pronounced in this circumstance before artificial 

means of maintaining respiratory ond cardiac func­

tion are terminated." In this case, a second med­

ical Judgment Is required. If an organ transplant 
Is involved, neither of the physicians who deter­

mine death based on loss of brain function can 

participate in tho removal or transplantation of an 
organ.

CONNECTICUT 
1 Bill Number: S . 694

Sponsor: Barry, Gunther, Loorhardt, Fahey, Post, 

Swomley, Matties, Berman.

A ' -.ion; Introduced 1/29. On 5/22 the Senate voted 

28-5 to reject unfavorable committee report and to 

pass the bill with an amendment. On 5/31 the 

House voted 85-53 to rejnct unfavo-ible committee

report; a separate House amendment w a* rejected 

and tha bill was passed as amended by Senate. On 

7/3 G cv. Ella C.aaso signed tho bill Into law.
Publlu Act Z jC .

I Cffgqtiye »>-Vo: O.^toner I .

I L 'l c l v -- Am r.ir the anatomical gift act. "S.’ ith - 
I out Iliili . •" ft)..* method of dotormimng io itl i,

1 a lotior ir. i/ La Renounced deal if two physicians 

dotortr.irvf, 'n accord mce with the usual and c u s - 
\ tomary standards pf medioal practice, that the donor 

M ias suffered a total and irreversible cessation of 

nil brain lunation. A total and irreversible cessa­

tion of all brain lunation u .all m e in  that the heart
(continued next page)



T e s t i m o n y  in r e f e r e n c e  to H B  5 0 0  

J a n u a r y  21, 1 32

I d o  not t h i n k  s t a t e  m o n i e s  s h o u l d  be u s e d  to p ay fcr a b o r t i o n s .

It is not a m a t t e r  of poor, rich, m i n o r i t y ,  rape, i n c e s t ,  w a n t e d ,  

u n w a n t e d ,  p l a n n e d ,  u n p l a n n e d  etc; it is a m a t t e r  of life. A b o r t i o n  

t a k e s  t he life of a l i v i n g  h u m a n  i n d i v i d u a l .  B i b l i c a l  t r u t h  t e l l s  

u s  h u m a n  lif e  b e g i n s  at c o n c e p t i o n ,  " B e f o r e  I formed y o u  in the 

w o m b ,  I k n e w  you ;  sad fce/ore y o u  c a m e  f o r t h  fro m  the womb, I s a n c­

ti f i e d  you, and I o r d a i n e d  y o u . "  J e r  1 : 5  S c i e n t i f i c  t r u t h  te l l a  

u s  l i f e  b e g i n s  at c o n c e p t i o n ,  w h e n  the s y g o t e  ia f ormed by t h e  f u s i o n  

of the a p e r m  and the eg*. If y ou b e l i e v e  t a k i n g  a h u m a n  li f e  ia 

w r o n g ,  w h i c h  I do, t h e n  a b o r t i o n  ia w r o n g .  T h e  i s s u e  o f  a b o r t i o n  

h a s  far l e a n  to do w i t h  r i g h t  to m a k e  c h o i c e s  than it d o e a  w i t h  

g i v i n g  up what it m e a n s  to be h uman. I h a v e  no p r o b l e m  d e f i n i n g  

w h a t  it m e a n s  to be h u m a n .  I h a v e  no p r o b l e m  d e f i n i n g  w h a t  a b o r t i o n  

d o e s  to a hu m a n  life. I d o  not w a n t  my tax m o n e y  used for s o m e t h i n g  

that ia w r o n g  a n d  d e s t r o y s  a h u m a n  life.

I p r a y  that Hod will g u i d e  y o u r  d e c i s i o n .

T h a n k  you.

M r s . A l i c e  B e r g d o l l  

5 8 9 6  Lund S t r e e t  

J u n e a u ,  A l a a k a  9 9 8 0 1  

5 8 6 - 1 5 5 5
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Ship 6/ttt/e is Crepeaut JL art/ a->
'toteOUv o f four J?a ?rr fore t f  ApHratti 
CHi ten, to utye aua/hst 6/re pas//O ff c f 
House Qj# fe e .

•2' fsrw /y /before 6h euery
Wch Ot poor Afif 6*e r/o/tt 60 cfo/oe,

Cttr u>A ether-o r - ■rot 60 tear-

Passupe- cf 6/t/s 0/66 c/eccy 66/£
b-p/rt 60 poor u>cmual~ 'U/c/haxs oofo faz+e, 

the f / ra n e e s -eueu/t S6/// Pe a P / e, 6c Pa-fo- 
S a fe . o tP or6 / oots- 'W c

t o / / /  £ / ‘6 b £ r  f o  f < x c £ c / z o /t h  P a t 'r / r j  a c t

/ sn  a u v t t e / 6 A / / S -  a r  j e e  

Up/ch p u t 6he/s~ /ires /ot fo z r y e r

O f o u / m / e P  C J u / t / r * * /  t d / /  C r e a t e  h u p * ,  

P 'T cb/ eotrs jo t C hi/6 A O u se- *■ fief/ e/ 6  fo t f  

f lu e  a  ‘p ra te r h u rts* /
dftatity Aticther jsrtera&tTt. 0/
'y e c ip i'e n t s - 
X  CtOrt CorsorrA-/ th at th if h i// h a S  
fo P  P ro  fo £ if* J  f e r  /fJhar& oH */)*! C oses

/U>h,/z the frnty/xMf/ 6s a  m tu/t o f
Rape or freest-
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S A R A H J. PELIX

Attorney at Iwiw

4 35 - 3rd Street 

Jun-au, Alaska 99B01

P O S I T I O N  P A P E R  H B  500

M y  n ame is S a r a h  Felix, I a m  a p r a c t i c i n g  a t t o r n e y  h e r o  in Junea u .  I am

h e r e  t o  t >stify a s  a p r i v a t e  c i t i z e n  and o f f e r  c o m m e n t s  o n  HB 500.

1 d o  not s u p p o r t  H b  500, I a m  c o m p l et e l y  o n p o n e d  to the bill. Of t h e  m a n y  

reas o n s  for m y  op|>osition to HB 500, h e r e  are a few:

1. HB 500, if enacted, will p r o b a b l y  be s t r u c k  d o w n  as u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l

by th e  A l a s k a  S u p r e m e  Court. T h e  Cali fo r n i a  a n d  M a s s a c h u c s o t t s  S u p r e m e  C o u r t s

h a v e  s t r u c k  d o w n  s i m i l a r  statutes. (Ccriaittco t o  D e f e n d R e p r o d u c t i v e  R i g h t s  v. Myers,

625 P . 2d 779 < 1‘d* 1 > jMo« v. S e c r e t a r y  of A-l-w. c c , 41 . N.E. 29 188 (1981)

a. C a l i f o r n i a  an d  A l a s k a  both p r o v i d e  t h e i r  c i t i z e n s  w i t h  b r o a d

p r o t e c t i o n  of the right of p r i v a c y  a n d  f o l l o w  a st r ic t  r c a d i n q

of t h e  equal p r o t e c t i o n  clause, t h u s  it is li k e l y that A l a s k a  

will f o l l o w  the C a l i f o r n i a  Supr«*mc C o u r t  o n  this issue.

b. A l t h o u g h  the U n i t e d  Statos S u p r e m o  C o u r t  h a s  u p h e l d  l e g i s l a t i o n

s i m i l a r  t o  HB 500 in Harris v. M c R a e ,  65 L . E d . 2 d  7B41 (1980), 

that c a s e  is dint inquishatlr on t h o  g r o u n d s  tliat the c o u r t d i d  

not c o n s i d e r  the q u e s t i o n  of a s t a t e  p r o h i b i t i o n  o n  t h e  use of 

S t a t e  m o n e y  for abo r t i o n s  an d  that the d e c i s i o n  is b a s e d  on the 

f e d e r a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  rather tha n  our  s t a t e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  w h i c h  

g i v e s  A l a s k a ' s  c i t i z e n s  broad<*r p r o t e c t i o n  of the right to p r i v a c y .

2. HB '-00 d o e s  not p r o v i d e  for funding for a b o r t i o n s  in cas e  of p r e g n a n c i e s  

r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  thr violent c ri m e  of r a p e  or for p r e g n a n c i e s  r e s u l t i n g  

f r o m  incest or o ther forms of c h i l d  n o x u a l  a s s a u l t .

a. It is ludicrous for a g r o w n  w o m a n  or y o u n q  girl to e n d u r e  t h e

d e g r a d a t i o n ,  v i o l a t i o n  and v i o l e n c e  of o n e  of t h e s e  c r i m ’s a n d

th e n  h a v e  t o  bear the ch i l d  that M y  r e s u l t  from the a s s a u l t  

a m p l y  b e c i u s c  sh e  is too poor t o  |>ay for a n  a b ortion.

I. MH 5 0 0  w i l l ,  if enacted, d i r ectly c a u s e  t h e  d e a t h s  of m a n y  w o m e n  a nd  

y o u n g  g i r l s .  If an indigent w om a n  b e c o m e *  pregnant a n d  chooses for 

a n y  nnrlor of reason* not to have Die c h i l d  a n d  the r e f o r e  c h o o s e s  to 

h a v e  an a t o r t i o n  onl y  to di s cover Dial s h e  cannot s e c u r e  a legal a t o r t i o n  

p a i d  for by the state, th**n she will s e e k  an illtgal a t o r t i o n .

< h a n e o s  a re, t h e w o m a n  will die from the i>ack street a t o r ' i o n .  T his 

l e g i s l a t i o n ,  if enacted, will ush«-i L a c k  in tho coat~hang>*r and v i n e g a r  

a b o r t i o n  for p oor women, i vrn if the w o m a n  doer, not die, r.ho m a y  be 

*« r l o u s l y  l n ) u r e d  ly an illegal ab o r t i o n ,  legislat ion o u c h  an this 

Igno r e s  t h e  fact that s t r e n  will h a v e  a l m i t i o m .  a n d  |M<ir w o m e n  cannot 

a f f o r d  s afe, legal ato r t io n *  an d  will s eek a b o r t i o n s  ei t he r  f r o m  

b a c k s t r e e t  a t o r t l o n i s t s  or att«r|t s e l f - i n f l i c t e d  a t o r t i o n s ,  o f t e n  w i t h  

d e a d l y  c o n s e q u e n c e s .

i th



rrorerb3 20 :1 0 ,0
Divers weights, nnd divers aeasures, both of the® are a like  aboainatlon 

to the Lord.

S**te funding for abortion ts for y* n flaerarv~t disregard of ty rights 

and ®y freedo® of re lig ion  granted to te 'n the p i l l  of Mghts. I •« personally 

appalled by and norally opposed to abortion, yet I a® forced, through ®y taies 

to r*y for l t .  I a® forced to work against ay own conscience and the ®oral 

teachings of ®y church.

Those sa®e persons who would seres® "py rights! by rights*" hare 

blatently ignored nnd abused the rights ot those of us who regard hua»n l if e  

as the aost precious g if t  'Tod has given.

How unjust, how Incongruous of us to larose •  2 year sentence or a 

IllW O  10,000 fine for ®erely touching an eagles egg, yet wr «• notion tbe

the slaughter of unborn hableb with our ts* do lla rs . Thare are  t o I i u k s  of

laws written for the protection of crab In Alaaka, but no law rrotectlng our 

g*. ntest natural resource, the future generation of this state.

dherc does l t  er.d? there do you dm* tbe line’ Every ytsr new d. mods 

are »nde for toaeone1* so called "rights* at ay and other lav r a y r i  evjenae.

I f  we are to be rerfectly Just, those of us who believe it  l i  our right and 

our duty to bear and raise our children, should receive state funding to 

uccoarllsh that end. !ldleulo««’ »-t -toy acre ridiculous t la r .p  state

funding for tho*.e who have rtion ^  their "right" *r! life s ty le .

"ter state funding for abortions. Abortion 1«, always haa (re® »®d w il l 

continue to be aurdrr.



PRO CHOICE COALITION 
P .O . BOX 1 3 2 5  

JUNEAU, ALASKA 99 80 1
• Cm. jK ' I

In 1972, the federal and state governments began providing 
funding for ab o r t i o n s  needed by poor women. In 1977, after 
a hotly contested deb a t e  th t t held up the massive HEW budget 
for months, federal funding for medicaid abortions was cut off 
by the so-called "Hyde" amendment. The State of Alaska, 
like nufy other states, continued to make th£right to choice 
available to low income women by making up the difference in 
funding caused by the federal cutoff. In state fiscal year 1978,
312 abortions w e r e  performed for poor women under the general 
relief medical funding and lf8 under Medicaid.

The need for these services is obvious. Poor women often have 
no resources to care for unwanted, unplanned children. Porcing 
such women to bear c h i ldren can close off opportunities for 
training and education that can enable women to escape a life 
of poverty. U n w anted children are frequently subject to abuse, 
perpetuating the p r o b l e m  of domestic violence. Porcing low 
income women, e s p e c i a l l y  those on welfare, to have children 
leads to an increased social services cost to the state and 
a social cost to the community, in the long run. Most important, 
to eliminate state funding for women tt the poverty level leaves 
no choice. They simply cannot afford to pay for abortions.

In Alaska the situation is especially difficult because abortions 
cost three times as much as they do in the lower 48. The 
Departrent of Health and Social Services estimates that abortions 
performed in hospitals cost an average of $1500.00 and that 
those performsd ouside of hospitals cost $900.00. In the lower 
4S, clinics in major cities charge an average of $175.00. Be­
cause leas than a third of the medical facilities in Alaska 
offer abortions facilities, compared to about 60% in the lower 48, 
women must a l s o  pay high transportation costs to reach facilities 
that offer the service.

Pew women have health insurance that covers those expenses.
Only 14% of abortions are paid for by insurance companies.
More than 30% of abortions are needed by girls under age 19 
and 70% by urusarried women.

The right to choose is crucial in a state where birth control 
information is often unavailable. In Juneau, there is no avail- 
ablesource of information and servicet for birth control.
The Juneau Health Center is understaffed anJ is accepting 
only a oundful of patients each month into its ferlly planning 
clinic. All of the s a f e  methods of birth control a r e  subject 
to a failure rats, oven if uned froporiy ?nd consistently.
Women should not be force to bear children because of sm^e chance.

Abortion is not baby killing, as some compulsory preqnancy advocates 
c l a h .  Vi r t u a l l y  all abortions in Alaska are performed during the 
first trimester of preonancy. The idea that the union of two cells 
creates s hu m a n  being i s  s  religious, not s legsl or scientific 
belief, hro-choice r e s p e c t e  that belief but d o  not believe that 
it should be Imposed on peoplo of other religions and beliefs.
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J U N E A U .  A L A S K A  » 0 <IO1

3 e p t s m b o r  16, 1 9 8 0

T h s  H o n o r a b l e  G o v e r n o r  Jey H a m m o n d  
P o u c h  'A’ C a p i t o l  B u i l d i n g  
Ju n e a u ,  A l a a k a  9 9 8 1 1

Y o u r  E x c e l l e n c y  O o v o r n o r  J a y  H a m m o n d ,

C H R I S T  IS  IN O U R  M I D S T  I

O n  J u n e  30,  1980, t h e  U. S. S u p r e m e  C o u r t  r u l e d  th at  the F e d e r a l  
G o v e r n m e n t  d o e a  n o t  h a v e  to pa y  fo r  w e l f a r e  a b o r t i o n s .  T h e  C o u r t  
a l a o  r u l e d  th at  S t a t e s  do N O T  h a v e  to p a y  fo r a b o r t i o n s .  Y o u  h a v e  
the a u t h o r i t y  to a t o p  th e u s e  o f  S t a t e  fur.da in th i s m a n n e r

T h e  a b o x t i o n  m o v e m e n t  is at Its h e a r t  a m o v e m e n t  d e n y i n g  r i g h t s  to 
a s i l e n t  s e g m e n t  o f  h u m a n i t y  a n d  s o l i c i t i n g  p u b l i c  s a n c t i o n ,  s u p p o r t  
and  s u b s i d y  fo r Its c w n  cause. S i l e n c e  a g a i n s t  th is  can be  d e s t r u c t i v e

T h e  t r u t h  a b o u t  m a n  la s i m p l y  t a u g h t  In  th e a a c r o d  S c r i p t u r e s t

" T h e n  G o d  said, "Let ua m o k e  m a n  In o u r  Ima ge , a f t e r  o u r
l i k e n e s s . "  So  G o d  o r e a t e d  m a n  In h l a  ow n Image, that
h e  la a c h i- d  o f  uod . O e n e a l a  l | 8 6 - 8 7

T h o m a s  J e f f e r s o n  h a d  w r i t t e n  - M a r c h  31, 1809:

" T h e  oa re  o f  h u m a n  life and  h a p p i n e s s  an d not  t h e i r  
d e s t r u c t i o n  Is the Juat and  o n l y  l e g l m a t e  o b j e c t  o f  g o o d  
g o v e r n m e n t ."

A n d  r e c e n t l y  M o t h e r  T e r e s a  h a d  saldt

" A b o r t i o n  la a s i g n  o f  thr g r e a t e s t  p o v e r t y .  It m e a n s  that 
we  o an n o t  f e e d  o n e  m o r e  c..ild so the c h i l d  m u s t  die . It la 
th e  g r e a t e s t  p o v e r t y  lf we h a v e  t o ki l l to li v e . "

m « r e q u e s t  by the p o w e r  i n v e s t e d  In y o u r  o f f i c e  tha t us e of  S t a t e  f u n d s  
s h o u l d  not  be u a e d  to pay f o r  a b o r t i o n s .

I n  C h r i s t ,  U  ___

Nay  t h e  b l e e a l n g s  of O u r  Lo r d  be w i t h  y o u  a l l e y s ,

In C hr is t,

Archimandrite Innooent (Fryntlko)
Aitolosure 1. D e c e m b e r  1 9 7 6

T h e  O r t n o d o x  C h u r c h  - On m o r a l  i a a u o a  e n d  D e f e n s e  of L i f e

E n c l o s u r e  2. M a r o h  1 9 7 8
T h e  O r t n o d o x  w.-urcn - A g a l n e t  a bo rt Ion" •» d 'Right to L i f e ' .

ki o losure  3 . Meyo C l in ic  gene tic s  head scores a o c r t lo n .



S E C T I O N A L  A N A L Y S I S  F O R  S S H B 5 0 0

/
P U R P O S E :  T h e  s p o n s o r  s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  HB  5 00  d i f f e r s  f r o m
HB 500  n o t  o n l y  i n - i t s  sc ope , b u t  in the s p e c i f i c  laws w h i c h  
are  a f f e c t e d .  S S H B  50 0  w o u l d  b r o a d e n  th e s c o p e  o f  m o n i e s  
e f f e c t i v e l y  p r o h i b i t e d  fo r p a y m e n t  o f  a b o r t i o n s .  It m o r e  
s t r i n g e n t l y  p r o t e c t s  the w e l f a r e  o f  th e  u n b o r n  c h i l d  a n d  
e l i m i n a t e s  p u b l i c  a s s i s t a n c e  f u n d i n g  fo r  a b o r t i o n s  as p r o v i d e d  
for in th e A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  Co de.

Sec. 1 . S S H B  500  s h i f t s  its l o c a t i o n  f r o m  A S  4 7 . 0 7 ,  r e l a t i n g  
to W e l f a r e ,  S o c i a l  S e r / i c e s  a n d  I n s t i t u t i o n s ,  to  A S  18. 16 , 
w h i c h  s p e c i f i c a l l y  r e l a t e s  to a b o r t i o n s .  A  n e w  s e c t i o n  is 
a d d e d  w h i c h  w o u l d  l i m i t  a n y  s t a t e  o r s t a t e - d i s b u r s e d  f u n d i n g  
for a b o r t i o n s .  T h e  o n l y  a b o r t i o n s  fo r  w h i c h  p a y m e n t  is a u t h o r ! ? j d  

a r e  those (l ine  16) n e c e s s a r y  to  p r e v e n t  t h e  d e a t h  of  the 
m o t h e r .  N o t e  the  c h a n g e  in w o r d i n g  f r o m  th e  o r i g i n a l  bi ll ,  
w h i c h  sa ys, "rr» sav e th e  life o f  tne  w o m a n . "  B o t h  b i l l s  r e q u i r e  
a w r i t t e n  c e r t i f i c a t i o n  to th is  e f f e c t  f r o m  the p h y s i c i a n .

L i n e  19 a d d s  t h e  p h r a s e  " a n d  h e a l t h "  in r e f e r e n c e  to the d u t i e s  
of the p h y s i c i a n  t o w a r d  the u n b o r n  c h i l d .  T h i s  r e f e r e n c e  t i g h t e n s  
up t h e  l a n g u a g e  a n d  w o u l d  p r e v e n t  p o s s i b l e  a b u s e s .

S e c t i o n  (b) d e f i n e s  " i n s t r u m e n t a l i t y  o f  the  s t a t e . "  T h i s  
r e p l a c e s  the c o m p a r a b l e  s e c t i o n  in th e  o r i g i n a l  b i l l  w h i c h  
d e f i n e d  " a b o r t i o n "  for the p u r p o s e s  o f  th e c o n t e x t  of 
tho o t h e r  s t a t u t o  (47.0 7).

S e c . 2 . T h i s  s e c t i o n  a n n u l s  s p e c i f i c  r e g u l a t i o n s  in the 
A d m i n i s t r a t i v e  C o d e  w h i c h  d e a l  w i t h  m e d i c a i d  p a y m e n t s  for 
f a m i l y  p l a n n i n g ,  for  p e r f o r m a n c e  of a b o r t i o n s  b y  p h y s i c i a n s ,  
o r for p a y m e n t  for d r u g s  a n d  r e l a t e d  i t e m s  for a b o r t i o n s .

7A A C  4 7 . 1 7 0 ( 4 )  r e p e a l s  the c a t e g o r y  " f e m a l e s  t e e k l n g  a b o r t i o n  
or t r e a t m e n t  f o l l o w i n g  an a b o r t i o n  f r o m  th e a p p l i c a t i o n  age 
r e q u i r e m e n t s  f o r  G e n e r a l  R e l i e f  o r G e n e r a l  R e l i e f  M e d i c a l  
a s s i s t a n c e .

S e c . 3 . P r o v i d e s  to. a n  i m m e d i a t e  e f f e c t i v e  da te.

2/19/8 2
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T e s t i m o n y  R e g a r d i n g  HB 500 and HB 550 

Heal t h ,  E d u c a t i o n , & S o c i a l  S e r v i c e  C o m m i t t e e

Dear C o m m i t t e e  M e m b e r s

My n a m e  ia J a n e t  M a n g a n  and I h a v e  b e e n  a r e s i d e n t  o f  A l a s k a  for a b ou t  

two years. 1 c o n s i d e r  m y s e l f  a r e l i g i o u s  person, I am a r e g i s t e r e d  

voter, a nd  a hom e owner. I p l a n  to s tay in Al a s ka  and am c o n c e r n e d  

a b o u t  s t a t e  laws.

I s t r o n g l y  o b j e c t  to l i m i t a t i o n  o f  f unds for a b o r t i o n s  for l o w  income 

people. W i t h  8 y e a r s  e x p e r i e n c e  in the m e d i c a l  field I have s e e n  m a n y  

w o m e n  of  v a r i o u s  e c o n o m i c  g r o u p s  in g r e a t  d i s t r e s s  over u n w a n t e d  p r e g -  

nancy. 1 h a v e  a l s o  s een the c h i l d r e n  o f  some o f  these women. A l t h o u g h  

p e r f e c t  b i r t h  c o n t r o l  t h r o u g h o u t  s o c i e t y  w o u l d  be ideal, it is u n r e a l­

istic. H u m a n s  m a k e  m i s t a k e s .  A n  u n w an te d  c h i l d  ca n b e a huge b u r d e n  tn 

a l ow  Income person. T h a t  a d d i t i o n a l  b u r d e n  can, as  1 am sur e  yo u  know, 

lead to c h i l d  abuse, m a l a d j u s t e d  p e r s o n a l i t i e s ,  s u b s t a n d a r d  n u t u r e d  

c o n d i t i o n s ,  a n d  c o n t i n u e d  b u r d e n s  to society.

1 t o t a l l y  o b j e c t  to the i n c l u s i o n  of the w o r d  "fet u s *  in the mu r d e r 

s t a t u t e  as w ell as the v a g u e  e x e m p t i o n  c l a u s e  at the e n d  of this bill.

Th i s  bill is loose and c o u l d  be i n t e r p r e t e d  to e c u s e  a w o m a n  w h o  has an 

a b o r t i o n  of m u r d e r .  Let us deal w i t h  the a h o r t i o n  issue h e a d  on. T h i s  a p p e a r s  

to be a “bac k  a l l e y "  w a y  of d e a l i n g  w i t h  the a b o r t i o n  issue.

T h a n k  y o u  for your time an d  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .

HB 500

HB 550

S i n c e r e l y

0 wm**e v w ir^m ie

1512 Repner D r i v e  

A n c h o r a g e ,  Ak 99504



MR. CHAIR, REP. MIKE BEIRNE

I am Ilene Sackett 
5943 Glenkerry Drive 
Anchorage, Ak. 99504

I am a registered voter.
I vote.
I support the Right to Choose.
I do not want any person te l l ing  me what I can or cannot do with my 
own body. I w i l l  decide whether I want a chi ld. I f  contraception 
f a i l s  me, 1 have the right to decide- whether to continue or terminate
my rr:n pregnancy. Un t i l  v/e have safe and f a l l - p r o o f  contracept ives ,  
ten . i i i a t i on  is one choice I have open to me. Every wcxan should have 
th i s  option open to her.
1 want continued support of state funds for abortion which has been 
part of our state constitution since 1970. I would rather have a society of wanted children.
I would rather my tax do l la rs go to state funded abortions than to 
increase state aid to support unwanted children. Economically i t  is cheaper and healthier for a l l  concerned.
I also oppose HB 550. I t  is not a clear legis lat ive b i l l .  I f  the 
Intent of this b i l l  is to protect the women, than I think a b i l l  can be more c lear ly  w l t t en .
Written legis lat ion protecting a woman against battering could be 
handled through a criminal code. 1 would not want to see this 
legis lat ion adopted which I feel is one step away from making abortions 
i l l e g a l .  Besides feel ing that this b i l l  Is bad legis lat ion, I think 
that making abortions i l lega l Is one of the highest forms of punishment 
to a woman that 1 have seen yet in the country. To say to a woman 
she must carry out her pregnancy is not only punishment to the woman, 
but creating a society of unwanted children and child abuse.
“ No woman can ca l l  herself T ree "  unti l she can choose whether or not she w i l l  be a mother." Margaret Sanger
I feel no woman can remain free unless she has the **ight to her own 
choice which is a icalthier, independent option fo r any person under 
a constitution which allows for many races, re ligions and opinions to be heard.



Confederation Pro-Derecho A La Vida
P.0.BoxT61 D.-rU, CA 93616

Rei Tax>-paid Abortion

Executive Commitle:

Pfskltlent

'fo r them u l j o m u
Vice president
dafl*n«T. Rodrieutz 
°ubtic Relations Dire, tor

men Trujillo 
Southern California
Vice president

A f i l n t ' d  O r [ » n i ;  1 1i o n t

iotko' tndien Council 
\apa

A m e n r e n  C . l  F o r u m

r
nned Indixn Tnbet 
tdatng

tro Of Vida 
U  lot Angela

Ittxilio da la Vida Jose

Dear Members of the Alaska Leglslaturei

Representing several minority organizations and eur affiliated 
hispanic and eskimo members in the State of Alaska request that 
tax»paid abortion be suspended for the following resaonst

1.-People on welfare, many of them minority groups have never lobbied or 

demanded that abortion be giving to them using the taxpayers money. It 

has been imposed and lobbied by organizations such as Planned Parenthood, 

Zero Population Growth and these so called doctors involved in making 

money on abortion.

^onfederjcion dr i« R«:«
M i l  
Ian Jou

2.- Tax-paid abortion has not solved anything for the poor. It hasn't 

gotten rid of poverty, lt morly has gotten rid of out children and 

detroyed the health of minority women .

3.- Tax-funded abortion money never goes to the poor, lt goes th those 

who profit form them, those who are earring out the task of 

eliminating poverty by eliminating the ypoor.

-Tax money ought to be better spent in taking care of our problems 

of education, housing, equal opportunity for jobs and not ellmlantlng 

out children.

5«- Our leaders have spoken clearly An this issue. Cesar Ohavet head of the 

United Farms workors.Dlck Gregory, Rev. Jesse Jackson, SrmaCraven of 

the Urban League, IndlChn Leader Dr. Constance Redbird Url, Dr.

Mildred Jefferson first Black woman Harvare. Gsaduate, as well as 

the S o t h e m  Crlstlan Leadership Conference. Therefore we request that 

you stop all tax funding of abortion In light of these reasons.

6.- Those who perform abortion have embargoed themaeVe-4 in a population 

control prograa against minorities and economically disadvantaged 

groppa. Dr. Edward Aired one of the pioneers in tha abortion b u s i n e s s  

has 12 aborlon clinics and received 12 million dollars in tax-funded 

aborions in I960. He haa publlcally stated " Take th e  n e w  lnflia of 

hlspanic Inmlgrante. Their l«ck of respect for democracy and aoclal
a

order is trlgtcnlng. I hope |I can do something to stem that tide 

I'd set up a climlc In Meglco for free if 1 could. Maybe one In 

Calexico would help... The mid to Families With Dependent Children 

prograa Is the worst boondogle ever created..When a sullen black woman ol 

17 or 16 can decide to have a baby and get welfare and dood stamps and



« d  become a burden to all of ua, I f .  t U .  to atop. In parta of South lo. Angela, 

having babies for welfare la th. only Industry peopl. have." Thsr. 1. no ous.tlon 

in our minds that abortion 11s then being used as  a method of population 

cont'tfol of genoclakal proportions.

Finally there Is stroght ovldence that tax-paid abortion l e a d s  to f r g i i d . a a . i y

.0-called dot tor. charge rn.dl.ald more that to private patent.. V, .ncourgg.

the Alaska legislature to investigate every abortionist that r e c e i v e .  

from the state.

Jose J. Grands 
President



James N. Shives, Jr. 
1407 Nunaka Dr. 
Anchorage, AK 99504

September 11, 1981

House Committee on Health, Education, & Social Services 
Alaska State Legislature 
P.O. Box 4-1439 
Anchorage, Alasok 99509

Dour Committee Members:

I wish to moke public comment on House Bill 500 ond House Bill 550. I strongly 
oppose both of these bills ond would urge the committee to defer action on these 
bills.

I feel that HB 500 would force poor women to beor children which they do not want 
Think of yourself being raised in on environment where you are not wanted ond where 
the only income is welfare. HB 500 would also be a financial burden on the otote 
since there would be many more people on the welfare rolls. I feel that when 
children nre not wanted it is better for all concerned that those children are not 
horn. Wouldn't it be a better ideo to fund projects to rducotc poor people in better 
birth control practices instead of taking away one of their options for preventing 
an untimely family?

House bill 550 is on obvious ottempt by so called "Right to life" supporters to 
eliminate abortions altogether by trying to have a fetus declared an individual.
I believe that thin bill is unconstitutional, and I strongly oppose it.

Thank you for your connideration.



Rt. 1, Box 1282 

Kenai, Ak 99611

September 3, 1981

Mike Belrne 

P.O. Box A— 1539 

Anchorage, AK 99509

Mr. Belrne:

I strongly oppose both HB 500 snd HB 550. I feel lt is unfair to Impose on 

poor women no choice because they lack the funds to get a safe abortion If 

that Is their choice. I also feel that ssying a fetus is a human life to 

have grounds to press charges for murder when the fetus Is alsscarrled 

through a violent act done to the pregnant woman Is sbhorsble snd totally 

unreasonable and throughly Inflaming. I know there are other ways to protect 

the like of a fetus snd the life oi the mother from acts of violent crimes.

I urge you to spend more time passing laws that protect wooen from violent 

acts and then there wi!l be no need for laws like HB550.

ilscereljf,

Ruth JohnsoA

P.S. In hopes that nCaetur soon will make lt possible for all men to carry 

and bear children through whatever means so I don't have to listen to this.

-



My n-'tne is Mary Wheelock, I live at 5301 Dorbrandt St. #2, Anchorage 
Ak, 99502, district 12. I vote and I'd  a njember of the Procholce 
Coalition.
I'm here testifying to appecl to you al!A>lll 500, which will eliminate 
needed health care for poor women. I

At the p r e & t  I'm a divorced single parent who works part time and goes 
to school full time. I'm on various welfare programs right now, which 
include Aid to Dependent Children, Medicaid, Alaska State Housing Author­
ity section 8, and the Day Care Assistance Prograa.
Without these programs I wouldn't be able to provide for my 5S year old 
boy.
Since I'm a women on welfare I truely know how valuable these prograas are. 
In my life right now lf for some reason Bill 500 passes and I were to be­
come prcgnantmy school would have to be postponed, 1 would have to 
quit ay part^tjob In order to raise another child.
The results more prograas and welfare money I would need froa
the state. I probably would be on welfare longer then I hoped to b* 
and everything I am working towards In life would have to wait.

I would like to quote a lady who wrote to the editor of the Dally News, 
(quote)"Women with money can choose to have an abortion, poor women 
can't. The devastating effects of unplanned, unwanted, untimely preg­
nancy on women's 1 1 .e of an .ranted child and our society at large 

are well documented.
In monoy terms state payment of abortion for poor women makes more sence 
economically than supporting unwanted children through Aid to Dependent 
Children programs.
The cost to tss payers Is $4,800 per yesr to support one women with one 
child on Aid to Dependent Children, while lt coets e fragctlon of that 
for the state to pay for an abortion." (end of quote)

Right trow the State of Alaska wouldn't deny ms money under the medicaid 
program lf 1 needed a cancer operation, why should there be s limit to 
state funding for abortions, lf I need one??

Our Alaska Constitution was moldsJ after "Individual privacy and freedom" 
with tha rights to "reproductive freedom."
lo my case Just because I'm en Indigent person should these rights be 
denied me. These individual rights ere what make our state so unique.
Let me have the right to choose end the rlghta to my "Individualism" 
that la guaranteed in the Alaska Constitution.

Hr. Chair and members of the committee, don't let B U I  500 go any 
farther, let state funding be available for poor women In my position 
to have abortions if th* need arises, and let ua have our individual 
freedom of choice.



14 September 1981 
Hearing on HB *>00 and HB 550 
Performing Art- Center, UAA 

• Anchorage, Alaska

M y name is Dorothy Patterson and I reside in Anchorage, 
Alaska, Yoting Dietrich #7. I am the natural mother of 
four children and presently three grandchildren.

I have been a voter for 35 years and bills such as 
HB 500 and HB 550, I believe to be hopeful mandates from 
special interest groups which I believe to be Anti-Choice.

It offends my personal sensibilities and ray civic respon­
sibilities to know Anti-Choice people wish to legislate 
their ideas into other peoples lives.

HB 500 would make it impossible for poor women to obtain 
abortions regardless cf the reason. It would however, 
not in anyway prevent wealthy women from having abortions, 
since they could afford to travel outside the state or the 
country to have their abortions.

HB 500 is a discriminatory Bill. It discriminates against 
that class of poor women which is against the Intent of 
t a x p a y e r s ,  personal freedom, and the right to privacy.
Poor people aust also pay taxes. To force a woman to 
carry an unwanted child would only serve to intensify and 
multiply their problems both financially and emotionally. 
Forcing a woman to bear an unwanted child by means of w i t h­
holding the funds necessary to pay for her abortion would 
afflict an undue burden on the total family life of a 
married woman. I believe in protection of each individual 
member of the family and the family as a whole. 1 believe 
in a quality family life, one which all families are en­
titled to.

When a woman, married or single, is pregnant through rape 
or Incest, she is already suffering a frightful and almost 
unendurable experience which would in most circumstances 
present psycological problems for her for the rest of her 
life. Being unable to have a wanted abortion would cer­
tainly be detrimental to the woman, the family and the un­
wanted child. It would, in my opinion, be criminal to 
withhold state funds to prevent an abortion any woman may 
choose to have for any reason.

I trust this panel of legislators will take a good look at 
KB 500 which appeare to be asking for legal discrimination 
of poor women who may need or choose abortion for them­
selves - and vote against it.

HB 550 is unclear to me. To my knowledge there has never 
been a constitutional definition of the tens or word "fetus". 
X hope this panel will likewise vote against HB 550.



TO: H o u s e  C o m m i t t e e  o n  H e a l t h ,  D A TE : S e p t e m b e r  14, 1 9 8 1
E d u c a t i o n  a n d  S o c i a l  S e r v i c e s

F R O M :  T e r e s a  W i l l i a m s ,  A t t o r n e y  RE: T e s t i m o n y  o n  H.B. 550

I. I n t r o d u c t i o n

M y  n a m e  is T e r e s a  W i l l i a m s .  I a m  t e s t i f y i n g  o n  m y  o w n  

b e h a l f  as an  a t t o r n e y  p r a c t i c i n g  l a w  i n  th e S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a .  I 

w i l l  b e  d i r e c t i n g  m y  c o m m e n t s  t o w a r d s  H o u s e  B i l l  550. I t is 

m y  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  t h a t  o t h e r s  w i l l  s p e a k  o n  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i t y  

o f  H o u s e  B i l l  500. F o r  the  r e c o r d  l e t  m e  s t a t e  t h a t  I b e l i e v e  

w i t h  t h e m  t h a t  H o  ise B i l l  500, ii e n a c t e d ,  w o u l d  v i o l a t e  th i s  

s t a t e ' s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  r i g h t  to

II. T y p o g r a p h i c a l  E r r o r

At the outset, let mo draw your attention to a typographical 

error that changes the entire intent and meaning of the bill.

Under Section 11.41.112, the throe clausos labeled (1), (2), 

and (3) are not separated by an"or" show ng that they are in 

the alternative. This aoletion leaves the impression that the 

sections are cumulative, which would result in a law that was 

unconstitutional, vague, and overbroad.

If the "or" continues to be left out, the only exception 

Lo the general rule that destruction of a fetus is murder would 

be abortions performed with the consent of the mother in order 

to save the life of the mother by a licensed physician when the 

act otherwise accords with AS 11.16.010. On the face of lt, 

this limited exception to the general murder rule violates the 

right under the United States Constitution that a woman has to



control over the decision to have an abortion. Further, the 

cumulative nature of the clauses would lead to bizarre results.

An abortion performed outside of a hospital or similar facility 

by a licensed physician to save the life of the mother, for instance 

under emergency conditions, would be murder under this bill. An 

abortion by a midwife during labor in a hospital to save the life 

of the mother would be murder. An abortion in a hospital by 

a licensed physican to save the life of a minor, without the 

consent of a parent, would be murder.

It is vital that the omission of the "or" between clauses 

(1),(2) and (3) be corrected. If this is not done, the only 

result can be extensive and expensive litigation at the state's 

expense.

III. B a t t e r e d  W o m e n

I will assume that the typographical error will bo corrected 

and will turn to the general nature of House Bill 150.

The prcblom attempted to be dealt with in this bill covors 

the scenario whore an a b u s i v e  husband beats his pregnant wile within 

an inch of her life, resulting in the destruction of the fetus. 

Currently, this act is a crime under the criminal code at AS 11.41. 

200. This act would be Assault in the First Dag ee, carrying with 

lt a penalty of up to 20 years incarceration and up to $50,000 fine. 

The nature of the assault would be taken into consideration in 

the sentencing.

This bill would escalate the crisw and associated penalty to 

2nd Degree Murder, carrying with lt a possible sentence of 5 to $9 

years and up to $75,000 fine.



The obvious question is how to deal with the act discussed 

in the scenario. My recommendation iB to continue with the current 

status as an assault, which after all covers other heinous crimes 

such as intentionally blinding or crippling a human being. An 

alternative wo u l d  be to create a separate crime called "Aggravated 

Assault Resulting in the Destruction of a Fetus" or perhaps "Aggra­

vated Assault", the lat ir which could also cover intentional 

blinding or crippling as well.

There are several reasons not to add the destruction of a 

fetus to the homicide statute. The homicide statute is complex 

enough without adding this new area to it. Additionally, this 

bill would not require that the accused have intent to cause the 

destruction of the fetus. As a doctor could better testify, 

miscarriages happen all the time from much more trivial causes 

than 4*ould cause the death of you or me. Should a person who 

intentionally assaulted a woman with less force than could cause 

.M r death be charged with murder when he did not intend the d e s truct­

ion 'tf the fetus?

Another problem with this bill is that, by making the 

destructio. of a fetus murder, lt implies that a fetus is a human 

being. No one haa been able to scientifically ascertain when 

life begins. This decision has thus far been left to religious 

doctrine and individual belief. This bill would allow the g o v e r n­

ment to make that decision for us, which is a form of establish­

ment of religion. This bill equates the killing of an unborn 

fertilised cygote, which to many persons h  not * human being , 

with the killing of an adult in this room. Should the sanctions , 

be the same for both acts?

-3-



As it stands, this bill would be the first step toward 

giving a fetus the standing of a "person" under state and federal 

law. This person would,in turn, be entitled to equal projection 

of the laws under the state and federal constitutions. The estate 

of a fetus could sue for wrongful death if jarred loose during 

i car accident or turbulent plane flight. The estate of a fetus 

or a disabled child could sue the mother for use of coffee or 

cigarettes during pregnancy. Currently, under inheritance laws, 

a fetus can only inherit if born alive. If a fetus is defined 

as a person, then the estate of a fetus would le entitled to a 

share. Again, granting the status or "person" to a fetus would 

affect governmental benefit proqrams that depend on the number 

of childxen, such as welfare, unemployment and food s t a m p r . A 

fe i would be entitled to a permanent fund dividend. There 

wo u l d  be a question whether a pregnant woman could be incarcerated 

for a crime s h e  committed when the fetus would also be incarcerated.

The complications which are caused by including tho destruction 

of a fetus in the homicide statute can bo avoided by continuing 

the present status or else creating a distinct crime which would 

cover this distinct act.
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Anchorage

Good afternoon. My name is Susan A. Vaillancourt. I will 
testify today as president of the ANCHORAGE ASSOCIATION OF WOMEN 
LAWYERS against Hcuse Bill 500.

House Bill 500 is entitled " an act limiting the use of state 
money to pay for abortions." This bill is abhorrent to the constitu­
tional rights of Alaska citizens. It should not be allowed to pass 
out of this committee.

The right to decide whether to continue or terminate one's 
pregnancy is founded in the constitutional right to privacy. See,
Roe v. Wade. 401 U.S. 113 (1973).

The Alaska Constitution, contrasted to the federal constitu­
tion, has an express, rather than implied, right to privacy. Article 
I, Section 22. Our Supreme Court has consistently maintained that 
our right of privacy affords greater protection than does the federal 
constitution. See. e.g., Skanloak v. State. 597 P.2d 142 (AK.1979)*
State v. Glass. 583 P. 2d 872 (AK.1978); Ravin v. State 537 P.2d 494 
(AK. 1975).
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While the language of this bill has the potential of effecting 
many areas of state funds, let us focus on the state medical assis­
tance program. The effect of this bill to a person receiving medical 
assistance is that' it requires the recipient to waive her constxtu- 
tir.jal right to privacy in order to receive this s'-ate benefit. This 
is tantamount to a situation which would require a recipient to waive 
his or her constitutional due process rights to a involuntary commit­
ment hearing in order to receive mental health assistance. Such a 
result is deplorable.

The legislature cannot make a law to abridge a constitutional 
right such as the right to privacy. This bill is broadly drafted to 
prohibit the use of «*tnte medical aid funds, welfare funds, any state 
benefits or divider.-- or even state salaries for payment of elective 
or non-elective abortions except in rare cases. This bill makes no 
exceptions for abortions required for victims of rape or Incest. It 
does not permit a woman and her doctor to make a sound medical and 
versona? decision that a pregnancy should be terminated to prevent 
serious and permanent damage to the health of the mother or of the 
fetus. UnquestionaLly, this bill has substantial Impact on a woman's 
right of privacy regarcless of whether the fetu.- has any potential 
for surviving, healthy or otherwise. If this biil becomes law. it 
will undoubtedly be struck down under the Alaska Constitution as a 
measure which unduly restricts a woman's access to abortions and
which directly interferes with protected activity.

It should be noted that the Hyde Amendment upheld by the
United States Supreme Court in Harris v. McRae. 100 S.Ct. 2671 (1980) 
under the more narrow federal richt to privacy, at least provided for
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abortions for victims of rape and incest. The Hyde Amendment addres-ed 
in the Harris case limited use of federal medicaid funds for abortions 
exc.pt in a few cases.

It is also evident that this bill wjuld not pass an equal 
protection challenge under the Alaska Constitution. In Harris v.
McRae, supra, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Hyde Amendment against 
equal protection challenge based on the least stringent analysis 
afforded under the federal constitution. It is recognized, however, 
that the Alaska Constitution affords a more stringent standand for 
equal protection. See, Commercial Fisheries Entry Commission v. 
Aookedak, 606 P.2d 1255 (AK.1980). Under such scrutiny, House Bill 
500 would be struck down.

Finally, this bill cannot be logically justified as a measure 
to prevent government spending or even government spending on abortions. 
If this bill wore to pass, the result would be that state spending 
would shift from abortion services to abortion-related litigation.
We should not allow state government and state programs to advocate 
a special interest position sucit as the anti-choice position advanced 
by this bill. It would be more appropriate to allow those special 
interest groups to attempt to lnfluenece individual choice through 
their education and service programs rather than restricting a 
person's decision-making process by state sanctioned economic 
barriers.

1 urge you not to allow this bill to pass out of this 
committee. Thank you.



September 14, 1981
Mrs. Kristine M..Fardig 
3404 Oregon Drive 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503
Ladies and gentlemen of the committee:

My name is Kristine Fardig and as President Emeritus of Alaska 
Right to Life, Inc., I represent in excess of 20,000 registered 
voters. Almost our entire me bership has been built by 
clrru^at^ng petitions, and now an initiative drive, always 
add'ess;ng the issue o' state-funded baby killing. We have 
the Hyde amendment on the Health and Human Services bulget, 
a similar restriction soon to govern the Indian Health „*»rvice, 
and already 2/3 of our states have stopped their bureaucratic 
war on poverty, which is de facto war against the poor.
Alaska is quickly becoming a dinosaur.

Racism and social elitism are ..*e true issues here. The majoritv 
of poor people are white, but are still a minority of the white 
population. On the other hand a majority of minority citizens 
are poor, socially and economically disadvanta *d and easy prey 
for the racist, elitist philosophy of groups like Planned 
Parenthood, which attempts to eliminate poverty by exterminating 
the poor. This trans’ateo into genocide for our black, His- 
ran1's and Native Ame^l^an brothers and sist.e^a.

In CaMfo’-nia 40^ of the abo’tions a-e paid fo^ oy Medi-Ca1 
ti the tune of $38.00').'10'1 annua’1y. br. Edward C. Allred, 
who owns 12 baby killing factories in California, collects 
a third of that fortune. He thinks that Hispanics are a threat 
to white socie" ~ ses free sterilization and abortion

before they can further pollute our lily-white lives with their 
brown babies. Dr. Allred has the same contempt for blacks and 
tfS offers abortions free or at reduced cost to the racially 
impure.

clinics along border to intercept Mexican women



black women are having 1/3 of the nearly 2,000,000 abortions
performed annually in the U.S.

. r' •**r : . .
* r> -. - r.

In Alaska the Alaska Native Medical Center continues to kill
Eskimo and Indian-babies,Ldafying the clear intent of Congress* *•» *’ *■* * * ■*to stop federal assistance. We have been informed by nurses 

*on the obstetrical service at ANS that from March through July, 
1981, an average cf 20 babie^were being killed, 25% of them older 
than 12 gestational weeks. It has been further alleged that at 
least two women were aborted without their knowledge, one before 
she even knew she was pregnant. Alaskan Natives are tradition­
ally and culturally pro-life, and it is only through the brain- 
washing of government employees and Planned Parenthood,deceptive, 
fraudulent, coercive counselling and w'at ran only be described 
as criminally abusive practices which parallel those of the 
Third Reich, only through lies that the death peddlers have 
managed to endanger their sufviVal as a people. *

Any poor woman who ever wanted to keep her baby can testify 
to the pressure exerted by so-called counsellors to abort.
I was told eight years ago to abort my son Jonathan and that 
I could have him (not another baby, but him) later.. I was 
also told that it would be easier for me to qualify for abortion 
money than for prenatal aid. I opted for life and scraped the 
money together. So much for the benevolence of'state welfare 
off!. e.

F-ecd-'m to choose (to kill unborn babies) is supposed to be a 
mattec of pr’vary. yet the anti-Mfe agitators are constantly 
oushing to ma> e it a matter **f public policy through the use 
of pubVir money, wh^e they hawk this abhorrent practice as 
good. Poor people are poor because our generally racist, 
socially elite society cripples them with greed and prejudice. 
THEY ARE NOT POOR BECAUSE OF OVERPOPULATION!!! "he poor need 
docent educational opportunities, housing and a sound social 
policy which encotr ̂ js economic independence and political 
enfranr* ement not to mention equal opportunity and due process. 
Instead wu hustle poor women into surgery under enormous eoelal, . 
legal and economic pressure to kill their children, effectively



eliminating even the thought of free choice. When we have 
killed their babies and mutilated their bodies have we helped 
them secure a better education, taught them a skill or given 
them dignified, productive work?

Every pepsin has the right to expect basic, medically necessary 
rare and I don’t mind paying for it. I do object, resent and 
vehemently protest the use of my money to destroy our ethnic 
populations. Already 2596 of American Indian women have been' V- • v, i • •
sterilized, most in early adolescence and most without their 
knowledge or consent. Indians and Eskimos don't have a birth 
rate anymore, they are vanishing, and what the Supreme Court 
could not accomplish with Custer and the cavalry, it will 
accomplish with the curette and the all too willing help of 
physician-executioners.

It is an obscenity to squander our money and pretend that we Qr<^ 
helping women by killing their children and mutilating their 
bodies. That is discrimination against the poor.
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The present situation in America is remarkably similar 

to the final days of American slavery. The pro-slavery 

people called themselves "pro-choice". They self-righteously 

said slavery was a private personal matter and an economic 

necessity. No Yankee was going to tell them what to do.

The anti-slavery movement was castigated for attacking 

private property, for trying to impose its morality on others, 

and for being abrasive and obnoxious. It was a movement of 

common people and had arrayed against it the combined weight 

of the Senate, the judiciary, the press, most large churches, 

and the vested interests of the slave owners.

The anti-slavery people lobbied, demonstrated, and ran 
the famous underground railroad at great peril and cost to 

themselves. The issue ceased all pretense of being & private 

issue when the Fugitive Slave Act, and especially the 

Compromise of 1850, forced anti-slavery people to participate 

by using their tax money and Northern (anti-slave) police, 

judges, and legislatures to return escaped slaves to their 

owners and to punish the operators of the escape routes.

The anti-slave people were enraged at being forced to support 

with their taxes the moral atrocity of slavery and the perse­
cution of their selfless heroes. The result was the worst 

war America has ever experienced.
Now this state is forcing those who believe in civil 

rights and the sanctity of life to finance the killing of 
developing chlldrer without due process and the incarcera­

tion of those who would try to defend these innocents.



We who stand for the rights of the unborn have nothing 

to gain. We derive no pleasure in seeking to impose a 

respect for life on others. We are giving our time and’ 

money to help the helpless and to defend the defenseless.

This is in the proudest of American traditions.

The Republican party was b o m  out of the single issue of 

the anti-slavery movement, and brought forth the largest 

advancement of civil rights in our history. It strayed from 

that calling, but has been being reborn from last November 

with a serious call to individual responsibility and resnect 

for civil rights. Those who demand the pri- *e right to kill 

their children have not won a vote in America in twelve years, 

ihe federal government is no longer paying for abortions and 

neither ar^ forty other states.

The wind is blowing in favor of civil rights for all. 

History and the voters will not treat kindly those who oppress 

th3 defenceless.

The ball is in your court, gentlemen. I encourage you 

to have the courage to eland for the rights of all humans.

The lives of hundreds of children, the future of civil rights 
in Alaska, and your political careers hang in the balance.
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1344 K Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
September 15» 1981

Representative M.F. Beime 
Soite 1, 1020 I Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501
Representative Beime:

I attended the hearings on House Bills 500 and 550 this week 
but did not have the opportunity to testify. I request that 
the following testimony be forwarded to the other members of 
the committee and be incluied in the record.

I am an Anchorage resident and voter. I strongly oppose 
both bills and urge the Committee to oppose them as well. My 
opposition comes from a background as a former social worker 
and recent law school graduate and from personal convictions.
I have concerns relating to both bills and to eac- bill specifically.

I find both bills antithetical co our fundamental notion 
of the separation of church a d state. I was shocked to hear 
testimony before the Committei quoting the Bible as a source 
for the bills. Our laws cannot reflect the religious tenets 
of any particular::groups.)' . * see no secular purpose in these
bills; 1 see them only as promoting a particular set of religious 
beliefs. I do not bolieve there is a purpose of saving taxpayer 
monies, particularly when there is talk of providing economic 
incentives for carrying unwanted pregnancies -«o term and with 
the addii&onal costs of welfare for such children. Any attempt 
to write the beliefs of a religious group into law is contrary 
to the United States Constitution and personally abhorrent.

If a woman's religious beliefs do not allow her to choose 
an abortion, no one is suggesting that she do so or forcing her 
to do so. But that does not mean that a woman wit.h different 
convictions should have that option foreclosed when the right 
to an abortion is guaranteed by the Supreme Court's decision in 
Ro» v Wade.

Re: Bill 500
Medicaid was established to equalize medical services between 

the poor and the rich. Bill 500 discriminates against poor women 
in their ability to obtain medical services to which they have 
a right. Middle and upper Income women will be able to obtain 
safe, legal abortions. It is only poor women (and,apparently , 
women in the employ of the state of Alaska) who are discriminated 
against by this bill. Poor women seeking a particular medical 
service should not >e singled out. Alaska has a strong guarantee 
of equal protection in its laws and Constitution. This is 
something of which we should be proud. IThis bill violates that 
guarantee.

In addition, our state constitution expressly guarantees 
the right to privacy. Vhat decision can be more private than 
the decision of whether to bear a child? The government should



not be an invisible partner in this decision, which affects all 
aspects of a woman's life. Yet elimination of /\mding for 
abortions for women dependent of state assistan e makes the 
government such a partner. For these women, there is no longer 
a decision that can be made.

During the hearings I heard much said about the availability 
of adoption as an alternative to abortion. Poor women should 
not be forced to bear children for the rich who are unable 
to bear their own. I hate to think of the implications of such 
a notion. Yet to me, this is what the advocates of adoption 
over abortion are saying. In addition, there are many older 
and handicapped children waiting for families to adopt them.
Our attention should be turned to them.

It is imply unrealistic to think adoption is a viable 
alternative to aborcion for those women who do not wish to 
raise a child or another child. Each time I hear this argument 
raised a family I worked with as a social worker comes to my 
mind. The mother had two children already in the custody of 
the state due to her neglect and inability to care for them.
She was young, uneducated, unskilled, hac no family, a husband 
in prison. She became pregnant and made the decision, on her 
own ar.d withcut prompting from any welfare or social service 
officials, to have an abortion. Without medicaid funding, 
abortion would not have been possible for her. She woulu have 
carried an unwanted pregnancy to tern, but 1 can assure you she 
never would have released it for adoption. The only way that 
child would have been available for adoption would have been 
through lengthy court proceedings initiated by the state to have 
the child adopted without the parents' consent. And she would 
fought such proceedings every step of the way*, as she had previous 
proceedings regarding her children. Those two children already 
had severe emotional nroblems and scars that will< follow them 
their entire lives his is Just one instance. I could describe 
others. I am sure t*nere are thousands. Adoption is not a 
realistic alternative.

The lack of provisions for funding abortions for victims 
of rape or incest is cruel. Simply cruel. How can we say we 
care about the protection of women.and then force poor women 
to be constantly reminded of their victimization by forcing 
tL m to carry its result to term? No victim of rape or incest 
should be forceu into such a position.

Finally, it appears that the b.'ll would prohibit employees 
of the state of Alaska from receiving abortions through their 
health insurance programs. The Issues raised above would apply 
equally to these women. They should/pe discriminated against 
because they happen to work for our state.
Re: Bill 550

fhere are adequate criminal statutes to deal with the problem 
allegedly addressed by Bill 550 and it is then fore unnecessary.
If the real concern and intent of this bill is to protect women, 
than a substitute bill dealing solely and explicitly "ith this 
Issue should be drafted.

My belief, however, is that the protection of women is not
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in fact the real impetus behind the bill. I believe Bill 550 
is a backdoor attempt to make all abortions illegal and thus 
is unconstitutional under both the Alaska and U.S. Constitutions.

I strongly oppose both Bill 500 and Bill 550 and urge this 
Committee to do the same.

Respectftespect:
o v LT/L
Terri Ann Pollock



Alaska Civil Liberties Union 
affiliate of the American 
Civil Liberties Union 
P. 0. Box 10-1226 
Anchorage, \laska 99511

The Hon. Terry Martin
Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811 
Re: HB 500 and HB 550
Dear Representative Martin:

At the recent hearing on HB 500 and HB 550, you
requested that I provide you with a copy of the American 
Civil Liberties Union's policy on abortion. I am pleased to 
include a copy of that policy.

As I discussed in my testimony, the recent decision
in Moe v. Secretary, 517 N.fc.Td 387 (Mass. 1981), which 
struck down a bill practically identical to HB 500 on the 
grounds that it violated the right to privacy and due process 
in the Massachusetts constitution, recognized the constitu­
tional invalidity of bills such as H6 500. A menber of the 
ACLU'n national Board of Directors represented the plaintiffs 
in that case. As I testified, the ogini^n of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Union is that -he per^HTent provisions of 
the Massachusetts and Alaska constitutions a-c sufficiently 
alike so as to render the constitutionality of HB 500 highly 
suspect. The Alaska Civil Liberties Union urges the Committee 
to refuse to approve HB 500 and )!L 550.

A copy of this letter it» being sent to other 
members of the Committee.

Sine

JSCskh
James S. Crane
On behalf of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Union
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% Policy #260

Abortion

The ACLU_asserts that a woman has a right to have_an
akor_tion - that is, a termination of pregnancy prior to the 
viability of the fetus j-- and Jfchat A.licensed^physic^n^has a 
right to perform an abortion, without the threat of_criminal 
sanctions. In pursuit of this right the Union asks that 
state legislatures abolish all laws imposing criminal penalties 
101 abortions.1/ The offeet of this stop would be that any 
woman could ask a doctor to terminate a pregnancy at any time..^/ 
In turn, a doctor could accede to the woman's request in ac­
cordance with the physician's professional judgment without 
fear of criminal prosecution. Thus, the decision of whether 
or not to continue a pregnancy would become one of the woman's 
personal discretion and the doctor's medical opinion. Both 
would be free to follow their private consciences in deter­
mining whether their religious or moral c candards were being 
violated. No fear of criminal punishment would enter into the 
decision.

The ACLU_holds that every woman, as a matter of her right 
to the enjoyment of life, liberty, and privacy/ should be free 
to determine whether and \ hen to boar children. The Union 
itself offers jio comment on the wisdom or the moral implica­
tions of*abortion, PtfUViny that such judgments belong r»olely 
in the province of inc*vidual conscience and religion. We 
maintain thit the penal sanctions of tho state have no proper 
application to such matters.

Th* discriminatory effect of tho prohibition of abortion 
involves another area of civil liberties interest, that of 
orjuality. The rich can circumvent or violate the law with 
impunity, but tho poor are at tho law's tncrcy. This treatment 
is simply too unequal for civil libertarians to accept. More­
over, tho very tendency of the law to be so irbitrarily applied 
and so widely ignored itself weakens tho principlo of the rule 
of law which io essential to the protection of civil liberties.

\y The termination of a pregnancy prior to the time when a 
fetus could live outside of tho mothor'r body is what is me­
dically defined as an abortion. The modical profession appears 
to agree that ouch independent viability could not occur until 
some time after the twentieth week of pregnancy and, as a prac­
tical matter, oven with the best medical care now available, not 
until several weeks later.

f j  Cacnarian sections -- the termination of a pregnancy after 
the fotus hrj become capable of living independently —  a r t  
not customarily regulated by tho criminal laws.
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Although the social and medical problems created by pro­
hibition of abortion are without doubt extremely serious (for 
example, the physical, psychological, and social costs of 
backstreet abortions, and the consequences to the mother, .ier 
unwanted child, and the rest of her family when not even a 
criminal abortion is available), in pressing for legislative 
abolition of the abortion laws the Union is guided by its 

 desire to protect and promote the civil liberties of all citi­
zens. Wo believe that the abortion laws violate civil liber­
ties in the following specific wayot

1) They deprive women of the liberty to decide whether 
and when their bodies are to bo used for procreation, without 
due process of law.

2)' They infringe upon the right to dccido whether and 
when to have a child, that is, the marital right of privacy.

3) They deny to womon in the lower economic groups the 
equal protection of the lawd guaranteed by the Fourteenth 
Amendment, since abortions are now freely available to the 
rich but unobtainable by the poor.

4) Thoy are unconstitutionally vague.
5) Thoy impair the right of physicians to practice in 

accordance with their professional obligations in that they 
forbid doctors to perform what their professional judgment 
may dictate as a necossary medical procedure. In many cases 
thoir failure to porform this medical procedure would, but 
for the statutory prohibitions on abortion, amount to mal­
practice.

Total repool of al̂ l such lawo will meet those civil 
- liberties' criteria. /Board Minutes, January 25, 1960; News 
Roleaoo, March 25, 1968^/
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m m n  1  U l a n  A b u s e d  W o m e n ' s  A i d  i n  C r i s i s , In c .D ,

TESTIMONY ON HOUSE bILLS 500 and 550 
_________September 14, 1981_________

My name is Karla Huntington. I am an attorney with Abujed 
Women's Aid in Crisis, which I will refer to as AWAIC, and I am 
testifying on behalf of AWAIC. As most of you know, AWAIC is a 
non-profit corporation that offers both shelter for battered women 
and their children and a counseling prcjram for men who have pro­
blems with violence. We wish to comment on HB 500 and HE 550 
because we believe thev will impact our clients and, therefore, 
we need this Committee to be aware of our concerns.

First I wish to comment on HB 550. We are encouraged to see 
that the sponsors of this bill recognize the aggravated nature of 
an assault that interups a pxegnancy. We believe that no woman's 
choice to bear a child should be Invaded by violent assault. It 
is not uncommon for n. woman to be assaulted by her nate when she 
is pregnant, in fact, many times the first incidence of violence 
in a family occurs when the wuman becomes pregnant and the blows 
are directed specifically at the stomach nrea. We agree with the 
spirit of HB 550 in so far as It asserts that the State has a 
legitimate interest in Imposing harsh sanctions on any assailant 
whose actions result in miscarriage. We are, however, concerned 
with the sponsors choice i place these sanctions under the 
homicide chapter. There will be four major pra^ticnl problems if 
this form of assault is classified as murder:

1. The womai , and major witness, will frequently have complex 
emotion"! attachments to the assailant. It is Jifficult 
enough for a woman to come forth and report domestic 
assault. 1 believe that very few women will even consider 
coming forth if the result will be that their husband or 
mate is prosecuted for murder.

2. Prosecution by the State will be difficult arJ costly. 
Usually there will be no outside witnesses and the State 
will need to provo extensive medical testimony, which will 
lengthen the trial. A person charged with murder is not
as apt to plead guilty or no contest as is n person charged 
with assault.

\

3. Our present criminal code and this bill do not provide a 
definition for "fetus" and, therefore, to place it in the 
homicide chapter without careful study of how any defini­
tion of fetus would interact with the rest of Alaskan sta­
tutes seems premature and dangerously vaguo.

4. We believe that the interest to be protected is that of 
the woman. Che is the person whose bodily integrity is

AdwaMnUnn 
417 W Blh Arrau*
Anchors**, A K  f f ^ O l(»07 ) 27&-9581(•07)

Woman's Sh*lt*»
POD 4 #19
An. horaf*. AK J*»60* 
(•07) 274-4601

6 si* Ana
4 7 W Ilk Anna* 
Anchor if a, AK 99601
(•07)277-2345
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being violated and our present criminal code places invasions 
of bodily integrity, which do not result in death of a person) 
under the assault statutes.

Therefore, we would recommend that the Committee consider alternative 
placement and, for example, either structure a separate degree of 
assault that would speak directly to the assaultive termination of 
a pregnancy or they could modify the sentencing chapter to make it an 
aggravating factor in sentencing that a result of the assault was the 
unwanted termination of a pregnancy.

Since the effect of this bill is to terminate State monies 
being used to cover the medical costs of abortion, we believe that 
it could have n. devastating impact on some of our clients. For 
example, a woman may be choosing not to bring a child into a home 
already torn apart by violence or she may be deciding to flee a 
dangerous home with her children and the cost of carrying and raising 
an additional child could, in fact, prohibit her from being able to 
leave. AWAIC does not believe that such a major decision should be 
clouded by the issue of finances.

Furthermore, much domestic violence takes the form of sexual 
assault on the mate or incest against the children and it seems 
patent that the State has an interest in providing the victim of 
th-'Se assaults the widest range of choices.

AWAIC staff doets not advocate abortions to any of our clients.
We do, however, stive to inform our clients on the available options 
and we feel that no woman should be forced to bring a child into a 
violent home or bear a child conceived in violence.

HB 500

Thank you.
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Ms. Laura Noland 
1720 W. 11th Ave. #A, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

September 14, 1981
r.-r^arrr:

House Committee on Health, Education, and Social Services 
Alaska State legislature.
Public Hearing cn HB 500 and HB 550

Dear Committee Members,

Good Evening, my name is Laura Noland, I am a residant of Anchorage, Alaska 
and a stu lent at the Anchorage Community College. I am not a lawyer, therefore 
I will noc discuss the constitutionality of these bills. Although from previous 
testimony the constitutionality of House Bill 500, and House Bill 550 appears 
to be in seroius doubt. I am a private citizen, and Z am also a woman. As a 
woman I am strongly opposed to both House Bill 500 and Houso Bill 550.

I believe that both of these bills roprosont the desiros and ideologies of 
a special interest group. To me these bills represent more than they may appear 
to on the surfaco. They aro intundod as the bogining of the end to a woman's 
right to reproductive freedom in the state of Alaska, and perhaps the United 
States, if these groups succeed in mandating their ideologies an tho rost of 
the nation.

Refusing poor women the right to an abortion reduces the choi~as available 
to them. Just as making aborting: illegal for all women will frcce many 
women to choose illegal abortions.

Nomen will continue to have abortions. That is a fact. If abortion is made 
illegal in this country then women with the means will leave the country. Women 
without the resources necessary will have an illegal abortion.

My great grandmother had nine childern. She loved everyone of them. Site hoc 
pregnant for the tonth time, and for roasono known only to herself, decided to 
give herself an l-.ducod abortion, With a coat hanger. She died of gangrene of 
the uterus.

The point is this, her choices were limited. X refuse to accept proposed 
legislation that will limit my choices, or that of any other woman, to contrrl 
my body and lifo.

Z urge the committee not to allow House Bill 500 and 550 to leavo the com­
mittee.

Thankyou



House HESS Committee Hearing on HB 500,
September 14, 1981 

Holli I. Ploog, Attorney-at-Law

My name is Holli Ploog and I am an attorney in private practice 
in Anchorage. As you know, Rep. Beirne, I was legal counsel to 
the HESS Committee during the 1980 Legislative Session when Rep. 
Clocksin chaired the committee. Today ' am speaking for myself 
and I wish to address my remarks to i'B 500, specifically the 
constitutionality of this piece of legi'ljtion. My intent is to 
analyze this bill in light of recent state court decisions which 
were decided under state constitutional provisions similar to 
those contained in the Alaska Constitution and enunciated by the 
Alaska Supreme Court.

Recently the highest courts in California and Massachusetts have 
ruled on state constitutional grounds that if their state's 
Medicaid program pays for childbirth it must also fund medically 
necessary abortions.

Both courts interpreted their respective state constitutions to 
afford greater protection to the right to abortion than the U.S. 
Supreme Court found in the U.S. Constitution. In McRae v. 
Harr 1 s, 48 LW 4941 (1980), the Supreme Court held that the
Federal Constitution does not require the federal government or 
the states to pay for abortions, even whe*. they are medically 
necessary. The Court concluded that restricting funding for 
abortions, while paying the full costs of childbirth, did not 
significantly interfere in a woman's right to decide about 
abortion and served the government's legitimate Interest in 
protecting potential human life.

The California and Massachusetts courts determined, however, 
that under their state's constitutions a woman's right to decide 
whether to terminate a pregnancy was jeopardized by the funding.



restriction and outweighed the state’s interest in potential 
life.

Similarly, the Alaska Supreme Court has made it clear that our 
constitution provides broader protections than the U.S. Constitu­
tion [see Shagloak v. State, 597 P.2d 142 (1979)]. The Alaska 
Constitution contains an explicit guarantee of the right to 
privacy which has no parallel in the federal constitution. 
Alaska Constitution, Article I, section 22. It also sets a 
higher standard for the doctrine of equal protection, [see State 
v. Erickson, 574 P.2d 1 (1978); Wi 11 lams v. Zobel, Op. No. 2170 
(Sept. 9, 1980)]. Because the California decision is written in 
the context of a state constitutional right of privacy, the 
decision seems predictive of what the Alaska courts may do if 
faced with the same question.

'.he issue is whether the state, having enacted a general program 
to provide medical services to the poor, may selectively 
withhold such benefits from otherwise qualified persons solely 
because such persons seek to exercise their constitutional right 
of procreative choice in a manner that the state does not favor 
and does not wish to support.

Elective abortions have been covered under the General Relief 
Medical Assistance Program since 1970. Chapter 101, SLA 1970. 
Medicaid funds became available in 1972 when the State of Alaska 
enrolled in the Medicaid Program (sec AS 47.07.010 080). 
Assistance is defined in AS 47.25.300 as "... financial 
assistance to or on behalf of a needy person, including ... 
medical needs (including but not limited to, hospitalization, 
nursing and convalescent care)...." Existing regulations of DHSS 
specifically provide that payment will be made for family 
planning services, including abortions not available under 
Medicaid. See 7 AAC 43.005(c), 7 AAC 43.140(b), 7 AAC 43.835, 7 
AAC 47.170.



So, too, the state Medi-Cal program funded outpatient and 
inpatient medical services for recipients of public assistance 
and the medically indigent. Abortions, in the absence of funding 
restrictions, would be funded under the Medi-Cal program.

However, in 1978, 1979 and 1980, budget acts restricted Medi-Cal 
funding of abortions to occasions 1) when pregnancy would 
endanger the mother's life, 2) when pregnancy would cause severe 
and long-xisting physical health damage to the mother, 3) when 
pregnancy was the result of illegal intercourse, or 4) when 
abortion was necessary to prevent the birth of a severely 
defective infant, giving greater latitude in performing 
abortions than does HB 500.

"By virtue of the explicit protection afforded an individual's 
inalienable right to privacy by... the California Constitution, 
the decision whether to bear a child or to have an abortion is 
so private and so intimate f hat each woman in '•his state - rich 
or poor - is guaranteed the constitutional right to make that 
decision as an Individual, uncoerced by government intrustion," 
Justice Matthew 0. Tobriner wrote for the court. "Because a 
woman's right to choose is explicitly afforded this 
con. itutional protection... the question of whether an 
individual woman should or should not terminate her pregnancy is 
not a matter that may be put to a vote of the Legislature."

The court further held that a public benefits program, that 
offers such benefits in a fashion that discriminates against the 
exercise of constitutional rights, can only be upheld If the 
state can show that the restriction is related to the purposes 
of the benefit program, that it outweighs any Impairment of 
constitutional rights that may result and that there is no less 
offensive alternative. This test is similar to the 3 tier test 
enunciated by the Alaska Supreme Courc as a standard for equal 
protection.



The California Court analyzed the statutory program under this 
test as follows:

1) The restrictions imposed on poor v’̂ men's right of 
procreative choice did not relate the purposes of the
Medi-Cal program. The stated purpose o: the program is "to
afford health case... to recipients of pu lie assistance and to 
medically indigent...." The restrictions, in fact, impede this 
fundamental purpose.
2) In light of the fundamental and intimate nature of the 
constitutional right of procreative choice and the severe 
impairment of that right that would in practice result from the 
restrictions at issue, the utility of imposing such restrictions 
does not manifestly outweigh the resulting impairment of 
constitutional rights. What the restriction actually does is 
threaten the woman's interests in life, health, personal bodily 
autonomy and her right to decide for herself whether to parent a 
child. The state is utilizing its resources to ensure that women 
who are too poor to obtain medical care on their own will 
exercise their t ght of procreative choice only in the manner 
approved by the state. Moreover, the state has not undertaken to 
protect the potential life of <*11 fetuses by promoting their 
Interests over the consitutional rights of all women, but has 
singled out poor women and has subordinated only their 
constitutional right of procreative choice to the conct.n for 
fetal life.
3) The scheme does not serve the state Interest In providing 
medical care for indigents in a manner least offensive to the 
woman's right to procreative choice. The state could readily 
meet the needs of Indigent women without burdening ..heir right 
of procreative choice simply by funding impartially the expenses 
of childbirth and abortion.

Recently the Alaska Attorney General reviewed for the governor 
state choices on funding of general relief abortions in Alaska.



His conclusion was that the only choice tnat was free from legal 
difficulties was the choice to continue funding general relief 
elective abortions. In addition, he concluded that the only
choice that might be valid apart from the status quo would be a
legislative decision to terminate all elective surgery for those
on assistance. Since he concluded that the only choice free from
doubt on state funding of medicaid abortions is a decision to 
continue funding it seems HB 500 cannot withstand constitutional 
scrutiny and therefore, should not be enacted by this 
Legislature.
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T e s t i m o n y  P r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  H o u s e  H E S S  C o r a l t t e e  
B o n n i e  B o e d e k e r  

S e p t e m b e r  1 4 ,  1 9 8 1

My name I s  B o n n i e  B o c O k c r ,  a n d  I  am a t w e n t y - n i n e  y e a r  r e s i d e n t  

o f  A l a s k a .  F o r  man y y e a r s  n o w ,  I  h a v e  h ad  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  o f  w a t c h i n g  

t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t h e  A l a s k a  L e g i s l a t u r e .  T h e  l a w m a k e r s  o f  t h i s  s t a t e  

h a v e  a l w a y s  m a i n t a i n e d  a p r o u d  t r a d i t i o n  o f  p r o t e c t i n g  I n d i v i d u a l  

f r e e d o m s ,  a n d  p r o t e c t i n g  I n d i v i d u a l  p r i v a c y .  I  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  

t r a d i t i o n  h a s  b e e n  I n v a l u a b l e  1r.  q e t t i n g  l a w m a k e r s  r e - e l e c t e d .

T h i s  c o r a l t t e e  I s  now c o n s i d e r i n g  HB $00 -  a b i l l  t h a t  w i l l  

r e s t r i c t  t h e  r e p r o d u c t i v e  f r e e d o m  o f  p o o r  w o o e n  I n  t h i s  s t a t e .  I  u r g e  

y o u  t o  s t o p  t h i s  b ' 1 1  f r o m  b e c o m i n g  l a w .

On e  t h i n g  t h a t  I c a n  a s s u r e  y o u  o f  t o n i g h t ,  1 s  t h a t  women w i l l  

c o n t i n u e  t o  e x e » t : 1 s e  t h e i r  r e p r o d u c t i o n  f r e e d o m - - t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  

c o n t r o l  t h e i r  own b o d i e s - - r e g a r d l e s s  o f  t h e  d e c i s i o n  o f  t h i s  c o m m i t t e e  

o r  o f  t h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e .

F o r  p o o r  v o o » n  who w a n t  a b o r t i o n s ,  HB 5 0 0 w o u l d  a s s u r e  t h a t  t h e i r  

m a i n  c h o i c e s  a r e  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n  o r  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d b i r t h .  F o r  m o s t  

p o o r  w o o e n ,  l e g a l  a b o r t i o n  I s  n o t  a c h o i c e ,  b e c a u s e  t h e  c o s t  I s  

p r o h i b i t i v e .

I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n s  a r e  c h e a p e r  t h a n  l e g a l  o n e s ,  a n d  much mor e 

d a n g e r o u s .  T h e r e  c a n  b e  no r e a s o n  o t h e r  t h a n  a w o m a n ' s  d e s p e r a t i o n  

f o r  t h e  u s e  * *  c o a t  h a n g e r s ,  t u r p e n t i n e ,  l y s o l  a n d  a n y  o f  a n u o b e r  o f  

p a i n f u l  a n d  r i s k y  m e t h o d s  o f  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n .  Many p o o r  wo me n ,  

k n o w i n g  a b o u t  t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n  o n  p u b l i c  f u n d i n g  o f  a b o r t i o n s ,  w o n ' t  

e v e n  c o n s u l t  a d o c t o r .  T h e y  w i l l  g o  s t r a i g h t  t o  a n  I l l e g a l  

a b o r t i o n i s t .



T h e  o t h e r  o p t i o n  i s  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d b i r t h .  T h e  r i s k  o f  d e a t h  f r o m  

c h i l d b i r t h  I s  t e n  t i m e s  g r e a t e r  t h a n  f r o m  l e g a l  a b o r t i o n 1 .  HB 500 

s a y s  n o t h i n g  a b o u t  t h e  woman f o r  whom a n  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d  I s  t h e  f i n a l  

b u r d e n  t h a t  r e s i g n s  h e r  t o  a l i f e  o f  p o v e r t y .  L i f e  means m o r e  t h a n  

J u s t  p h y s i c a l  s u r v i v a l .  T h e s e  women m u s t  b e  a f f o r d e d  t h e  r i g h t  t o  

c h o o s e  a l i f e  o f  q u a l i t y .

A g a i n ,  f o r  p c o r  w o o e n who w a n t  a b o r t i o n s ,  HB 500 w o u l d  a s s u r e  t h a t  

t h e i r  m a i n  c h o i c e s  a r e  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n  o r  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d b i r t h .  E a c h  

c h o i c e  I n c r e a s e s  t h e  r i s k  o f  d e a t h ,  I n j u r y  a n d  s u f f e r i n g .

Muc h o f  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  a b o r t i o n  t h a t  we h a v e  l i s t e n e d  t o  t o d a y ,  

c o n c e r n s  t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  a b o r t i o n  I n v o l v e s  k i l l i n g  a human b e i n g .  Yo u  

a r e  b e i n g  a s k e d  t o  a n s w e r  t h e  q u e s t i o n :  " W h a t  p r e s l c e l y  I s  a human

b e i n g ? " .  T h e  a n s w e r  I s  a m a t t e r  o f  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f ,  n o t  s c i e n t i f i c  

f a c t .  T h e r e  a r e  a s  many a n s w e r s  a s  t h e r e  a r e  I n d i v i d u a l  r e l i g i o u s  

b e l i e f s .

R e s t r i c t i v e  a b o r t i o n  f u n d i n g  b i l l s  s e r v e  no  s e c u l a r  p u r p o s e .  T h e y
a

d o  n o t  p r o m o t e  h e a l t h ,  o r  s a v e  p u b l i c  f u n d s .  T h e i r  o n l y  p u r p o s e  I s  t o  

p r o o o t e  a p a r t i c u l a r  r e l i g i o u s  v i e w  I n t o  t h e  l a w s  o f  o u r  c o u n t r y .

T h e y  v i o l a t e  o u r  r e l i g i o u s  f r e e d o m ,  t h e y  v i o l a t e  o u r  r e p r o d u c t i v e  

f r e e d o m ,  a n d  t h e y  I n f r i n g e  o n  o u r  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a c y .

1 w o u l d  a l s o  l i k e  t o  s a y  a f e w  w o r d s  a b o u t  H9 5 5 0 .  I f  t h e  I n t e n t  

o f  t h i s  b i l l  I s  t o  p r o t e c t  w o o e n  a g a i n s t  a s s a u l t ,  t h e n  I c o c n a e n d  I t .

I f e e l ,  h o w e v e r ,  t h a t  t h e  A l a s k a n  p u b l i c  1 s  b e i n g  m i s l e a d  a b o u t  t h e  

I n t e n t  o f  t h i s  b i l l .  I f  t h i s  b i l l  I s  t r u l y  c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  t h e  

p r o t e c t i o n  o f  women a g a i n s t  a s s a u l t ,  t h e n  I t  w o u l d  h a v e  s o o e  k i n d  o f  

p r o v i s i o n  f o r  n o n - p r e g n a n t  w o m e n .  I t  d o e s  n o t .  1 b e l i e v e  t f * t  t h e  

I n t e n t  o f  HB 5 5 0 1 s  t o  e v e n t u a l l y  ma k e a l l  a b o r t i o n s  1 n  t h i s  s t a t e  

p u n i s h a b l e  w i t h  t h e  c h a r g e  o f  f i r s t  d e g r e e  m u r d e r .  B e c a u s e  o f  t h i s ,  I 

u r g e  t o  r e j e c t  t h i s  p i e c e  o f  l e g i s l a t i o n .



F o r  women w i t h  u n w a n t e d  p r e g n a n c i e s ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  

t h e  r i g h t  t o  c h o o s e  a b o r t i o n .  W h a t e v e r  t h e  d e c i s i o n  o f  t h i s  c o m m i t t e e  

o r  t h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  women w i l l  c o n t i n u e  t o  e x e r c i s e  t h e i r  

r e p r o d u c t i v e  f r e e d o m .  I f  t h e r e  1 s  o n e  m o r e  c o a t  h a n g e r  a b o r t i o n  t h a t  

t h r e a t e n s  t h e  l i f e  o f  a n  A l a s k a n  w o m a n ,  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  w i l l  l i e  

w i t h  me mb e r s  o f  t h i s  c o m m i t t e e ,  a n d  me mber s o f  t h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e .

1 M o o r e ,  E .  C .  Women a n d  H e a l t h ,  U n i t e d  S t a t e s ,  1 9 8 0 .  P u b l i c  

H e a l t h  R e p o r t s ,  S e p t .  1 9 8 0 ,  p . 1 7 .
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.n heritage have made public pronoucements favoring 
some form of choice on the issue of abortion.
In neither the Old nor the NewXc^iment of the 
Bible is the issue of abortiou^iudressed, therefor 
there is no# clear Scriptural warrant for either 
ppsition. Yet even the most cursory historical 
perusal of the life and times of the Biblical 
peoples will demonstrate that the cessation of 
pregancy was rather common under various circum­
stances, and that sentient life was never thought 
to begin prior to birth.
So it is thai, as a Christian, I can support the 
right of choice with a clear conscience. Yet, 
there are those with equally clear conscience who 
stanrf on the other side of the fence. You have 
to listen to both positions, after which you will 
make a choice. That's the system, and it's a good 
one. It's a system which supports freedom.

I can only urge that your free choice will not 
destroy the right to an equally free choice o n  t h e  
part of potential mothers. XJrant them the same 
opportunity to excerciso tl/» f re e d o m  that you 
enjoy. I

0

Ladies and gentlemen of the Committee. My nam«. is 
Nirbard fcu Madden, and I serve as pastor to the 
Immanuel United Presbyterian Church here in Anchoi 
aye.

I wish to begin by making it quite cloar^that T an 
"pro-life." I am also pro-liberty, and I stand 
s-̂ ua M u  C lit- the pursuit of happiness. In short, 
fir ily accept ani defend those ideals of governmen 
which grant the people o f  this nation the freedom? 
s o  dearly bought, and i4 Op- OJUlCV YOV
HA\/e a *j  u tJiq yg - o fP H Z f iJ f J iT i rz> p & r c a Y .
I ?ra a Christian, and just exactly what that means 
is known only to my God and myself. An.l that's as 
it should be, and always has been. As a
Christian, I believe it is my responsibility and 
my calling to speak ahou t_ God. However, i t i * not 
my right, nor- is iL anyone elses to arrogantly 
presume to speaV for Jod.

Despite the fact that you have been bombarded by 
many voices who tell you what God wants you to di, 
it is inv fervent hope tha-t you will be *wayod only 
by the voicef/of your own conscience iniorccting 
with -your understanding of the the just ideals 
which this country represents.

I am hero to wake a single position known to you, 
foi Church#and individual churchmoplv should
be prepared to inform the State, but fcVrnust never 
presume to dietate to or force will upon*the 
State. * '

Ours is a laud of pluaralisru... .religious plrral-- 
i'.m, which ial.es it qultu obvious that no one Cdfl 
either identify or represent a single dortrjr« 
which could bo railed The t>nc tree Church. 'f t . i \fc
should he pointed out that the vast majority of 
mainlin religious hr lies, both Judeo-Chr I «f i • .«n



STATEMENT ON HOUSE BILLS 500 and 550

September 14, 1981
By Barbara L. Schuhmann, Chairperson 
Alaska Commission on the Status of Women

Mr. Chairman, I regret that I cannot personally be 
present for your hearings. However, I have an active law practice 
in Fairbanks and could not come to Anchorage for your hearing. I 
have asked the Executive Director of the Alaska Commission on the 
Status of Women to deliver these comments for me.

The Commission first adopted a policy statement on 
abortion on April 26, 1980. We reconsidered and reaffirmed that 
statement on December 6, 1980. The Commission's policy is as 
follows:

There are few more divisive issues than abortion.
The United States Supreme Court, in its landmark 
decision of Roe v^ Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973), 
conceded that fact:

We forthwith acknowledge our awareness 
of the sensitive and emotional nature of 
the abortion controversy, of the vigorous 
opposing views, even among physicians, 
and of the deep and seemingly absolute 
convictions that the subject inspires.
One's philosophy, one's experiences, 
one's exposure to the raw edges of human 
existence, one's religious training, 
one's attitudes toward life and family 
and their values, and the moral standards 
one establishes and seeks to observe, 
are all likely to influence and to color 
one’s thinking and conclusions about 
abortion. !n addition, population 
growth, pollution, poverty, and racial 
overtones tend to complicate and not to 
simplify the problem.

It is difficult to formulate policy or jn issue 
where there is very little middle grot... . To 
some, every abortion performed is the wrongful 
taking a human life. To others, every abortion 
prohibited is uninvited meddling xn a difficult 
and profoundly private decision.

Having been called upon to decide the issue, 
however, the United States Supreme Court has ruled 
that, with certain limitations, the decision to 
bear or not to bear a child lies within the mother's 
constitutional right of privacy. The Court stated:
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This right of privacy ....is broad 
enough to encompass a woman's decision 
whether or not to terminate her preg­
nancy. The detriment that the State • 
would impose upon the pregnant woman by 
denying this choice altogether is apparent. 
Specific and direct harm medically 
diagnosable even in early pregnancy may 
be involved. Maternity, or additional 
offspring, may force upon the woman a 
distressful life and future. Psychological 
harm may be imminent. Mental and physical 
health may be taxed by child care.
There is also the distress, for all 
concerned, associated with the unwanted 
child, and there is the problem of 
bringing a child into a family already 
unable, psychologically and otherwise, 
to care for it. In other cases, as in 
this one, the additional difficulties 
and continuing stigma of unwed mother­
hood may be involved. All these factors 
the woman and her responsible physician 
necessarily will consider in consult­
ation.

The United States Supreme Court's position on 
privacy has a special significance in Alaska.
Article I, C22 of our Alaska State Consititution 
provides:

The right of the people to privacy 
is recognized and shall not be infringed.
The legislature shall implement this 
section.

The United States Supreme Court has interpreted 
the Constitution to provide that abortion is a 
matter to be dealt with in privacy between physician 
and patient. The Alaska Constitution reinforces 
that interpretation by reflecting Alaska's fundamental 
dedication to the privacy of its citizens. We, 
therefore, believe the Legislature should carry 
out tne mandate of the State and Federal Constitutions 
by protecting this precious right.
We have been attentive to the views of those who 
oppose abortion. We have heard from Pro-Life 
representatives on several occasions and ha%'e 
reviewed written materials fiom the Pro-Life point 
of view. We are mindful of the particular concern 
that abortion is in some instances being there is



an answer through better sex education, both in and 
outside the home, which would Itad to a more respon­
sible understanding by men and women of their 
reproductive nature.
Having considered the matter, we oppose and urge 
the Legislature to oppose legislation on abortion 
which would destroy the right to privacy by in­
truding political judgments in the intimate 
physician-patient relationship. We further oppose 
and urge the Legislature to oppose legislation 
which would bar abortions in hospitals funded by 
the State. Again this would substitute political 
judgments for medical ones. We favor and urge the 
Legislature to favor continuation of current 
funding patterns with respect to abortions for the 
poor. The poor are least able to cope with un­
intended pregnancies and their unwanted children 
often become society's problem.
Thus, for the reasons just cited, the Commission on 

the Status of Women opposes House Bill 500 or any bill that does 
not continue current funding patterns with respect to ibortions 
for the poor. In addition, the Commission opposes adopuicr'. of 
House Bill 550, which would destroy the right to privacy of 
Alaskan women.

The remainder of my comments are personal, and while I 
have discussed them with other commissioners, I do not represent 
them to be those of the Commission on the Status of Women.

The wording of House Bill 550 points out the basic 
problem in attempting to legislate in this entire area. You must 
realize that the Bill would be unconstitutional under Roe v.
Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973). I believe it would also be unconstit­
utional under Alaska's State Constitution, Article I, §§3, 7 and 
22.

The Bill, as presently worded, would subject the present 
Alaska statute outlining murder to constitutional challenge for 
vagueness. Convictions of persons having committed the crime of 
murder against "persons" could be overturned because the statute, 
as the bill proposes to amend it, would be too vague. I would 
very much hate to see convicted murderers obtaining new trials or 
going free because the legislature had made the statute defining 
murder unconstitutionally vague.

T would ask that you consider for a roment the effect 
that HB 55 i will have on the people that you are trying to control 
girls and /omen pregnant or who may become pregnant in the future, 
and their doctors. Although the exception section of HB 550 is 
very vague, and probably unconstitutionally so, the intent appears 
to me to allow abortions if consented to by the mother or if 
performed by a licensed physician where the mother of the fetus 
would more likely than not die from childbirth. Think for just a 
moment what the result of such language would be. In the case of
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any termination of pregnancy, there would be an investigation to 
determine whether murder in the first or second degree had been 
committed. Instead of the burden of proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt being upon the state, this bill would seem to place a 
preponderance of the evidence burden upon the accused. That 
would be the least burden listed in section 3 of the bill.

Do we as a state really wish to have st<.te troopers and 
district attorneys reviewing the medical records of every abortion 
performed? I think not.

I would ask the committee to consider the further 
effects this bill or any similar bill would have upon women 
considering having a family. Many of my friends in Fairbanks are 
attempting to become pregnant. They want to start or continue 
their families, and they have sought medical advice on any problems 
they may have in that regard.

Some of my friends have suffered as many as three 
ectopic pregnancies. This is a pregnancy where a fertilized egg 
emplants itself within the Fallopian tubes of the mother. There 
is no chance that a child can be born as a result of such pregnancy, 
and, without medical assistance, the death of the mother would be 
substantially certain. Her deal would not come from "childbirth", 
hut rather from the pregnancy itself. Other women also face the 
possibility of death or serious medical complications rot only 
from childbirth, but from the fact of pregnancy itself. The 
wording of the bill's exception section would leave them with the 
option of dying themselves or facing a charge of murder.

Others of rty friends undergo medical tests to determine 
why they may he having trouble in becoming or staying pregnant.
These tests oftentimes discover the problems which can then be 
corrected. There is the possibility with some of the tests that 
they could cause a miscarriage or "abortion" if the patient were 
pregnant at the time. Are young women, seeking to become pregnant, 
to be charged with murder for undergoing such tests because they 
result in miscarriage? Under HB 550 they would. In addition, 
many women have various medical problems which make it more 
likely for them to suffer miscarriage before they have a successful 
pregnancy. If HB 550 were enacted, why should any woman willingly 
face a pregnancy, knowing of the likelihood of their suffering a 
nusnrriage and thus an investigation or charge of murder?

In every case, the investigators would be faced with 
the fact of a miscarriage or abortion, and would have to determine 
the cause. Thus, I feel HB 550 will have the effect of dis­
couraging women from becoming pregnant. It would be far easier 
to arrange some method of birth control and never be faced with a 
murder charge than it would be to attempt to become pregnant, 
suffer a miscarriage, and be faced with an investigation into the 
causes, and possibly even be faced with a charge of murder.



In summary, the results I see from passage of HB 550 or 
any bill similar to HB 550, would be: 1) that it would be declared 
to be unconstitutional, with the possible result of requiring new 
trials for persons convicted of murdering other "persons"; 2) it 
will cause the state to invade an area in which the people have a 
right to privacy: their personal decisions about medical assistance 
and procedures; and 3) it will greatly discourage women who know 
about the bill from becoming pregnant.

I would respectfully suggest that instead of this 
approach to the question, that your committee and the legislature 
direct your efforts to trying to help prevent the need for abortions. 
If there is increased information on birth control and family 
planning, this will help. If we prevent incest and rape, this 
will help. If we provide as much medical information and assistance 
as possible to women who are considering becoming pregnant or who 
are pregnant, this will help. If we provide assistance to families 
who have children such as child care assistance, and child abuse 
prevention, this will help.

I am sure that I speak for the Commission in saying 
that we would be happy to work togetner with you in trying to 
prevent the need for abortions. Neither HB 500 nor HB 550 would 
prevent the need or likelihood for women to seek abortions. And, 
for all the reasons just stated, the Commission or. the Status of 
Women opposes passage of Hour** Bills 500 and 550.
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STATEMENT ON HOUSE BILLS 500 and 550

September 14, 1981
By Barbara L. Schuhmann, Chairperson 
Alaska Commission on the Stafcs of Women

Mr. Chairman, I regret that I cannot personally be 
present for your hearings. However, I have an active law practice 
in Fairbanks and could not come to Anchorage for your hearing. 1 
have asked the Executive Director of the Alaska Commission on the 
Status of Women to deliver these comments for me.

The Commission first adopted a policy statement on 
abortion on April 26, 19F0. We reconsidered and reaffirmed that 
statement on December 6, iv Z ' ' The Commission's policy is as 
follows:

There are few more divisive issues than abortion.
The United States Supreme Court, in its landmark 
decision of Roe v^ Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973), 
conceded that fact:

We forthwith acknowledge our awareness 
of the sensitive and emotional nature of 
the abortion controversy, of the vigorous 
opposing views, even among physicians, 
and of the derp and seeTinoly absolute 
convictions tnat the sublet inspires.
One's philosophy, one'i, experiences, 
one's exposure to the raw edges of human 
existence, one's religious training, 
one's attitudes toward life and family 
and their values, and the moral standards 
one establishes and seeks to observe,

all likely to influence and lo colot 
one's thinking and conclusions about 
abortion. In addition, population 
growth, pollution, poverty, and racial 
overtones tend to complicate and not to 
simplify the problem.

It is difficult to formulate policy on an issue 
where there is very little middle ground. To 
some, every abortion performed is the wrongful 
taking a human lil>.. To others, every abortion 
prohibited is uninvited meddling in a difficult 
and profoundly private decision.

Having been called upon to decide the isHue, 
however, the United States Supreme Court haB ruled 
that, with certain limitations, the decision to 
bear or not to bear a child lies within the mother's 
constitution*! right of privacy. The Court stated:
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This right of privacy ....is broad 
enough to encompass a woman's decision 
whether or not to terminate her preg­
nancy. The detriment that the State 
would impose upon the pregnant woman by 
denying this choice altogether is apparent. 
Specific and direct harm medically 
diagrosable even in early pregnancy may 
be involved. Maternity, or additional 
offspring, may force upon the woman a 
distressful life and future. Psychological 
harm may be imminent. Mental and physical 
health may be taxed by child care.
There is also the distress, for all 
concerned, associated with the unwanted 
child, and there is the problem of 
bringing a child into a family already 
unable, psychologically and otherwise, 
to care for it. In other cases, as in 
this one, the additional difficulties 
and continuing stigma of unwed mother­
hood may be involved. All these factors 
the woman and her responsible physician 
necessarily will consider in consult­
ation.

The United States Supreme Court's position on 
privacy has a special significance in Alaska.
Article I, C22 of our Ala.ika State Constitution 
provides:

The light of the people to privacy 
is recognized and Khali not be infringed.
The legislature shall implement this 
section.

The United Stales Supi erne Court hai. interpreted 
the Constitution to providu that abortion is a 
matter to be dealt wit.i in nrivaiv between physician 
and patient. The Alaska Constitut.on reinforces 
that interpretation by reflecting Alaska's fundamental 
dedication to the pilvacy ot its citizens. We, 
therefore, believe the Legislature should cany 
out the mandate of the State and Federal Consti(.ution* 
by protecting this precious right.
We have been attentive to the views of those who 
oppose abortion. We have heard fiom Pro-Life 
representatives on several occasions and have 
reviewed written matenalu tiom the Pro-Life poi.it 
of view. We are mindful of the particular concern 
that abortion in in some instances being there is
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an answer through better sex education, both in and 
outsxie the home, which would lead to a more respon­
sible understanding by men and women of their 
reproductive nature.

Having considered the matter, we oppose and urge 
the Legislature to oppose legislation on abortion 
which would destroy the right to privacy by in­
truding political judgments in the intimate 
physician-patient relationship. We further oppose 
and urge the Legislature to oppose legislation 
whi^h would bar abortions in hospitals funded by 
the State. Again this would substitute political 
judgments for medical ones. We favor and urge the 
Legislature to favor continuation of current 
funding patterns with respect to abortions for the 
poor. The poor are least able to cope with un­
intended pregnancies and thei*- nwanted children 
often become society's prcblen
Thus, for tho reasons just cited, the Commission on

the Stt us of Women opposes House Bill 500 or any bill that does
not continue current funding patterns with respect to abortions 
for the poor. In addition, the Commission Gppo&es adoption of 
House Bill 550, which would destroy the right to privacy of 
Alaskan women.

The remainder of my comments are personal, and while I 
have discussed them with other commissioners, I do not represent
them to be those of the Commission on the Status of Women.

The wording of House Bill 550 points out the basic 
problem in attempting to legislate in this entire area. You must 
realize that the Bill would be unconstitutional under Roe v.
Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973). 1 believe it would also be unconstit­
utional undi r Alaska's State Constitution, Article I, §§ 3, 7 and 
22.

The Bill, as presently word'd, would subject the present 
Alaska statute outlining murder to constitutional challenge tor 
vagueness. Convictions of persons Laving committed the crime of 
murder against "persons" could be overturned because the statute, 
as the bill proposes to amend it, would be too vague. I would 
very much hate to s»»o convicted muidereis obtaining new trials or 
going free because the legislatuie had made the statute defining 
murder unc< istitutionally vague.

1 would ask that you consider for a moment the effect 
that HB 550 will have on the people that you are trying to control 
girls and women ptegnant or who may become pregnant in the future, 
and their doctors. Although the exception section cf HB 550 is 
very vague, and ptobably unconstitutionally so, the intent appears 
to me to allow abortions if consented to by the mother or if 
performed by a licensed physician where the mother of the fetus 
would more likely than not die from childbirth. Think for just a 
moment what the result of such language would be. In the case of



any termination of pregnancy, there would be an investigation to 
determine whether murder in the first or second degree had been 
committed. Instead of the burden of proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt being upon the state, this bill would seem to place a 
preponderance of the evidence burden upon the accused. That 
would be the least burden listed in section 3 of the bill.

Do we as a state really wish to have state troopers and 
district attorneys reviewing the medical records of every abortion 
performed? I think not.

I would ask the committee to consider the fur;her 
effects this bill or any similat bill would have upon women 
considering having a family. Many of my friends in Fairbanks are 
attempting to become pregnant. They want to start or continue 
their families, and they have sought medical advice on any problems 
they may have in that regard.

Some ot my friends have suffered as many as three 
ectopic pregnancies. This is a pregnancy where a fertilized egg 
emplantb itself within the Fallopian tubes of the mother. There 
is no chance that a child can be born as a result of such pregnancy, 
and, without medical assistance, the death of the mother would be 
substantially certain. Her death would not come fr^m "childbirth*, 
but rather from the pregnancy itself, other women also face the 
possibility of death or serious medical complications not only 
from childbirth, but from the fact of pregnancy itself. The 
wording of the bill's exception section would leave them with the 
option of dying themselves or facing a charge of murder.

Others of my friends undergo medical teste to dewc 
why they may be having trouble in becoming or Gtaying prcgi.ai v 
These tests oftentimes dmcovei the problems which can th**n tc 
corrected. There is the possibility with some of the tvstL that 
they could cause a miscarriage or "abortion" if the patient were 
pregnant at the time. Are young women, seeking to become pregnant, 
to be charged with murdei lor ucdcig«iing such teste because they 
result in miscarriage? Under HB 550 they would. In addition, 
many women have various medical problems which make it more 
likely for them to sutler miscarriage before they have « successful 
pregnancy. If HB 5C0 were cndcted, why should any woman willingly 
face a pregnancy, knowing of the likelihood of th*ir suffering a 
miscarriage and thus an investigat n»n or charge of murder?

In every case, the investigators would be faced with 
the fact of a miscarriage or abortion, and would have to determine 
the cause. Thus, 1 feel HB 55u will have the offoct of dis­
couraging women from becoming pregnant. It would be far easier 
to anange some method of birth control and never be faced with a 
murder charge *h*n it would be to attempt to bcc«»me pregnant, 
ruffer a miscarriage, ~d 'r with n investigation into the
causes, and possibly even tc i charge o f murder.
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In summary, the results I see from passage of HB 550 or 
any bill similar to HB 550, would be: 1) that it would be declared 
to be unconstitutional, with the possible result of requiring new 
trials for persons convicted of murdering other "persons"; 2) it 
will cause the state to invade an area in which the people have a 
right to privacy: their personal decisions about medical assistance 
and procedures; and 3) it will greatly discourage women who know 
about the bill from becoming pregnant.

I would respectfully suggest that instead of this 
approach to the question, that your committee and the legislature 
direct your efforts to trying to help prevent the need for abortions. 
If there is increased information on birth control and family 
planning, this will help. If we prevent incest and rape, this 
will help. If we provide as much medical information and assistance 
as possible to women who are considering becoming pregnant or who 
are pregnant, this will help. If we provide assistance to families 
who have children such as child care assistance, and child abuse 
prevention, this will help.

I am sure that 1 speak for the Commission in saying 
that we would be happy to work together with you in trying to 
prevent the need for abortions. Neither HB 500 nor HB 550 would 
prevent the need or likelihood for women to seek abortions. And, 
for ail the reasons just stated, the Commission on the Status of 
Women opposes passage of House 'Hi Is 500 am. 550.
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Ms. Laura Noland 
1720 W. 11th Avo. «A, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

September 14, 1991

House Comittoe on Health, Education, and Social Services 
Alaska State Legislature,
Public Hearing on HB 500 and HB 550

Dear Committee Members,

Good Evening, my name is Laura Noland, I am a resident of Anchoraqe, Alaska 
and a student at the Anchorage Ccessunity College. I am not a lawyer, thorefor*
1 will not discuss the constitutionality of these bills. Although from previous 
testimony the constitutionality of House Bill 500, and House Pill 550 appears 
to be in seroius doubt. 1 am a private citizen, and X am also a woman. As a 
woman I am strongly opposed to both House Bill 500 and House Bill 550.

X believe that both of those bills represent the desires and ideologies of 
a special interest group. To rj these bills represent more than they may appear 
to on the surface. They are i itonded as the begining of the end to a wmun s 
right to reproductive freedom n  the state of Alaska, and perhaps the United 
States, if these g-oups succeed l,i mandating their Ideologies on the rest of 
the nation.

Refusing poor woman tho right to an abortion reduces the choices available 
to them. Just as making abortion illegal for all women will force many 
women to choose Illegal abortions.

Women will continue to have abortions. That is a fact. If t irtlon is made 
illoga. in thin country then women with the moans will leave the country. Women 
without the resources necessary will have an illegal abortion.

Ny great grandmother had nine childarn. She loved evoryone of them. She beca 
pregnant for the tenth timo, and for reasons known only to herself, decided to 
give herself an induced abortion, With a coat hanger. She died of gangrene of 
the uterus.

The point is this, her choices were limited. I refuse to accept proposed 
logialat on that will limit my choices, or that of any other woman, to cont.-r 1 
my body and life.

1 urge tho comittea not to all"* House Bill 500 and 550 to leave the com­
mittee.

Thankyou
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Gail Dailey
9499 Broyton Drive #317 
Anchorage, Ak. 99507
Dear Gai1,

Thank ;mi for your recent letter exnren3inp 
support, for HB 500.

Our hear Inp« inir Mond«i generated much public 
interest. A healthy exchange ot information regarding 
was important lsmc should prove valuable it. 
preparing the legislature to confront this bill when 
t ie new session starts. 0u'* agenda Is not oet at t!:ii 
toe, hut we will certolnlv give thin legislation 

proper attention in January. Further public hearings 
tn other com-unities are a possibility.

Again, thank you for taking the rime to write, 
will r iko vour views into account when further 

action . taken regarding rhir legislation.
Sincet lv

Mike Reirnc 
State Representative

m



Abused Women's Aid in Crisis, Inc.

TESTIMONY ON HOUSE BILLS 500 and 550 
_________September 14. 1981_________

My name 1b Karla Huntington. I am an attorney with Abused 
Women's Aid in Crisis, which 1 will refer to as AWAIC, and I am 
testifying on behalf of AWAK . As most of you know. AWAIC is a 
non-profit corporation that offers both shelter for battered women 
and their children and a counseling program for men who have pro­
blems with violence. We t.ish to comment on HB 500 and HB 550 
because we believe they will impact our clients and, therefore, 
we need this Committee to be aware of our concerns.

First I wish to comment on HB 550. We are encouraged to see 
that the sponsors of this bill recognize the aggravated nature of 
an assault that interups a pregnancy. We believe that no woman's 
choice to bear a child should bo Invaded by violent assault. It 
is not uncommon for a woman to be assaulted by her mate when she 
is pregnant, in fact, many times tho first incidence of violence 
in a family occurs when the woman becomes pregnant and the blows 
ure directed specifically at the stomach nrea. We agree with the 
spirit of HB 550 in so far as it asserts that the State has a 
legitimate interest in imposing harsh sanctions on any assailant 
whose actions result in miscarriage. We are, however, concerned 
with the sponsors choice to place these sanctions under the 
homicide chapter. There will be four major practical problems if 
this form of assault is classified as murder:

1. The woman, and major witness, will frequently have com ilex 
emotional attachments to the assailant. It is difflcu.t 
enough for a woman to co.ae forth and report domestic 
assault. I believe that very few women will even consider 
coming forth if the result will be that their husband or 
mate is prosecuted for murder.

2 Prosecution by the State will be difficult and costly. 
Usually there will be no ou side witnesses and the State 
will need to p.'ove extensive medical testimony, which will 
lengthen the trial. A person charged with murder is not 
as apt to plead guilty or no contest as is a person charged 
with assault.

3. Our present criminal rode and this bill do not provide a 
definition for "fetus" and. therefore, to placo it 1m the 
homicide chapter without careful study of how any de tui­
tion of fetus would Interact with the rest of Alaskan sta­
tutes seems premature and dungcrously vague.

4. We believe that tho interest to be protected is that of 
the woman. She la the person whose bodily integrity is

Wi m m'i U«U A v i m w
4»7 W nth A »»*»*• f O B 4 * l 9  417 W Hlh A . . n u .
Am Iu h w  AX f t 401 Aarfcoraf*. AK * 9 4 0 9  Am Ootm*. AK .* 4 0 1
( 9 0 7 )  2 7 9 - 9 5 1 1  ( 9 0 7 )  I 7 4  4 M I  < 9 0 7 ) 2  7 7 - ; .  <5



4. (cont.)
being violated and our present criminal code places invasions 
of bodily integrity, which do not result in death of a person) 
under the assault statutes.

Therefore, we would recommend that the Committee consider alternative 
placement and, for example, either structure a separate degree of 
assault that would speak directly to the assaultive termination of 
a pregnancy or they could modify the sentencing chapter to make it an 
aggravating factor in sentencing that a result of the assault was the 
unwanted termination of a pregnancy.
HB 500

Since ♦he effect of this bill is to terminate State monies 
being used o cover the medical costs of abortion, we believe that 
it could have a devastating impact on some of our clients. For 
example, a woman may be choosing not to bring a child into a home 
already torn apart by violence or she may be deciding to flee a 
dangerous home with her children and the cost of carrying and raising 
an additional chile* could, in fact, prohibit her from being able to 
leave. AWAIC does not believe that such a major decision should be 
clouded by the issue of finances.

Furthermore, much domestic violence takes the form of sexual 
assuult on the mute or incest against the children and it seems 
patent that the State his an interest in providing the victim of 
these assaults the widest range of choices.

AWAIC staff does not advocate abortions to any of our clients.
We do, however, stive to inform our clients on the nvailnhlc options 
and we feel that no woman should bo forced lo bring a child into n 
violent home or bear a child conceived in violcnct .

Thank you.
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X  6u*V> U 6 iL vrt Ŝ y\-\ U j & jft̂o -fcf'Ĉ 4t>
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Alaska Civil Liberties Union 
affiliate of the American 
Civil Liberties Union 
P. 0. Box 10-1226 
Anchorage, Alaska 99511

The Hon. Tei.ry Martin
Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811 
Re: HB 500 and HB 550
Dear Representative Martin:

At the recent hearing on HB 500 and HB 550, you
requested that I provide you with a copy of tilt American 
Civil Liborties Union's policy on abortion. I am pleased to 
include a copy of that policy.

As I discussed in my testimony, the recent decision
in Moc v. Seii.ct.ary, 517 N.E.2d 387 (Mass. 1981), which 
struck down a bill practically identical to HB 500 on the 
grounds that it violated the right to privacy and due process 
in the Massachusetts constitution, recognized the constitu­
tional invalidity of bills such as HB 500. A member of the 
ACLU's national Board of Directors represented the plaintiffs 
in that case. As I testified, the opirUon of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Un m  is that the penTTnent provisions of 
the Massachusetts and Alaska constitutions are sufficiently 
alike so as to render tho constitutionality of MB 500 highly 
suspect. Tho Ala :ka Civil Liberties Union urg-*a tho Committee 
to refuse to approve HB 500 and HB 550.

A copy of this letter is bring sent to othet 
members of tho Committee.

JSC:kh
James S. Crane
On behalf of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Union
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Policy #260

Abortion

The_ACLU asserts that a woman has a right to have an 
abortion —  that is, a termination of pregnancy prior to the 
viability of the fetus —  and that a licensed physician has a 
right to perform an abortion, without the threat of criminal 
sanctions, in pursuit of this right the Union asks that 
state legislatures abolish all laws imposing criminal penalties 
for abort ions .i./ The effect of this stop would be that my 
woman could ask a doctor to terminate a pregnancy at any time.2 
In turn, a doctor co ild accede to the woman's request in a —  
cordance with the physician's professional judgment withoe* 
fear of criminal prosecution. Thus, the decision of whether 
or not to continue a pregnancy would become one of the woman's 
personal discretion and the doctor's medic.nl opinion. Doth 
would be free to follow their private consciences in deter­
mining whether their religious or moral standards were being 
violated. No fear of cri.ninal punishment would enter into the 
decision.

The ACLU holds that every woman, as a matter of her right 
to the enjoyment of life, liberty, and privacy, should be free 
to determine whether and when to boar children. The union 
itself offers no comment on the wisdom or the moral implica­
tions of abortion, believing that such judgments belong solely 
in the provinco of individual conscience .»nd religion. Wo 
maintain that the penal sanctions of the state have no proper 
application to such matters.

The discriminatory effect, of tho prohibition of abortion 
involves another area of civil liberties interest, that of 
equality. The rich can circumvent or violate the law with 
impunity, but tho poor are at tin? law's mercy. This treatment 
is simply too unequal for civil libertarians to accept. More­
over, tho Very tendency of the law to be r.o arbi fieri ly applied 
and so widely ignored itself weakens the principle ol the* rulo 
of law which in essential to tho protect ion of civil libortios.

i/ The termination of a pregnancy prior to the time when a 
fetus could live outside of tho mother's body is what is me­
dically defined as an abortion. The medical profession appeals 
to agroo that such independent, viability could not occur until 
sometime after tho twentieth w«-ek of pregnancy and, as a prac­
tical matter, ov*»n with th < boot medical cat't* now available, not 
until several weeks later.

2/ Caesarian sections -- tho termination of a pregnancy after 
tho fetun has become caj able of living independently —  arc 
not cuntomuriIy regulated by the criminal laws.
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Although the social and medical problems created by pro­
hibition of abortion are without doubt extremely serious (for 
example, the physical, psychological, and social costs of ^
backstreet abortions, and the consequences to the mother, her 
unwanted child, and the rest of her family when not even a 
criminal abortion La available), in pressing for legislative 
abolition of the abortion laws the Union is guided by its 
desire to protect and promote the civil liberties of all citi­
zens. We believe that the abortion laws violate civil liber­
ties in the following specific ways:

1) They deprive women of the liberty to decide whether 
and when their bodieB are to be used for procreation, without 
due process of law.

2) They infringe upon the right to decide whether and 
when to have a child, that is, the marital right of privacy.

3) They deny to women in the lower economic groups the 
equal protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth 
Amendment, since abortions are now freely available to the 
rich but unobtainable by the poor.

4) They are unconstitutionally vague.
5) Thoy impair tho right of physicians to practice in 

accordance with their professional obligations in that they 
forbio doctors to perform what their professional judgment 
may dictate as a nocossnry medical procedure. In many cases 
their failure to perform this medical procedure would, but 
for tho statutory prohibitions on abortion, amount to mal­
practice.

Total repeal of oJLi ouch laws will meet those civil 
_ liberties criteria. /Board Minutes, January 25, 1960; News 
Rcloaoo, March 25, 1968./



1344 K Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
September 15, 1981

Representative M.F. Beime 
Suite 1, 1020 I Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501
Representative Beime:

I attended the hearings on House Bills 500 and 550 this week 
but did not have the opportunity to testify. I request that 
the following testimony be forwarded to the other members of 
the committee and be included in the record.

I am an Anchorage resident and voter. I strongly oppose 
both bills and urge the Committee to oppose them as well. My 
opposition comes from a background as a former social worker 
and recent law school graduate and from personal convictions.
I have concerns relating to both bills and to each bill specifically.

I find both bills antithetical to our fundamental notion 
of the separation of church and state. 1 was shocked to hear 
testimony before the Committee quoting the Bible as a source 
for the bills. Our laws cannot reflect the religious tenets 
of any particular groups^ I see no secular purpose in these 
bills; I see them only as promoting a particular set of religious 
beliefs. I do not believe there is a purpose of saving taxpayer 
monies, particularly when there is *alk of providing economic 
incentives for carrying unwanted pregnancies to term and with 
the additional costs of welfare for such children. Any attempt 
to write the beliefs of a religious group into law is contrary 
to the United States Constitution and personally abhorrent.

If a woman's religious beliefs do not allow her to choose 
an abortion, no one is suggesting that she do so or forcing her 
to do so. But that does not mean that a woman with different 
convictions should have that option foreclosed when the right 
to an abortion is guaranteed by the Supreme Court's decision in 
Roe v Wade.

Re: Bill 500
Medicaid was established to eqi lize medical aervices between 

the poor and the rich. Bill 500 discriminates against poor women 
in their ability to obtain medical services to which they have 
a right. Middle and upper income women will be able to obtain 
3afe, legal abortions. It is only poor women (and,apparently , 
women in the employ of the state of Alaska) who are discriminated 
against by this bill. Poor women seeking a particular medical 
service should not be singled out. Alaska has a strong guarantee 
of equal protection in its laws and Constitution. This is 
aomething of which we should be proud. (This bill violates that 
guarantee.

In addition, our state constitution expressly guarantees 
the right to privacy. What decision can be more private than 
the decirion of whether to bear a child? The government should



not be an invisible partner in this decision, which affects all 
aspects of a woman's life. Yet elimination of funding for 
abortions for women dependent of state assistance makes the 
government such a partner. For these women, there is no longer 
a decision that can be made.

During the hearings I heard much said about the availability 
of adoption as an alternative to abortion. Poor women should 
not be foiced to bear children for the rich who are unable 
to bear tneir own. I hate to think of the implications of such 
a notion. Yet to me, this is what the advocates of adoption 
over abortion are saying. In addition, there are many older 
■•nd handicapped children waiting for families to adopt them, 
i attention 3hould be turned to them.

It is simply unrealistic to think adoption is a viable 
alternative to abortion for those women who do not wish to 
raise a child or another child. Fach time I hear this argument 
raised a family I worked with as a social worker comes to my 
mind. The mother had two children e"> ready in the custody of 
the state due to her neglect and int..’lity to care for them.
She was young, uneducated, unskilled, had no family, a husband 
in prison. She became pregnant and made the decision, on her 
own and without prompting from any welfare or social service 
officials, to have an abortion. Without medicaid funding, 
abortion would not have been possible for her. She would have 
carried an unwanted pregnancy to term, but I can assure you she 
never would have released it for adoption. The only way that 
child would have been av;.liable for adoption would have been 
through lengthy court pr ceedings initiated by the s*..te to have 
the child adopted without the parents' consent. And she would 
fought such proceedings every step of the way, as she had previous 
proceedings regarding her children. Those two children already 
had severe emotional problems and scars that will follow them 
their entire lives. This is just one instance. I could describe 
others. 1 am sure there are thousands. Adoption is not a 
realistic alternative.

The lack ol provisions for funding abortions for victims 
of rape or incest is cruel. Siaply cruel. How ea we say we 
care about the protection of women and then force poor women 
to be constantly reminded of their victimization by forcing 
them to carry its result to term? Ho victim of rape or incest 
should be forced into such a position.

Finally, it appears that the bill would prohibit employees 
of the state of Alaska fr^m receiving abortions through their 
health insurance programs. The issues, raised above would apply 
equally to these women. They ahouldjftie discii minnted against 
because they happen to work for our state.
H e :  B i l l  h »30

There are adequate criminal statutes to deal with the problem 
allegedly addressed by Bill 550 and it is therefore unnecessary.
If the real concern and intent of thio bill is to protect women, 
than a substitute bill dealing solely and explicitly with this 
issue should be drafted.

Hy belief, however, is that the protection of women is not
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in fact the real impetus behind the bill. I believe Bill 550 
is a backdoor attempt to make all abortions illegal and thus 
is unconstitutional under both the Alaska and U.S. Constitutions.

I strongly oppose both Bill 500 and Bill 550 and urge this 
Committee to do the 3ame.

Terri Ann Pollock
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A NC H O RA GE A S S O C IA T IO N  OF W OM EN LAWYERS
» o ii o*»ict aoi i i i j  

ANCHORAGE ALASKA 09910

TESTIMONY ON HOUSE BILL 500 

PUBLIC HEARING 

BEFORE HOUSE HESS COMMITTEE 

September 14. 1981 

Anchorage

Good afternoon. My name is Susan A. Va11lancourt. I will 

testify today as president of the ANCHOR\GE ASSOCIATION OF WOMEN 

LAWYERS against House Bill 500.

House Bill 500 is entitled '* an act limiting the use cl state

money to pay for abortions." Thin bill in abhorrent to the constitu­

tional riohts of Alaska ntizers. It should not be allowed to pans 

out of this committee.

The right to decide whether to continue or terminate one's 

pregnancy is foaided in t hr constitutional right to privacy. See.

Roe v. Wade. 401 U.S. Ill (1971).

The Alaska Constitution, contrasted to t he federal const itu- 

t ion, has an express, rather than 'milled, right Vo privacy. Article 

I. Section 22. Our Supreme Court has consistently maintained that 

our right of privacy affordn greater protection than does the federal 

constitution. See. e.g.. Skadloak v. State. 597 p.2d 14• (AK.1979)j 

Slaty V. 01 flan. 58 1 p. 2d 872 (AK.I978),- KJLYJIL _Y_._J&»iC. P. 2d 494

(AK. 1975).



While the language of this bill has the potential of effecting 
many areas of state funds, let us focus on the state medical assis­
tance program. The ffect of this bill to a person receiving medical 
assistance is that it requires the recipient to waive her constitu­
tional right to privacy in order to receive this state benefit. This 
is tantamount to a situation whic'* would require a recipient to waive 
his or her constitutional due process rights to a Involuntary commit­
ment hearing in order to receive mental health assistance. Such a 
result is deplorable.

The legislature cannot make a law to abridge a constitutional 

right such as the right to privacy. This bill is broadly drafted to 

prohibit the uac of state medical aid funds, welfare funds, any slaLt 

benefits or dividends or even state salaries for payment of elective 

or non-elcctive abortions except in rare cas-’s. This bill makes no 

exceptions for abortions required for vict'ms of rape or incest. It 

does not permit a woman and her doctor to mike a sound medical and 

personal decision that a pregnancy should be terminated to prevent 

serious ond permanent damage to the health of the mother or of the 

fetus. Unquentionably. this bill has substantial Impact on a woman's 

right of pr ivacy regard lens of whether the fetus has any potential 

for surviving, healthy or otherwise. If this bill becomes law. it 

will undoubtedly be struck down under the Alaska Constitution an a 

measure which unduly restricts a woman * a access to abortions and

»nich directly interferes with protected ac* ivity.
ft should be noted t nat the Hyde Amendment upheld by the

United Matos Supreme Court 'n Hat rts v McRae lOu 8.Ct. 2671 (I9B0) 

under the moir. narrow fed«ral right to privacy, at least provided for

HB 500
Anchorage Association of Women Lawyers
Page 2



abortions for victims of rape and incest. The Hyde Amendment addresred 
in the Harris case limited ise of federal medicaid funds for abortions 
except in a few cases.

It is also evident that this bill would not pass an equal 
protection challenge under the Alaska Constitution. In Harris v.
McRae, supra, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Hyde Amendment against 
equal protection challenge based on the least stringent analysis 
afforded under the federal constitution. It is recognized, however, 
that the Alaska Constitution affords a more stringent standand for 

equal protection. See. CfllgnglSIflJ. FlfihfifiCA.-Ell*LY-gMT •
Apokedak. 606 P.2d 1255 (AK. 1 *#80) . Under such scrutiny. House Bill 
500 would be struck down.

Finally, this bill cannot be logically Justified as a measure 

to prevent government spend inn or even government spending on abortions. 

If this bill were to pass, the result would be that state spending 

would shift from abortion services to abortion-roiated litigation.

We should not allow state government and state programs to advocate 

a special interest position such as the anti-choice position advanced 

by this bill. It would be more appropriate to allow those special 

interest groups to s’tenpt to influenece individual choice through 

their education and service programs rather than restricting a 

person's decision-making process by state sanctioned economic 

barrlers.

I urge you not to allow this bill to pass out of this 

caovdttee. Thank you.

HB 500
Anchorage Association of Women Lawyers
Page 3



My name Is Mary Wheelock, I live at 5301 Dorbrandt St. 9 2 , Anchorage 
Ak, 99502, district 12. I vote and I'm a member of eh'. Procholce 
Coalition. W V s l U i

I'm here testifying to appeal to you oll/Bill 500, which will eliminate 
needed health care for poor women. <

At the preifat I'm a divorced single parent who works part time and goea 
to school full time. I'm on various welfare programs right now, which 
include Aid to Dependent Children, Medicaid, Alaska State Housing Author­
ity section 8, and the Day Care Assistance Program.
Without these programs 1 wouldn't be able to provide for my SS year old 
boy.
Since I'm a women on welfare I truely know how valuable these programs are. 
In my life right now if for some reason Bill 500 passes and I were to be­
come prcgnantmy school would have to be postponed, I would have to 
quit my part’ljob in order to raise another child.
The results   more programs and welfare money I would need from
the st? :e. I probably would be on welfare longer then I hoped to be 
and everything I am working towards In life would have to wait.

I would like to quote a lady who wr^te to the editor of the Daily News, 
(quote),fWomcn with money can choose to have an abortion, or women 
can't. The devastating effects of unplanned, unwanted, v .timely preg­
nancy >n women's life of an unwanted child and our society at lArgr 
are well documented.
In money terms state payment of abortion for poor women makes more sence 
economically than supporting unwanted children through Aid to Dependent 
Children programs.
lhe cost to tax payers Is $4,800 per year to support one women with one 
child on Aid to Dependent Children, while It costs a frig.tion of that 
for the stats to pay for an abortion." (end of quote)

tilght now the State of Alaska wouldn't deny mr money under 'he medicaid 
program If I needed a cancer operation, why should there be a limit to 
state funding for abortions. If I need one??

Our Alaska Constitution was molded after "individual privacy and freedom" 
with the rights to "reproductive frredon."
In my case just because I'm an Indigent person should these lights be 
denied rnr. These Individual rights are what make our stats so unique, 
let me have the right to choose and the rights to my "individualism" 
that la guaranteed In the Alaska Constitution.

Mr. Chair and mrmbers of the committee, don't let Bill SOO go any 
farther, let state funding be aval'able for poor w m n  In my position 
to have abortions If the meed arises, and let us have our Individual 
freedom of choice.



Kcnai, Ak 99611 
September 3, 1981

Mike Belrne 
P.O. Box 4-1539 
Anchorage, AK 99509

Mr. Belrne:

I strongly oppose both HB 5'** and HB 550. I fe.l it is unfair to impose on 
poor women no choice because they lack the funds to get a safe abortion if 
that In their choice. 1 also feel that saying a fetus is a human life to 
have grounds to press charges for murder when the fetus Is misscarr.ed 
through a violent act f ne to the pregnmt woman is abhorable and totally 
unreasonable and throughly inflaming. 1 know there are other ways to protect 
the like of a fetus and the life of the mother from acts of violent crimes.
I urge you to spend more time pssnlng laws that protect women from violent 
arts and then there will he no need for laws like HBS50.

& i|K  »• i v i y  ,

in ln»p« IU.it Ca nr» s.s*n wilt maki- It possible for all rn’it In carry 
attd beat children t hr.nigh whatever wa n *  so I don't leave to listen to this.



I1 l September 1981 
Hearing on HB 500 and HB 550 
Performing Arts Center, UAA 
Anchorage, Alaska

My name is Dorothy Ptxterson and I reside in Anchorage, 
Alaska, Voting Districh #?• I am the natural mother of 
four children and presently three grandchildren.
I have been a voter for 35 years and bills such as 
HB 500 and HB 550* I believe to be hopeful mandates from 
special interest groups which I believe to be Anti-Choice.
It offends my personal sensibilities and my civic respon­
sibilities to know Anti-Choice people wish to legislate 
their ideas into other peoples lives.
HB 500 would make it impossible for poor women to obtain 
abortions regardless of the reason. It would however, 
not in anyway prevent wealthy women from having abortions, 
since they could afford to travel outside the state or the 
country to have their abortions.
HB 5°0 is a discriminatory Bill. It discriminates against 
that class of poor women which is against the Intent of 
taxpayers, personal freedom, and the right to privacy.
Poor people muRt also pay taxes. To force a woman to 
carry an unwanted child would only serve to intensify and 
multiply their problems both financially and emotionally. 
Forcing a woman to bear an unwanted child by means of with­
holding the funds necessary to pay for her abortion would 
afflict an undue burden on the total family life of a 
married woman. I believe in protection of each individual 
member of the family and the family as a whole. I believe 
In a quality family life, one which all families are en­
titled to.
tfhen a woman, married or single, io pregnant through rape 
or incest, she is already suffering a frightful and almost 
unendurable experience which would in most circumstances 
present psycoloeical problems for her for the rest of her 
life. Being unable to have a wanted abortion would cer­
tainly be detrimental to tho woman, the family and tho un­
wanted child. It would, in my opinion, be criminal to 
withhold state funds to prevent an abortion any woman may 
choose to have for any reason.
1 trust this panel of legislators will take a good look at 
HB 500 which appears to be asking for legal discrimination 
of poor women who may need or choose abortion for them­
selves - and vote against it.
HB 550 is unclear to me. To my knowledge there has never
been a constitutional definition of the term or word “fetus*.
I hope this panel will likewise vote against HB 5S<>.
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is over-riding moral issue
The question of "life 

20th ~entury. Race and poverty are dimtn- 
1 sions of the life question, but discussions 
| about abortion have brought t! i issue into 
i focus in a much sharper way. How we will 
‘ respect and understand the nature of life 
Itself is the over-riding moral Issue, not of 
, the Black race, but of the human race.

The question of abortion confronts me In 
j'aevnral different ways. First, although I do 
* not profess to be a biologist, 1 have studied 
biology and know something about Ufc from 
the point of vtew of the natural sciences. 
.•Second, 1 am a minister of the Gospel and 
therefore, feel that abortion has a religious 
and moral dimension that I must consider. 
Third. 1 was born out of wedlock (and against 
the advice that my mother received from her 
doctor) and therefore abortion is a personal 
issue for me. *
From my perspective, human life u the 

highest good, the w m m u m  boo urn. Human 
Ue itself is the highest human gout and God 
is the supreme good because lie is Uie giver of 
life That Is my philosophy. Everytlung I do 
procerdt from that religious and 
pbtlmophical premise. Life is the highest 
good and therefore you fight for life, using 
means ronstotmt with that end.
lafe is the V ihcit human good not «•» tta 

own naturalistic merits, but because life u 
supernatural, a gift (rim Cud Therefore, life 
la the highest human good because life to 
acred UtohgicaUy speaking, thousands of 
nule sperms art ejaculated into the female 
reproductive tract during scsual intercourse, 
but wify once in a while do the egg and sperm 
fanng about ferttliration Some call that 
connection accidental, but I choose to call it 
providential It takes three to make a baby: a 
man. a woman and the Holy Spirit 
I brhnreiafamily planning I do not believe 

Suit fawltrs ought le hare children, as some 
pe«v*e did where I was growing up. by the 
daaeiu I brbcie In methods at cor. inception 
—  prophy lactics, ptlh. rhythm, etc. I believe In in educab'vi We ought to leach It m the 
heme, the arhOM. fee church, and on the 
trirvuKn I thick that if prepir are property 
educated snuaUy they will appreciate the 
ad and know its wituuste fur* tom. purpoue

By THE REV. JESSE L. JACKSON
to The Question of the themselves, it to really a gift from God.

Therefore, one does not have the right to take 
away (through abortion) that which be does

iW ) I hr a a m r has i haaged 
la the s b a t M  diU alr an r of the crucial 

ts whew dors Me brgm  Anythwg 
to living Therefore huanaa life 

k r p m  s l e s  the sperm and egg pan and drop 
M tothrlalkpsais tolar and thr p u lia 'ien af IJe  
lake place Frews *Ksl pewst. Me may be 
p r v r * f d  M li i m l l t  t .«  « •  »gg. rm U v w. 
Irtb». t u b ) . c h U , b v u c c r ,  adult*. M  the 
• r e t i r e  u  the sam e I V  s a : e  t u t  c h a v r d  
but the fanr m u a u  the aamr 

I k n u a  k r l lg i  %uoawt give or vf ra le  kfe by

not have the ability to give.
Some argue, suppose the woman does not 

want to have the baby. They say the very fact 
that she does not v.ant the baby means that 
the psychologic «1 damage to the child to 
reason enough g> abort the baby. I disagree. 
The solution tr that problem to not to kill the 
innocent baby, but to deal with her values and 
her attitude inward life —  that which has 
allowed her not to want the baby. Deal with 
the attitude that would allow her to take away 
that which she cannot give.
Some women argue that the man does not 

have thf'taby and will not be responsible far 
the bubyr after it to born, therefore it to all 
right to kill the baby’. Again the logic to off. 
The premise to that the man to irresponsible. 
If that to the probl.*m, then deal with making 
him responsible. Deal with what you are 
dealing with, not with the weak, innocent nnd 
unprotected baby The essence of Jesus' 
manage dealt wrltn this very problem —  the 
problem ci the inner attitude and motivation 
of a person “If in your heart ..." was fus 
central message The actual abortion (effect I 
to merely the loctral conclusion of a poor 
altitude (r»:isei that one has toward ufc it­
self. Deal w ith the cause not merely the r ftect 
when aUctton to the Issue.
Plraturr, paw and vatfrriag
Some of the moat dangerous arguments lev 

abortion stem from popular judgments about 
life's ullunale me suing, but thr logical 
conclusion of their position u never pursued. 
Some people may. unconsciously, operate 
their Lira os if pleasure u life's tighrst guvd. 
and paui and suffering maa'a greatest 
enemy That position. If followed la Its logical 
ronrtuuon. tnram that that which protwbUa 
pieosute should be done away with by 
wtulrvet means are necessary lly the same 
ratteru'e whatever means are M m s u y  
should U  used to prev ent suffer oat and paw 
My potman b net to negate pleasure nor 
etovale suffering, hut torrefy to argue 
agsu.it thnr bring etouted la an ultimate 
end «f Iff. Beo.j«r J  thev are so etrvalrd. 
anytime wrtudbg usudrr and grftoode. 
can be carried wl in their nan*
Oftrw propir stw analyse and aprrate m 

hr pwUic gWur t soewr utwtnaUi. dortors. 
pfilkuKS. etc I are rsprewUy prune la 
argue w thrse ways km dhtMh argur lar 
pufsiLtbun (tmUuf «• the Uaus if a Iksilgt 
<f hwuioig fond, spore, etr I raue Iww issues 
itfmtwAl 1111| b iWance that they rhcwae 
to start toltong sbto m nU w . svntrut at 
thr sine btiw that Mtorh people w Amrnri 
and |wafdr of tutor mound thr wwrkt «re 
drfiuntmg Pm-it ighlsl (tor m  twtua 
tsUt * m and Oku rtgMlul shore of the

I

t,

b
IMS *tv. JISSI JACKSON

material wealth in the world (2i People of 
color are for the most part powerless with 
regard to decisions made about population 
cuntol. Given the history of propie of color m  
the modern world we have no reason to 
assume that whites are going to look out for 
our best interests 
Politicians argue for abccjlcn largely 

because they do not want to spend Use 
necessary money to feed, clothe and educate 
more people Here arguments for in- 
(on returnee and economic savings take 
precedence aver arguments lor human value 
and human life. I read recently whet* a 
politician from New York was justifying 
abortion because they had prevented Id.Qtt 
welfare bubtrs from being bom and saved thr 
stole IH million/Tn~nn nund wfMu moral 
9iestwns arise snwn pub uctam are w ilhrg to 
pay welfare mothers brtw -en U N  m  SIM to 
have an ahorhon, but will nut pay SJO for abet 
school lunch program to the ahead} U»m 
children of these sum



I think the economic objections are not 
valid today because we arc confronted with a 
whole new economic problem. The basic and 
historic economic problem has been the 
inability to feed everyone in the world even if 
the will were there to do so. They could not 
produce enough to do the Job even if they 
wanted to. An agrarian and 'iisconnccted 
world did not possess the ability to solve the 
basic economic problem. That was tragic, but 
hardly morally reprehensible. Today, 
however, we do not have the same economic 
problem. Our world is basically urban, in- 
dustrial, interconnected, and technological so 
that we now, generally speaking, have the 
ability to feed the peoples of the world but 
lack the political and economic wi'J to do 
so. That would require basic shifts of 
economic and political power in the world and 
we are not willing to pay that price — the 
price of justice. Ita problem now is not the 
ability taproduce but the ability to uiJtribute 
justly.
Psychiatrists, social workers and doctors 

often argue (or aborticn on the basis tliat the 
child wtU grow up mentally and emotionally 
scared. But who of ut is complete? If in­
completeness w err the critrria for taking life 
wc would all be dead. U you can justify 
abortion on the basis of emotional incom­
pleteness. then your logic could also lead 
you to killing (or tttwr forms of in­
completeness — blindness. nippiness, old 
age
l ife  i t  public aod universal

T here a re  those who arg n r that the right to 
privacy is of higher order than thr right to 
life, I do not sh are  that view. I believe that life 
la not private, but rather it ia public and 
u i iv c r u l .  If one accepts the poalt.on that life 
is private, and therefore you have (ne right to 
do v ith it a s  you please, one m ust also accept 
the conclusion of that logic. That was tho 
prem ise of slavery You could not protest tho 
ex isle nee or treatm ent of slaves on the _
plantation brcauae that was private and

sic* has gone on in that mind. That is why the 
Constitution called us three-fifths human and 
then whiles further dehumanized us by 
calling us ‘ niggers." It was part of the 
dehumanizing process. The first step was to 
distort the image of us as human beings in 
order to justify that which they wanted to do 
and not even feel like liny had done any tiling 
wTong. Those advocates of taking life prior to 
birth do not call it killing or murder, they call 
it abortion. They further never talk about 
aborting a baby because that would iinply 
something human. Rather they talk about 
aborting the fetus. Fetus sounds less than 
human and therefore can be justified.
In conclusion, even if one does take life by 

aborting the baby, as a minister of Jesus 
Christ I must also inform and-or remind you 
that (here is a doctrine of forgiveness. The 
God I serve is a forgiving God. The men who 
killed President John F. Krnnedy and Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. can be forgiven. 
Evrryonc can come to the mercy seat and 
find forgivea*ss and acceptance. But. and 
this may be the essence of my argument, 
suppose one is so hard hear u d and so in­
different to life until he assume r that there is 
nothing for vhich to be forgiven. What 
happens to Oir nund of a person, and the 
moral fabric of a nation, that accepta the 
aborting of the h/e of a baby uitho.it a peng of 
conscience? What kind of a person, and what 
kind of a sock ty will we have 20 years hencw 
if life can be Liken so casually?
It is that question, the question of our at­

titude. our value system, and our mind-set 
with regard to thr nature and worth of Ufe 
Itself that la the central question confronting 
mankind. Failure to answer that question 
affirmatively may leave us with a heU right 
here on earth

fffco I t t  I r i M  K d i M  i w O I m m  H w i  
•wSv *«d «wd H tM ti. n  aretij*AI el
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Sored o/«#aiio«*o dodxe led * «w ord 
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t e W r l l o l r w d f  Itherefore outside
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OUR OPINION

On the edge of the pit: 

abortion as a racist tool
The great danger of uncon­

trolled abortion Is that it will 
be used f o r  p o lit ic a lly  
motivated purposes.

How  close are we to the 
brink of that fiery pit when an 
abortion specialist, earning 
m ore than 112 million a year 
by perform ing 50.000 to 60.000 
abortions, publicly announces 
that be has a consuming In­
terest in curbing the birth 
rate o( certain populations, 
namely Hispanics and blacks?

D r . Ed w a rd  Allre d , whose 
chain of abortion clinics is 
under investigation for possi­
bly paying kickbacks to a 
state-supported fam ily plan 
mng agency n  exchange for 
c u s to m e r s , sp e a ks w ith  
Hitlerian preciseness about 
his personal and piofessional 
"p o p u la tio n  c o n tro l"  pro­
gram

"Population central is loo 
important to be stopped by 
so m e  rig h t-w in g  p ro -life  
t y p e s .' Allred is quoted by 
the San Diego llnum as 
saying "T a k e  the new in fh u  
o f H is p a n ic  im m ig r a n t! 
Their lack of respect for de 
mocracy and social order is 
frightening I hope I can do 
something to stem that t * * * .  
I 'd  set up a elude in M en cu  
for free if I could Mavbe one 
m C ale u co  would help The 
survival of our society could 
be at stake . . . The Aid to 
F a m ilie s  W ith Dependent 
Children program Is the worst

b o o n d o g fle  e v e r created 
When a sullen black woman of 
17 or IS can decide to have a 
baby and get welfare and food 
stamps and become a burden 
to all o f u2, It's time to stop 
In parts of South Los Angeles 
having b at es for welfare is 
the only intustry the people 
h a v e ."

A b o rtio n  raises e th ical 
questions fo anyone who en­
gages in ifrfoui thought 
Most people have wrestled 
with the question and have 
arrived at a position with 
which they a t  comfortable 
Some take the absolutist posi­
tion that abonion a  wrong tn 
every instanc* Others, in­
cluding thas newspaper have 
takrn the le u  rigid view that 
abortion is -ssentully a 
private mattei between a 
wom an, her h ub an d  and her 
doctor and that rape, n c e st. 
threat to the life or health of 
the mother or the prospect of 
bringing an unwanted and on- 
loved child mlo t ie  world are 
legitimate re a so n  for the 
procedure 

Hut we are appalled and 
revolted by the chiHuigly ra 
cist n e w  adopted by D r A l­
lred, who rails against wel­
fare but nevertheless obtains 
a fourth of his revenue from  
ta t dollars through Medt <’al 
Is this T o m  M etjger the Ko 
Klus KJan lewder. •  medical 
g arb ’  Thove who w a n e d  hew 
easy it wooid be to misuse

abortion as a tool of genocide 
certainly have an ta-the-flesb 
exam ple of what they meant.

There is no indication so far 
that any of the women who 
had abortions did so other 
than w illin gly, but the state is 
investigating whether the al­
leged kick b a t *  scheme pro­
vided for the fa m ily planning 
agency “ an economic m otive 
to advocate that its clients 
choose abortion "  The over­
use of abortion to regulate 
fa m ily u se . rather than re­
liance on less controversial 
contraceptives, to a m atter 
draw ing increasing public a t­
tention as the number of abor­
tions skyrocket, prolonging 
the acrimonious debate and 
contributing unnecessarily to 
damaging divisions in our so­
ciety

The State o f California 
most definitely should not be 
su bsid ising  any operat * t  
which has as its prim a ry goal 
the elim ination, 'o r  severe 
c u ru d m e n l. of populations 
dewmrvi urdrstrabie by a mil 
Uonatrr doctor who on one 
hand condemns tax support 
for dependent children but 
w ith the other hand grabs all 
he can get fro m  the public 
tr e a s u r y  fo r  te rm in a tin g  
pregnancies

D o  you have as upmioo «n
ihts subject *  Send it to Y O U R  
O P I N I O N  Th e  D s d y  Caiilor- 
• u a . D ra w e r I H k  E l  Ca)oo. 
K i l l  ttKJ



The Surrogate Parent Foundation. Inc.. a California 
non-profit organization, has been established to 
gather and disseminate current and accurate infor­
mation on the many aspects of surrogate 
These include soctolottcal. moral, religious ethical 
psychological, icdical and leg*' considerations 
The Foundation also advises legislators and 
establishes ethical and procedural guidelines 
regarding new laws, protecting those involved
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“We can’t cure infertility, but 
we can cure childlessness”

Nina Kellogg. Ph.D.

A pproximately one out of six couples has an 
infertility problem In cases when the male 
is infertile, artificial insemination by a 
donor provides a widely acceptable alternative But 

even mon females arc infertile, and until recently 
there was no similar procedure 
There ate no longer enough children available 
through adoption The largest public adoption agen 
cies nave a five to seven year waiting list, and 
private adoption likewise cannot meet the need The 
shorty' of adoptable children has become cntical 
for various reasons
□  The wide use of contraceptives
□ Abortions close to 2 million are performed 
each year

□ Unwed mothers keeping their lubies

When all medical and addition Sources haw 
been exhausted these cfrsprrate umplcs 
now have another alternative There are 
women (sunogatrs) willing to bnttg the gift of life to 

child2r» couples Lui Uus alternative a no! willwul 
its problems
Presently there are no laws that apply to sun-oute 
parenting Mar.y legal issues need to be resolved to 
promt the child the patents thr uirrngMr and 
others involved Additionally the ptycholupal 
moral and ethical aspect- must hr onsrdrted along 
with thru long term rflnts on the mdtvufculs 
and society
Lawmakers are iraluim dir nerd to atkfcrw this 
martrr due to mcrrasruawarmna and aurptancc 
fry iV public and psofnMonals I oodahvr measures 
ate hrtng taken to support this | .oendurr and 10 
1'Mjlrlnh and mamiam profess*wsal and 
ethtial siamistch

ThksgfukU htwury man s mmurt> has kept 
up with hts dctnr to srat < hildnm rseit 
wnrn nature fadrd and Sunngalr Parent 
nest Wygcal step in that (ran*

What is Surrogate Parenting?

Surrogate parenting ts an alternative method of 
child bcanr\g for an infertile couple when the wife is 
unable to bear a child In this procedure, a woman 
known as the sunojutr agrees to be artificially in 
semtruted with the nuslcnd s sperm and cany the 
baby for the couple Thr surrogate further agrees to 
relinquish all puicntal rights Irk’ husband rvtng die 
natural father assumes custody with his wife who 
then legally adopts the child 
Tills method o! duldltearing is best accompltshed 
by teamwork of the parents surrogate. physician, 
jnyc liologtsr and attorneys, each making an impor 
tant contnbutim toward their common goal of 
i mating a family

T
ton

hr notion of surrogate juienting dates hark 
almost 4 (Mi years According to thr fcbir 
Genesis chaptri IB Abiuhani s wife Sarah 

f not cr xrtve to die tent her husband to sleep 
1 **■’ 1 matd llagar who bore Abraham s
Ishman for them

A
rtificial unmwution was drveV'jed anJ sue 
crssf'iOv used i itoi.e fVtpe) 
can nuMtiam Ms life f

17TB drvefoprd by m  Kalian pnrsi Laaaro 
Splkam Sirs e d m  over a million children fuse 
Iren Ivrn throĉ h artificial unrmuuticei

nunation was drvrfc'jecl and sue 
rd in 11 SO by I usiadutis jhyskun 
) The lire/lng of r n m  (which 
for aKxit 10 years* clues hark to
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TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH

fp FROM: PATRICIA ERETZIAN, 252o NORTHRUP PL. 99504 (279-9396)
i

—  * STRONGLY OPPOSE HB 5QQ AND URGE YOU TO VOTE Afa t n ^ t  t t  t t  t p

VERY DISCRIMINATORY AGAINST THE UNDERPRIVILEGED.

: ' ?RSM82^ K c ° H . PRTr ’ 01/19/82 1 8 5 \ 29 JN°R!SroLAO° IN- 0031 0UT- 01
TARGET: LJH2 iUBJ. POM . ^  INF° ^  ^

t  * --------------------------------------------------------------
TO REPRESENTATIVES BEIKNb, CATO, MALONE, SMITH

FROM- EILEEN F. LEVINSON, 101 U. 22ND AVE., ANCH 99503 <274-3791 
.RE: ^ HB 500 _

THE DECISION TO HAVE AN ABORTION IS UP TO THE WOMAN INVOLVED AS IT I* 
Tr'*AFEYABORTIONSHH°LDING FUNDINC Y0U ARE DENYINC POOR WOMEN ACCESS

„ c  82-00002148 PRTT 1 0./1W/.2 IT A3 52 LOO. IN- 0005 OUT- 0,

«  TARGET*10^JH2 * M U  P U K . C  OPINION W M K ............................
T r ‘~ M ^ « H T A U « i " N U E ’»EIRNE’"TERAY HARTIM. BETTE CATO. TALLY SMITH AND 

MUCH HALONE

FR )M BRENDA BOUTHOT 
P.O. BOX 953
K O D I A K . A K .  99615.*486-57*5

AGAINST ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED U01EN.



MSG 82-00002360 PRTY 1 
FROM: MARCIE, ANC INFO 
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ:

01/20/82 13:32:15 ORIG: LAOO IN= 0012 OU T = *0080
TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO 

P O M  PAGE 0001

TO: REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, PEIRNE, CATO, SMITH, AND MALONE

FROM: MICHAEL KASNICK, P. 0. BOX 4177, «NC 99509 (272-6091)

I OPPOSE HOUSE BILL 500 VERY STRONGLY AND I AM SURE THAT THE RFASONS 
BEHIND THAT WILL BE ELABORATELY EXPRESSED BY OTHER MESSAGES RECEIVED 
REGARDING THIS BILL. ‘ THANK YOU.

; .  r j  J— iiJ8» •

' H.0 82-00002M7 RRTY, 0,/20/82 13:24:13 0KI6| LFO, IN- 00,. OUT- 00.
TROM DEBBIt/FMl T0 J LI" f'ACl 00?
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: POMS _________________

I .....................................................................................
£ TO: HOUSE HESS COMMITTEE

REPS. BEIRME. MARTIN.CATO. SMITH, MALONE

t FR JUDY HARVEY
SR BOX 703E7 
FAIRBANKS, AK 99701

RE HD 500
< MSG I'M OPPOSED TO HB 500. WHEN ABORTION IS LEGAL IN ALASKA I T S  NOT AIR

(
»

TO DTSCPiniWUL 'AGAINST LOW INCOME WOMEN.
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M^G 82-00002406 PRTY 1 01/20/&2 14:56:25 ORIG: LAOO IN- 00 ’ 6 oOT^THT
FROM. Cl, 1Y, ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM _

TO REF KESENTATIVES BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH

FROM: NORMA JEAN ELGAS, 7319 E. 6TH, ANCH. 99504 (337-5228) 

RE: HB 500
I AM VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED TO THE PASSAGE OF HB 500. I URGE YOU TO 

NOT SUPPORT THIS BILL.

MSG 82-00002406 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14 56 25 ORIG. LAOO
FROM CINDY, ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: IOM

IN- 0016 OUT- O K  

PAGE 00<

TO REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, BEIRNE, CATO. SMITH. MALONE

FROM JOANIE CLEARY. 1420 NELCHINA, ANCH. 99501 (274-9056)

I STRONGLY OPPOSE HB 500 (LIMITING THE USE OF STATE MONEYFOR ABORTION) 
ABORTION IS A CHOICE NOU AVAILABLE TO ALL UOMEN, BUT POOR UOMCN WOULD HAVE * 
FREEDOM TAKEN FROM THEM WITH PASSAGE OF THIS BILL. IT IS NOT RIGHT TO 
DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF WEALTH. OR FOR YOU TO MAKE THIS PRIVATE CHOICE 
FOR I HE POOR UOMEN OF ALASKA.

MSG 82-00002406 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14 56 25 ORIG LAO A IN- 0016 OUT- 01*
FROM CINDY. ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: POM * PAGE 00*

TO REPRESENTATIVES BYIRNE, CATO. MALONL, MARTIN ANl> SMITH

FROM CORRJNC HERT7BAUGMER. 3700 AMBER BAY LOOP. ANCH. 99502 (349-3205)

IT HAS COMt TO MKV ATTLNTIO THAT MB 500 IS AGAIN BEING CON. 1DERED IN 
COMMITTEE HEARINGS. SINCE I WAS UNABLE 10 COMMENT DURING THE HEARING IN 
ANCHORAGE, I WANT TO TAKE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO VOICE MY STRONG OPPOSITION 
TO THIS BILL WHICH UNDULY PENALI2ES POO. UOMEN.



tO:# ALL REPRESENTATIVES
FROM: DOROTHY PATTERSON

423 U 22ND, APT 202 
ANCHORAGE 99503

RE: HB 500

I STRICTLY OPPOSE HB 500.

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM LORRINE RAGSDELL
801 AIRPORT HEIGHTS 
ANCHORAGE 99504

I OPPOSE HB 500.

Ljn* wUdj: f-UM

I " \

PAGE 0 0 0 4



MSG 82-00009698 PRTY 1 02/23/82 12:21:27 ORIG- L,‘00 IN= 0003 OUT - 0055
FROM: MAXINE/FBX TO: JUNO INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM PAGE 00°8

TO: REP. MARTIN, REP. BEIRNE, RE&. CATO, REP. SMITH, REP. MALONE 
REP. BROUN, REP. FANNING, REP. ROGERS, REP. RANDOLPH

FR: PATRICK U UATSON, 307-A UEuGEWOOD, APT 2, FBX 99701 PH. 456-5276

RE: HB 185, HB 247, HB 500

MSG: I AM IN SUPPORT OF THESE BILLS AND UOULD LIKE TO SEE THEM MOVE
OUT OF THEIR CMTES AND ON THE FLOOR. THEY HAVE BEEN TIED UP SINCE 
EARLY LAST YEAR. CAN YOU GET THESE BILLS MOVING AGAIN? LET US HEAR 
FROM YOU AND YOUR OPINIONS ON THESE BILLS.

 _

TO: ALL LEGISLATORS

FROM: GUEN MCCORMICK
BOX 1384
JUNEAU, AK 99802 
586-1653

I DO NOT UANT STATE TAXES TO PAY FOR ABORTIONS.
, <

MSG P2-00002428 Pk TY 1 01/20/02 15 30 29 ORIG: LAOO IN- 0019 OUT- 0111
FROM: CINDY, ANCH TO: JNU INSO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ P O M  PAGE 000'

TO: ALL SENATORS
’ ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM OTTO AND EL IZADETH SCHNEIDER, P. 0. BOX 4-2104. ANCH*. 99509 (278-1408:
STANLEY R. HART, 2506 U. 30TH, ANCH. 99503 (248-3717)
CHARLES SCHNEIDER, 809 U. 57TH, ANCH. 99502 (279-3853)

UE ARE FOR THROUGH ROADS AND HIGHWAYS. IT WOULD BE NICE TO DRIVE TO 
NOME. KOTZEBUE. POINT BARROW, ETC. THIS SHOULD INCLUDE PARKING AREAS WHERE 
YOU COULD GET OFF THE ROAD PERHAPS AT SECTION OR TOWNSHIP LINES.

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM ANNELY GIRARD 
3*03 SEArORTH
ANCHOPmGE 99504 (H> 278*3966

STATE FUNDING OF ABORTIONS AND CONTRACEPTIVE PROGRAMS FOR THE POOR 
IS A MUST. HOW CAN WE SPEND MILLIONS ON A BIRTHDAY PART PLANNING 
PROCESS AND IGNORc THE FLIGHT OF POOR WOMEN. I URGE YOU TO DO YOU 
BEST TO WORK AGAINST THE PASSAGE OF HB 550. THIS IS A GROSSLY 
DISCRIMINATORY MEASURE AND NOT WORTHY OF SERIOUS CONSIDERATION.

SIGNED A CONCERNED ALASKAN.
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MSG 82-00010830 PRTY 1 03/01/82 11:10-55 ORIG: LOOO IN= 00G5 OUT= Ot
FROM: KODIAK ' TO: JUNEAU
TARGET. LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE PAGE 0<

TO: BEIRNE, MARTIN, CATO, SMITH, MALONE

FROM: ANN MARSHALL
P.O. BOX 571 
KODIAK, ALASKA 99615

RE. SB 817

PHONE 486-6181, 486-5725

UNDER SEC 47.07.030, MEDICAL SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED, THIS BILL FAILS TO LJ 
ABORTION AND FAMILY PLANNING SERVICES. THIS 'MEDICAL NEEr' STILL EXISTS 3 
THE STATE BY VIRTUE 0* THE FACT THAT 300 ABORTIONS WERE PAID C0R UNDER 
GENERAL RIGHT ASSISTANCE LAST YEAR. IT IS BECAUSE OF THIS EXCLUSION THAT 1 
WOULD NOT SUPPORT SB 817.

MSG 82-00010563 PRTY 1 
FROM BONNib/KbICHIKAN 
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: POM

02/26/82 11:?9-4A
TO:

OPIG LKOO IN* 0004 0’JT= 0045
N'J INFORMATION

PAGE 0001

TO- REPS. BEIRNE, MARTIN, CAYO. MALONE AND SMITH 
FROM CHARLOTTE YOAKUM 
BOX 8093
KETCHIKAN, ALASKA 
225-4904

RE SSHB 500

PLEASEDO NOT SUPPORT SSU* 500. LET IT DIE A NATURAL DEATH. 
EOM/BCP — ---------------------------------

THANK YOU,

MSG 82-00010616 PRTY 1 
FROM BONNIE/KETCHIKAN 
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: POM

02. 26/82 13 23 00 ORIG LKOO IN- 0008 C*UT- 0072
TO JUNEAU INFORMATION

PAGE 0001

TO REPS. BEIRNE, MARTIN. CATO. MALONE, SMITH
FROM LOREEN SMITH
RT. 1 BOX 956
KETCHIKAN, ALASKA
247-8618

RE SSHB 500

I AH OPPOSED TO LEGISLATION BANING STATED TUNDEP ABORTIONS FOR PREGNANT 
POOR UOMAN. THE ADDITIONAL BURDEN OT AH UNUANTtT^HlI b ASSURES HER CONTINUED 
DEPENDANCE ON SOCIAL ASSISTANCE AND CREATES ADDITIONAL COSTS TO DEAL UITH 
THE MEDICAL# SOCIAL AND EMOTIONAL EFFECTS. PLEASE OPPOSE PASSAGE 0^ SSHB 500. 
THANK YOU. EOM/BCP



FROM: CINDY, ANCH - TO* JNU INFO IN =  0 0 1 8  ° UTs5 0 1 0 5
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  TO. JNU INFO
    page 0002

TO:
REPRESENTATIVE? BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, MARTIN AND SMITH 

from; PAT CLENHAM, 833 U 23RD #2 , ANCH. 99503 (272-6091)

HB 500 AM STR0NCLY 0PP0-'EC TO WITHDRAWING STATE AID FOR ABORTIONS. ‘

urr n^-OOOl **669 PF'1 Y 1 03,09/82 15 20 05 ORIG LROO IN- OC OO OUT- 0081
FROM FLORENCE IN BARROW TO JUNEAU INFORMATION

TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ• I -0-M* PAGC 0001

REPRESENT AT IVEJ M E T C A L F E ,  D E T R N E ,  RANDOLPH, ,'TC, MALONE,

SMITH

i SENATOR FERGUSON

FROM MARY BEMMELS 
BOX 701
BARROW, ALASK" ?9’,23 
(H> 852 - 564" U* 05:- 52*. 1 EST 210
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MSG 82-00012508 PRTY 1 '03/09/82
FROM DIANE/MATSU
TARGET; LJH2 SUBJ; P.O.H.’S

1205 05 ORIG: LMOO IN- 0008 OUT- 0049 
TO JUNEAU INFC

• PAGE 0005

TO REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE, MARTIN, SMITH, CATO, AND MALONE. 

rFDM PATTY HAUCOM 
BOX 114
PALMER, *9443 
PH: 745-4U6

RE HB50C

I AM AGAINST FUNDING ABORTIONS. I FAVOR rASSAGE Or THIS BILL.



% l 82i r ° 2 6 i'  PRTV ’ 0,/2,/B2 ORIG: LA03 IN'* 0005 O U T  007,

TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P.O.M. INFD •
  ---------------------------------------- PAGE 0002

TO: REPS. BEIRNE, MARTIN, CATO, SMITH, MALONE

FR: ELAINE LOOMIS. BOX 690,• KODIAK, 99615 486-5725

IN PRISONS WERE UNWANTED PREGNANCIES HOW MUCH DO UF pay *ANY PE0PLE
PRISONER FROM OUR TAXES. I WOULD RATHER HAVFMVTAvfcvimo DAY F0R EACH 
EFFECT. I URGE YOU TO VOTE THIS BILL DOWN? SUPPORT PREVENTION THAN

•1 MSG 12-00002664 PRTY 1 01/21/82 13:01:25 ORIG: LA03 IN*= 0005 OUT= 0071
'1 FROM EF TO. JNU INFO

TARGET :• LJH2 SUBJ: P.O.M. PAGE 0003

TO: REPS. BIERNE, MARTIN, CATO, SMITH, MALONE

FR: MARK ROUTZAHN
240 E. 45TH *3 
ANCHORAGE 99503 276-2121

I URGE THAT THIS BILL NOT BE PASSED AT THIS DATE. WE HAVE TOO MANY PEOPLE 
LOOKING FOR HOMES IN ADOPTION AGENCIES AND CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT IS A 
CONSTANT SOCIAL INDICATOR OF ECONOMIC STRESS AND IMPACT ON THE FAMILY ITSELF. 
I BELIEVE THAT THE ISSUE OF ABORTION IS A PRIVATE AND PCRSONAL DECISION THAT 
THr MOTHER AND HOPEFULLY FATHER CAN COME TO A DECISION ON.

9
MIG 82-00002270 PRTT1 01/20/82 1,30^46 ORIG- L O W  IN- 0003 O U T  0045

TARGET^°UJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE ___________ ______________ PAGE OOO^

TO: REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BE”TE CATO, SALLY SMTTH AND

HUGH MALONE

FROM LINDA FREED 
P.O. BO* 950 
KODIAK, AK. 99615 
HM 486-5314, UK:486-5736SlS-SSTTMiE Sf'mORUOn'shOUlĴ AN 

JSui ??«2lis,>EC™i°w« ^ E isESi° xSfr .SceS“ tpISpVhe 1 SISsShSc cSSim Ŝ ^men
B A S E D  Ot* T H E I R  FINANCIAL STATUS? I URGE TOUR REJECTION OF THIS BILL IN COM*. 

TTEE.

THANK OU FOR YOUR CONSIDERATION.



MSG 82-00002559 PRTY 1 01/21/82 10:32=25 ORIG: LSOO IN= 0007 OUT= 0027
FROM: ELAINE TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM PAGE 0001

TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE, MARTIN, CATO, SMITH, MALONE 

FROM: JANE DONNELLY., BOX 1644, SITKA, AK. 99835

MESSAGE: WOMEN MUST HAVE LEGAL CONTROL OVER THEIR BODIES. LIMITING STATE
FUNDS FOR ABORTION DEPRIVES SOME WOMEN (THOSE WITHOUT MONEY) OF THIS CONTROL.

MY FRIENDS AND I FEEL THAT LIMITING STATE ABORTION FUNDS DISCRIMINATES AGAJNST 
WOMEN WITH NO MONEY. '

ABORT HB 500! IT DISCRIMINATES AGAINST POOR FEMALES.

HB 500 IS DISCRIMINATORY BECAUSE IT DOESN'T ALLOW LOW INCOME* WOMEN TO CHOOSE 
ABORTION. IF ALL LEGISLATORS WERE FEMALE, I'LL BET HB 500 WOULDN'T EVEN BE 
CONSIDERED. I URGE YOU TO LET THE BILL DIE; IT IS DISCRIMINATORY - AGAINST 
WOMEN WITHOUT MONEY.

rrtr.w~.-

MSG 02-00002o81 ^RTY 1 01/21/82 13:1034 ORIG: LA03 IN* 0007 OUT* 0079
FROM EF TO: JNU INFO
TARGET; LJH2 SUBJ: P.O.M. * PAGE 0001

TO: REPS. MARTIN, BEIRNE, CATO. SMITH, MALONE

FR GL_C RY A. PIERSON 
GENERAL DELIVERY, KODIAK, AK 486-59!" 4

THE MONEY - PUBLIC MONIES - ARE WELL SPENT IN THE AID OF LOWER INCOME 
WOMEN OR FAMILIES TO OBTAIN ABORTIONS -- ABORTION IF NOTHING ELSE. THE 
uO/EKNMENT HAS THE RESPONSIBILI TY TO PROTECT ITS CITIZENS AND PROTECTION FROM 
SOCIETAL DISASTER THROUGH OVCR POPULATION IS NO EXCEPTION.

MSG 82-00002555 PRTY 1 01/21/82 1 0 28=16 ORIG: LSOO IN- 0005 OUl- 00^

FROM ELAINE T0: JUNEMJ
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ POM _

PAGE 000

pa

&

TO REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE. MARTIN, CATO, SMITH, MALONE, GRUSSENDORT 

AND SENATOR ELIASON.

FROM MARLE BRANDT, GENERAL DELIVERY, SITKA AK. 99835.

MESSAGE =



MSG 82-00002168 PRTY 1 01/19/82 17-43:52 ORIG: LOOO IN= 0005 OUT* 015/
FRDM• K O D IA K  TO? JUNEAU
T A R G E T : LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OP-NION MESSAGE  _P^ ^ 0 0 0 1

TO: REPRESENTAtlVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BF.TTE CATO, SALLY SMITH,

HUGH MALONE
• • I

FROM: JANET UENTE
. P.O. BOX 2791

KODIAK, AK. 99615, 486-5725

HB 500 IS A BIG STEP IN THE WRONG DIRECTION. I AM OPPOSED TO IT AND FEEL TH 
"LEGISLATION LIMITS WOMEN'S REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS. WOMEN MUST HAVE SAFL, LEGAL 
*ND, IF NECESSARY, STATE SUBSIDIZED ABORTIONS AVAILABLE TO THEM.

MSG 82-00002168 PRTY 1 01/1<>/82 17 43 52 ORIG: LOOO IN* 0005 OUT* 0157
FROM- KODIAK TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE PAGE 0003

TO: REPRESENTATIVES MIKE BEIRNE, TERRY MARTIN, BETTE CATO, SALLY SMITH AND
HUGH MALONE

FROM ANN MARSHALL 
P.O. BOX 571
KODIAK, AK. 99615, 486-5725

I AM OPPOSED TO THE PASSAGE OF HB 500. I FEEL THAT THIS LEGISLATION IS ONE 
WHICH WOULD LIMIT WOMEN'S ACTIVE RIGHTS. IT IS,MY CONVICTION THAT ALL
WOMEN ARE ENTITLED TO SAFE, LEGAL AND SUBSIDIZED ABORTIONS.

2-00002536 PRTY 1 01/21/b.‘ 09 34 03 ORIG: LJ08 IN- 0004 OUT- 0013
FRGM JOYCE TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ- P O M  PAGE 0001

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM BEVERLY MET/GAR 
P .  0. BOX 546 
JUNEAU, AK 99002 
789-0196

I WOULD LIKE YOU TO VOTE FOR HB. 500.



?G 82-00002360 PRTY 1. 01/20/82 13:32=15 ORIG: LAOO IN- 0012 OUT- 0080
*0M: MARCIE, ANC INFO TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO
IRGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M  PAGE 00*1

_

• #
TO: REPRESENTATIVE MIKE BEIRNE

•  (

FROM: SUSAN CUNNINGHAM, 4011 MERRILL DRIVE, ANC 99503 (248-0272)

I AM OPPOSED TC MAKING ABORTIONS ILLEGAL.

MSG 82-00002179 PRTY 1 01/19/82 18:41:22 ORIG: LAOO IN- 0030 OUT- 0161
FROM. CINDY, ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM PAGE 00011

TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE. CATO, MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH

FROM: PATRIQIA ERETZIAN, n520 NORTHRUP PL. 99504 (279-9396)

I STRONGLY OPPflSF HB 500 AND URGE YOU TO v'OTE AGAINST IT. IT IS 
VERY DISCRIMINATORY AGAINST THE UNDERPRIVILEGL .

MSG 82-00002470 PRTY 1 01/20/02 17 00 43 ORIG: LAOO IN- 0023 OUT- 0133
FROM LANA IN ANC TO: JNU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: r,QM PAGE 0003

TO REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, BEIRNE, MALONE, SMITH, CATO

FROM JOYCE RIVERS
STATE COORD., NATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR WOMEN
2741 U 42ND PLACE
ANC 99503 (H) 248-2909

URGE YOU TO NOT ENDORSE HB 500. THIS BILL WOULD PREVENT PEOPLE WHO ALREADY 
SUFFER ECONOMIC HARDSHIPS FROM HAVING ANY CHOICE ABOUT AN ABORTION, WHILE 
PEOPLE WITH MONEY HAVE THE RIGHT TO El,HER CHOOSE UR NOT CHOOSE THIS LEGAL 
MEDICAL PROCEDURE. HB ***0 SHOULD NOT BE PASSED.



02651  ML TDA NOBTHPCLF AK 5 0  D l - ’l ?  1006P  A"T

PM5 CEP ,11KE B E IT  ME 

JUN
1 1 9 8

WE THE UNDERSIGNED STRONGLY OBJECT TO HB5S0 . THE RIGHT TO 

ABORTION CANNOT PE TAKEN FROM ANY WOMAN.

TRUD IE  rA R N E L L , V IC K I  SHOFFSTALL, ANDI ABBOTT,

ROGER SHOFFSTALL, TOM DARNELL , BOB M IE R S , SHERRY MFYER , 

TRACY THOMAS, MAR7A LARSON, SALLY THOMAS, PENNY D A V IE S , 

PAUL LARSON

MSG 82-00002380 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14.03 29 ORIG: LJ08 IN= 0014
FROM JOYCE TO: JUNEAU
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: P O M

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM BONNIE ZEMAN 
BOX 47
DOUGLAS 99824 
364-3491

I AM IN FAVOR OF HB 500. THANK YOU.

....... ■ ■ ■

MSG 82-00001801 PRTY 1 01/18/82
FROM: ANNIE IN FAIRBANKS 
TARGET: LJH2-SUBJ: POM

16:45:26 ORIG: LFG1 
TO: JUNEAU INFO.

IN- 0008

TO REPS. BETTISUORTH, BROUN, FANNING. RANDOLPH, ROGERS, AND SMITH 
SENS. BENNETT. FAHRENKAMP, AND PARR 
REPS. BEIRNE, MARTIN, CATO, AND MALONE

FROM THERESA HOBBY, S.R.BOX 90341, FBKS. 99701 

RE /  HB300

488-3070

OUT- 0081 

PAGE 0001

OUT- 0119 

PAGE 0001

I AM OPPOSED TO HB500 BECAUSE I THINK IT DISCRIMINATES AGAINST THE POOR 
WOMEN OF ALASKA.



Telegram
# 0 2 0 *  Ft SITKA AK 5 0 09- 13 2 9 15 AOT

PMS MIKE BE IR NE 277-6219

BOX A* 1539 0284 1
ANCHORAGE AK 995 09

I IRGE YOU TO WIT FOR AW YOU? A NT l-ABOR T 10 N B ILL • IT DETRACTS 

IROM THE R IG HT S OF ROME N, FORCES WOlCN INTO THE B L A CK MAR KET 

FOR ABORTION A *  (KEA TES  SUFFER 11C AFC HARDSHIP FOR 10 1C N 

A K) UNFA NTEO CHILDREN . YOU? B IL L  REPRESENTS A SMALL Ml FOF IT Y 

0 F PEOPLE f  IT H T U NFCL V I S I O N .

- 5  CA 1C Y R UTLE06E

MSG 8 2 — 0 0 0 1 0 6 0 7  P R T Y  1 O'* /'’A/fl'1 < c , , _

FROM: JEAN. ANCH INFO ‘ Tn pn£ ,unfam°tJI1“ ° 0 ' 7 0UT' 0 ,09
TARCET: L J H O  SUBJ: P O M  * JUNEAU INF0
-------------------------------------------------------------------- P A G E  0 0 0 5

TO: REPRESENTATIVES BEIRNE AND MARTIN

FROM. ANNELY GIRARD 
3 7 0 3  SEAFORTH

ANCHORAGE 9 9 5 0 4  <H> 2 7 8 - 3 9 6 6

PROGRAMrFOR'THE^POOR^IS I R R A T I O N A L A ',D C O n T R A C E F *TION 
AND PUBLIC SUPPORT FOR THESE SERVICF*• EFFECTIVENESS

n o t 5 ? S u r s e l 5 L ^ f S r M s ^ e !‘ V°U U E R E  E L E C T E D  t o  r e p r e s e U ? T t ^ Jp e o p l e .

SIGNED A'DISGUSTED ALASKAN

MSG 02-00002395 PRTY 1 
fcSSKK FROM: JOYCE

TARGET: LJH2 SUDJ: P O M
§   -----------------------------

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

( FROM: DOROTHY WILSON
| P. 0. BOX 629

JUNEAU, AK 99802 
£  586-6356

’  r il(  i ^  l i i  m m ------

01'20/82 M  34to* JUNEAU t"J01’ ,N* 0UT* ^
9
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# 02 018 H  SITKA A K 5 0 09- 13 29 15 ADT

PMS MIKE BE IR IC 277-6219

BOX A -1 5 J9  0 2 8 4  5

AMC^RASE AX 995 09
I tFGE YOU TO f  IT K)R AW TO IF  A NT I-ABORTIO N B ILL • IT OE TRACTS 

IWOMTHE R I GHTS 0 F W O  ME N,  R)R CE S W P  ME N IHTO THE BLACK MARKET 

FOR ABOR T 10 R A 10 CREATES SUFFER I K  A 10 HARDSHIP mn a n i r u  

AK) U W A * E D  CHILDREN . YO IF B I L L  R E FN E SE NT S A SMALL Ml FOR IT Y 

OF PEOM.E WITH TUNPCL V I S I O N .

ROSI  GROSS ,  PUBL I C  HEALTH EOUCATOR

*01X30 03 H11Y3H S I l f ld 'N  i i  MS 13VH3IN

*N 01 S IA 1JIN 0 i H H i  ITdQid 3 0 
A i l  #01 HR l i m s  V S IN 3S 3 *3 J b 11IU 10 OA *N 3 MQ1I HD 0JJNV4M0 01 V 

N3M0i b(U UIHSOHVH 0 1 V OH t f l j jn s  S 3iV 3 AD •  VMOIiWBV dOi 
i3A«VW AQY18 3H1 OiNl N i lO i  S33UQJ * N 3H Oi 30 SiHOId H i  NO Ml 
S 13 V hi 3 0 11 * 131 U N 01 1U08V-I ii Y tfOA iVUty i l  I  01 nui J3U) I

60 666 A V 3 9VUOHNV
EP9 2 0  6£6i - v  xoa

6129*112 H ol 3U JAIN SNU 

1QV U 6i  81-60 06 A» YAKS N 91020 9

*< . r g  1 9  «3S ci

* TO: ALL LEGISLATORS

F><OM: M A R Y  U I L L O C K
322 S. FLOUER ST, APT 6
ANCHORAGE 79504 <M> 333-24C6

hS A NURSE, I AM APPALLED BY THE FORMAT OF SS HB 500 THAT UOU..D 
DENY POOR ALASKANS FROM RECEIVING FAMILY PLA‘ NING SERVICES. PLEASE 
DO NOT LET IT PASS. VOTE NO.



14 SEP 81 7 J >0

# 0 2 0 03  TOA SITKA ALASKA 101 0 9 - 1 4  0735A AOT
PMS Hr  USE H.E . S . S .  COMM
700 H ST SUITE 8 02859

A n c k jr a g e  a k

I PEL IE VE THAT COVER NME NT SHOULD 00 ALL IT CAN TO ASSIST  WO ME N 

I N O B T A I N I *  SAFE A K) AFFDROABLE ABORT I0 NS .  0 u» OOUNTRV IS  

BASEO ON THE PREMISE OF FKEEDOMi ALL PEOPLE KEO THE RIGHT TO 

CHOOSE WHAT IS  BEST FOR THEM SELVES. RE W O* N WHO 10 NOT WANT 

TO UNJER60 ABORTIONS SHOULO N)T HAVE TO A fO THOSE OF US WHO 

f  ISH TO EM) UNI A Nf EO PRCG NANCY TWOUGH AB OR T 10 N HA VE AN 

ABSOLUTE RIGHT TO 00 SO.  PLEASE 00 NOT SET INTO MOTION 

LEG I SLAT 10 N WHICH TAKES AWAY THE R IG HT S 0 F THE I M) I VIO UAL 

WOMAN TO CHOOSE THE APPROPRIATE CO I *  SE FOR H E R S E L F .

MARIKA PARTRIDGE

BO X 9 3 6  SIT KA ALA SKA 99 835

A NCHOR AGE AK 9 9 5 0 1
STROCL Y tftCE REJECT ION OF 16 5 0 0  AN) 55  0 .  THE R IG HT TO CHOOSE 
THE COUI SE 0 F w ICS L I FE AN) THE 10 ST TAVORABLE C IR CUMST A NCE S 
IN WHICH TO BEAR AN) RA ISE  A CHIIO IS  CENTRAL TO THE FREEOOM 

T HAT IS  PRESENTL Y E NJ01E0 AN) CHER ISHEO BY A ICR I CA N WO 1C N. 
THESE B H.L S RE HECT AN ALARM! K  EROS 10 N OF HUMAN R IG HT S .

W ILL A A AB I M) V IT CM

02 0 0 7  TOA SIT KA ALASKA 52  0 9 -  14 084 OA AOT
P M  S T HE HOUSE HE SS 00 M M  IT TE t
700  H ST SUITE 8 02866
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