


We the undersigned would like to go on record as opposing
the passage of Senate Joint Resolution #1 "Relating to the pro—
posal by Congress of an Equal Rights Amendment"™ because:

1. The wording is too vague,

2. This resolution gives an inaccurate picture of support
of ERA to the Federal Legislature.

3. It 1s unnecessary because these rights are already
guaranteed in the “nited States Consitution.
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We the undersigned would like to go on record as opposing
the passage of Senate Joint Resolution #1 "Relating to the pro—
posal by Congress of an Equal Rights Amendment " because:

1. The wording is too vague.

2. This resolution gives an inaccurate picture of support
of ERA to the Federal Legislature.

3. It is unnecessary because these rights are already
guaranteed i1n the “nited States Consitution*
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We the undersigned would like to go on record as opposing
the passage of Senate Joint Resolution #1 "Relating to the pro-—
posal by Congress of an Equal Rights Amendment-" because:

The wording is too vague,,

2. This resolution gives an inaccurate picture of support
of ERA to the Federal Legislature.

3. It is unnecessary because these rights: are already
guaranteed in the ~nited States Consitution,
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We the undersigned would
the passage of Senate Joint Resolution #1
by Congress of an Equal

posal

like to go on record as opposing

Rights Amendment"™ because:

1. The wording is too vague,,
2. This resolution gives an inaccurate picture of support

of ERA to the Federal

Legislature.

3. It is unnecessary because these rights are already

guaranteed in the ~nitea States Consitution.
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We the undersigned would like to go on record as opposing
the passage of Senate Joint Resolution //I "Relating to the pro—
posal by Congress of an Equal Rights Amendment " because:

1. The wording is too vague=

2. This resolution gives an inaccurate picture of support
of ERA to the Federal Legislature,

3. It is unnecessary because these rights are already
guaranteed in the united States Consitution.
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the passage of Senate Joint Resolution #1
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of ERA to the Federal Legislature.
It 1s unnecessary because these rights are already
guaranteed in the united States Consitution.
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MEMORANDUM
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF ALASKA

TO:  House Judiciary Committee DATE: May 20, 1983

FROM:laula Ziegler, President, League of Women Voters of Alaska
SUBJECT: glH 3*

The League of “Women Voters of Alaska 1s appreciative of the House

Judiciary committee®s hearing 3JR 1. The League strongly supports
passage cf this resolution.

The Equal Rj "nts Amendment will provide a constitutional guarantee

of equal protection under the law tc women and men. This means that
any protection extended to one sex under the law must be extended

to both sexes. The basic principle 1is that gender should not be a
factor .in determining the legal rights and responsibilities of people.

Th»* economic facts are indisputable:

* |.3& of the American work Force is comprised of women.

* Women earn only for every 7;1.00 earned by men.

1 *women work for the came reason as men: economic necessity.
* ®y;- of all women work at lew-paying, traditionally "female"™ jo
* 3., of all female-headed families live in poverty.

The Equal Rights Amendment will not automatically crane the centuries of
discriminatory attitudes and practices that have kept women economically
dependent, nor will it automatically make jobs, and opportunities avail—
able. But it will provide the constitutional foundation and public man—
date necessary to the effective onforcement of law:: aiready on the books,
as well as to future Icrisiat:-or: addressing economic equity for women.

Reports from states wit": equal rights amendments “such as Alaska) refu@y
the claims of opponents that dire things will come to pas.s with ERA.

The terrlble_perils cf coed bathrooms, rampant homosexual tnarriages>
massive fain: 3y ~Ins.tabilTTy and 1nterfurenc(O in the privacy of family
relatioris.hi S hav( :irply not material isod.

We arc- all proud of the Alaskan tradition 0f individualism and oppor —
tunity. Remembering that "individual:":" means men and women, help
maintain opportunity for both by pas.s.ing E.IR 3.

I"hank you.

d



Tes tlrr.ow on S,J I/ Hil.- ~o0 AC, 173

7 urge you to opnose Lne ya:,sage of SJR nl and HJR w’i relating to
the proposal by Congress of an E”ual Rights Amendment.

Do you know that pcx discrimination is already constitutional
prohibited? Disci*iminatior is a matter of enforcement, not a
lack of laws.

Do you know that negative effects have resulted from the State
ERA? It has disrured families and recently a study showed that
women develop a housewife depression sydrome because feminists
have told then they are deprived!

Do we want more loss cf freedom for lute®s rights? ERA would
take away the law making function of the State and give the
Supreme Court the rower to ir.teruret and decide on this issue.
After 10C years, the Supreme Court 1is still finding meanings in
the Ihth Amendment never imagined by its drafters.

Is this as simple as it at.tears?

Alice Bergdol!l
"Ro0 l.und Street
Juneau, Alaska 9 C'l



P.0. Box 376 W ©
Dougins, Ak. 9922/

Sue 1isiller. President

Eagle Porua

Juneau Douglas Chapter

Testimony, Kay 20th, House Judldiary

ne are opoosod to SJR™M because it will sc-nd an i1naccurate message to
Congress.

You nay not have received all of the neroates from across the state
opposing SJR 1 because raany of the people thought you were considering
HJR %6 today, which is tht- 1dentical resolution as SJR 1 without the
traditional family statement. Therefore, | r>k you to consider the
oorosition to HJR-76 as the sane as to SJR"1,

What we all object to is the wrong message you would be riving Congress.
Even though lines 1 and 2 of page 2 state “Whereas adoption of this
resolution does not ninimi*.-e the state’s support of and belief iIn trad-—
itional family values.*”, the “hole resolution would negate thio statement
as experience has already nullified that statement.

There 1s no way, you can have ERA without affectin.c the traditional fanily.

In the Senate House judiciary, rr.any of us cave testimony showing negative
effects from the State ERA, ail of which affected the values of the
traditional family, whether so=stated or not. Qur testimony also made a
lie out of lines 17-2-~, nage 1 of this resolution. For example*

We gave testimony which proved that rather than enhancing the ability of
all citizens to achieve their full potential, it hindered the ability of
many to achieve that potential, (lines 17-19)

\."e gave testimony that proved negative results of the state rRA that
affect us today to such an extent that there are now seven organ! zstions
in the State that we know of and many individuals fighting this resolution
and the reintroduction of this subject into Congress.(lines 20-22)

\."e gave testimony that oroved not only has thel972 amendment created
difficulties but it hen also created discrimination and harassment of
women by wo-on. (lines 21-2-r)

On the attached page you will find a partial listing of some of the
negative results we testified to iIn the senate.

One Senator stated that because his wife and caildrcn hadn’t suffered
any negative effects, therefore there were none, naturally, if a family

holds feminist views, they will not feel any negative effects. Being
married, with children at home, does not automatically make your family
traditional. It is your convictions and lifetstyle that count.

Wc also h:-ve many single, divorced, widowed and elderly oooplo who hold
our views - they are the views of our great Juieo-<hristisn heritage for
Which we arc fig.hting.

Kindly consider all the messages you have heard against HJJIfl6 and sJrR £

gp ? > ert 1;75)&5 rnr.nl]l&},omnrgwﬁe i7’§>dOOGSSJtr}Oﬁjsend a true picture of the



(21
Partial Lietin" of Negative Results

(a) Break-up of hones fron counseling, by tax-payer funded counseling
groups, dedicated to anti-/traditional family vierrs.

(b) Creation of a network of tax-payor funded organisations, all dedicated
to political advocacy of nnti-troditional family views,

(c) Invasion of privacy end religious conviction and on-the-(}ob harassnent
as in the O0’Brien case,

(d) The 1invasion into education of committees which took out of school textbooks
teachings showing traditional raen-wonen roles, religion and [;atriotinm,
substituting or leaving in only views which reflect the B&A philosophy.

(0) Tho creation of the ailment, “housewife syndrone™, a major mental health
problem documented by Dr. Harold Voth, a prominent psychiatrist and
psychoanalyst at the He-Jiinger foundation in Topeka, “ansas, and Dr.
Herbert IYeudenberger, co-author of Situational Anxiety.

(f) Taxpayer supported day-care facilities which remove parents farther fro.n
their recnonsibilites and creates an ever growing dependency upon govt,
to resolve all needs,

(r) Taxpayer funding of abortions because of their equalization principle,

a corner-stone principle of socialism.

(h) Tax-oayer funding of family planning services, which interfere between
parent and child relationships.

(L) Affirmative action 1in job-hiring practices, a form of discrimination ilrolf.

(J) Attempts to reduce womens( preferential car 1insurance rates.

(k.) Advocacy for homosexual/lesbian activities, trying to call these preferences
rights.

(1) "Die insistence in use of unwieldy non-sex Ist terms as 'chairperson"™, due
to their inflexible attitude against terms which noan all mankind,

(n) The extreme expensethe State has had to bear to promote the views of one
group of women over another.

(n) The pitting of women against women and causing amajor division anddis—
ruption in society.

Kindly review testimony given before Donate House Jud|C|ary for testimony of
personal negative results.

N2 -U ju hovuook o



f'v name is Barbara Tyndall. I at n wife and the mother of five children,
ges three to thirteen.

I am here today in exposition to Senate Joint Resolution r°l, the Equal
Bights Amendment. | see no reason for this hill. It"s purpose and intent
cannot he to protect women in the working world. | have before me over twenty
pages of levs and listed agencies that protect women from everything from equal
pay for equal work to sexual harrasunent on the job. These agencies are both
state and federal.

Because of the vague language of the Equal Bights Amendment, pony of us
fear it could be interpreted to give rights to homosexuals and lesbians, work
toward creating a uni rex society, and force our daughters into military service.
This fear is jarticuSirly real to us since many feminist organizations, such as
Sew, have proclaimed these very things as their goals and desires for the
future ~nc look to the Equal Bights Amendment as a tool to acheive these goals.

I h-ve hoard uany verbal promises that these things will never barren
and the Equal Bights Amendr/nt will never be interpreted in this negative way.
Bill these verbal agreements stand ur in court? V" illlthey trotect me and my
family from the negative aspects cf the EFA? bo, they will not. I have looked
for some qualifying statements to be added to this bill to protect the traditional
family from the possible harmful a s p e c t s Senator Fill Pay attempted
to aleviate some of these fears and attach ar. amendment that would guarantee us
protection in these areas. The fact that this amendment war all but eliminated
has increased my fcr.rs even further. Is it possible that '"gay" rights, a unisex
society and the death of the traditional family are really the goals and purposes
behind this bill? | believe they are.

I am tired of this issue. Bor ten years wo have been squobblin® nr a n tior.
ever the Equal Bight s Amendeent. It has been defeated. V.liy are we resurrecting
it again? It car only hurt and divide us.

Ileast lxel cast your votf -gainst :"B. 1 end see that this bill is
eft t.d in the Bouse. Eh?r.k you very much.

Farbrralr . Tyiidall
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