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Official Business

Alaska State Legislature
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State Capitol 

Juneau, Alaska 99811 
465-4907 
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February 2 , 1983

Jack Bacher 
7219 Madelynne 
Anchorage, Alaska 99504

Dear Mr. Bacher:

1 appreciate your message concerning the Equal Rights Amendment 
issue.

1 support the joint resolution asking for resubmission to the 
states of an Equal Rights Amendment to the Federal Constitution, 
as I supported ERA in the past.

Thank you for communicating your views as you have done.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

JPJ/rmc
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Social Services Committee

Official Business

Alaska State Legislature"
S e n a t e

Pouch V 

wtaic Capitol 

Juneau, Alaska 99811 

465-4907 

465-4908

January 31, 1983

Glenn Hackney 
1136 Sunset Drive 
Fairbanks, Alaska 99701

Dear Glenn:

I appreciate your message concerning the Equal Rights Amendment 
issue. I support the joint resolution asking for resubmission to 
the state of an Equal Rights Amendment to the Federal Constitu­
tion.

I am enclosing some materials on the subject which I ask you to 
consider because I blieve that these materials place the issue 
in the right perspective.

I am sorry that we do not agree on this particular question, but 
I hope and trust that on the vast majority of issues which come 
before the legislature, your views and mine coincide.

Thanks again for communicating your views as you have done.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

Enel.
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Speech by Helen W. Milliken 

"THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT"

On the twenty-second of March there were two celebrations held in VJashington,
D.C., on the opposite sides of town and on opposite sides of the issue. IThile the 
Stop-ERA forces were claiming victory in the expiration of the original deadline for 
the Equal Rights Amendment, the voices of 150 national women’s groups suppfertingj ERA 
were represented in a news conference by Ellie Sneal who declared, x’We are^w^nning 
the battle." A 39-month extension of the original 7-year time limit was jp&sedrby 
Congress last fall, with January 30, 1932 the new deadline. What is the,battle and 
who is waging it? 4 Y  ~ f

The battle was begun over two hundred years ago as our founding fathers* were , 
wrestling with the basic concepts to be embodied in our Constitution. [?>bigail Adams 
wrote to her husband, "John, don’t forget the ladies." But they didr \rhe right to 
vote was extended only to white propertied males. It was denied to slaves, Indians, 
mentally unfit, criminals, and women. The author of the Declaration of'independence 
Thomas Jefferson, said. "Were our state a pure democracy, there would still be 
excluded from our deliberations women, who, to prevent deprivation of morals and 
ambiguity of issues.' should not mix promiscuously in gatherings of men.'" Jefferson 
was a lawyer and a good one, and knew his Blackstone well. ^And Blackstone's 
"Commentaries" took a ĉ ismal view of women. A wife was considered the "chattel" or 
property, of her husband, with the same legal rights as a goat,'a hog, or a piece of 
land. Marriage for a woman was civil death.

In the early 19th century only one state, Massachusetts, forbade wive-beating. 
Restrictions included by other states, at least read that a man could beat his wife 
with a stick no bigger than a judge's thumb. A woman's brain was generally believed 
to be smaller in capacity and therefore inferior in quality to that of a man.
Indeed, many thought the results would be physically harmful if women were to be 
educated.

All employment for women was centered in the home, preferably in connection with 
marriage. Weaving, spinning, making lace, soap, shoes anc candles were a woman;s 
obligation in addition to caring for her household and family. In the 19th Century 
the industrial revolution noved production of goods out of the home and into the 
factory. Men moved from the home- oriented and stable cultured world into an 
expanding world of educational and business opportunity. Women, on the other hand, 
found their spheres narrowed,- their roles restricted. Fidelity, purity and 
domesticity characterized a woman's expectations.

3y the mid-nineteenth century, a few women were asserting their right to write 
and speak freely. They focused their energies on the reform movements which were 
surging through the churches, in missionary work, education societies, movements for 
anti- slavery, temperance, and eventually women's rights.

The first women's rights meeting in Zunerica was held at Seneca Falls, Wew York, 
in 1848. A farm woman driving her horse-drawn wagon to the convention wrote of her 
pride in "being part of a great procession of women moving forward." Among the 
resolutions passed in the "Declaration of Rights and Sentiments" were demands for: 
opportunities for women in education, trade, commerce, the professions, and rights 
in property, free speech, and the guardianship of their children. They also took 
the daring step and asked for suffrage.

It is difficult for us to conceive of not having the fundamental right to vote. 
Jjid yet when Elizabeth Cady Stanton first proposed that women should have this right 
her father was so upset he made a special visit to his daughter's home to see if 
she had suffered a mental breakdown. Although relieved to find her sane and sound, 
he told her, "My child, I wish you had waited until I was under the sod before you 
had aone this foolish tiling."

The saga of the suffrage movement unfolded for 72 years, marked by many setbacks. 
Two of the most disappointing being the passage of the 14th Amendment extending the 
right to vote to all male citizens, and in 1870 the passage of the 15th Amendment
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in which black males achieved suffrage.
With the turn of the century, as women sought the right to vote, came escalating 

marches and picketing - with activities which could and did result in actions 
ranging from ridicule to being thrown in jail. In the great suffrage parade of 
1913 the women marching in their white dresses down Pennsylvania Avenue were forced 
to disband in front of the national Archives Building by a mob of angry bystanders 
who spat upon the women and burned them with lighted cigars. Ihe courage and 
persistence of those early feminists were personified by Susan B. Anthony, whose 
motto was, "Failure is impossible." She did not live to see the dream fulfilled, 
passage of the 19th Amendment in 1920.
That milestone in American history culminated decades of labors by a few dedi­

cated feminists. The lateness of its coining did not diminish the rightness of the 
cause. Eleanor Flexner called the suffrage amendment "a vital step toward winning 
human dignity, and recognition that tney (women) too, were endowed with the facility 
of reason, the power of judgment, the capacity for social responsibility."
Women achieved the right to vote, but they did not achieve equal rights for women 

In order to insure equality of rights under the lav;, in 1923 Alice Paul first wrote 
the Equal Rights Amendment. The national ’Women's Party, which she helped to found, 
saw to it that the Amendment was introduced in every Congress for the next 49 years 
Finally, in 1972, sponsored by Congresswoman MarttaGriffiths of Michigan, the Equal 
Rights Amendment was overwhelmingly passed by both Houses of Congress. Alice Paul 
Died in August, 1977 at the age of 92. She had lived to see the amendment ratified 
by 35 states, needing 3 more to make it official as the 27th Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States.
WHAT DOES THE ERA SAY? Section 1: "That Equality of Rights under the law shall 

not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any state oi? account of sex. 
Section 2: The Congress shall have the power to enforce, by appropriate legis­
lation, the provisions of this article. Section 3: This /Amendment shall take
effect two years after the date of ratification.
’■'MY IS A CONSTITUTIONAL AMEUDMF.UT NECESSARY? Adoption of the ERA is necessary 

to safeguard to all persons •• the right to pursue their individual talents and 
capacities free of so:: discrimination caused by outmoded sex-role stereotyping in 
laws and governmental practices. Only by amending our Constitution can we wipe out 
the sex discrimination that has pervaded our legal system for the past 200 years, 
and ensure equal justice in the future. Said Representative IlarthCLGriffiths in 
1973, "In 196 years of this country's being, any government could make any law it 
chose against women and the Supreme Court, has upheld that law —  Corporations have 
been "people" for more than 100 years. It is high time that we, too, became human.

WHAT WILL THE ERA DO? Tt will remove sex as a factor in deterrdning the legal 
rights of men and women. It will primarily affect government action. It will not 
interfere with private relationships. For example, the questions of who will wash 
the dishes, open the door, or bring home the paycheck are outside the jurisdistion 
of the ERA. The general principle is: if a law restricts rights, it will no
longer be valid; if it protects rights, it will be extended to both men and women.
WHY DO WE NEED THE ERA? Even though there are some laws on the books forbidding 

discrimination against women, there is no clear constitutional protection. The 
Supreme Court has never decided whether the 14th Amendment prohibits discrimination 
based on sox. Today, 54 years after ERA was first introduced, vranen in some states 
cannot start a business, get a mortgage, control their own property, their own 
paychecks or the property and money of their children on the same basis as men.
WHAT ARE SOME EXAMPLES OF WHAT TIE ERA 'WILL .DO? The EPA would outlaw these 

practices: — all discrimination in public schools - from de facto segregation of
vocational schools to exclusion of women from athletic programs.
Outlaw discrimination in public employment such as that which relegates women to 

the lowest paid job.
Outlaw denial of Social Security and other government benefits to the families of 

employed women, when those benefits are paid to the families of employed men.
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' Out lav; all se:;-based legal presumptions v;ith regard to the ownership or control 
or marital property, - for example, presumption that ail household goods are owned 
by the husband. In Georgia the family hone belongs exclusively to the husband, 
even if the wife is th? principal wage earner, supports the husband, and ~iai.es 
payments on the home. In Virginia, a husband's property cannot be seized to pay 
his wife's debts.

...Finally, maintenance (alimony) and child support laws will not rest on the 

notion that all men are independent breadwinners - and all women are dependent 
caretakers of home ana children. Dependent men who have fulfilled homemaker and 
child-rearing roles will be entitled to maintenance and. child support if their 
wives are family breadwinners; dependent women in the same situation would continue 
to be entitled to maintenance for themselves anc support for children in their 
custody.

Will the FRA wip_e_out _the right of a wonar. and her children to he supported by 
her husband? To. The I'RA would require that any support be written in a sex- 
neutral fashion —  that support flow from the spouse able to give it to the spouse 
who neeas it. In most cases, this means support -will run from the husband to the 
wife and children. Thirty-three states now have support laws that do not designate 
tne ss:; of the spouse on whom the supoort obligation is placed.
What about co-ad bathrooms? Toth the lonislative history of the ri’i and the 

constitutional principles of personal privacy are very clear on this point: The
T.RA will not require se;;-integrated bathrooms, nor will it require sex intenration 
in any public facility in which people enoaoe in personal body functions. This 
separation wouln be permitted in sleeping facilities such as dormitories, as well 
as rest rooms, locker rooms, and public showers.
Will women be drafted under the "RT.?_ If a draft is reinstated, vomen will be 

subject to it just-as non are. Exemptions for child or other dependent-care 
responsibilities, physical incapacity, anc hardship will be available to women as 
well as no men. Tor.en fully qualified to do sb coulc. serve in combat units; they 
would be subject to physical fitness standards for such service as stringent ?.s 
those applicable -o men. Under the ”-LT women will have equal opportunity to enlist 
in tne armed forces, and to receive valuable job training, educational benefits, 

medical benefits, retirement benefits, and all employment ^references accorded 
veterans. Currently, service opportunities for women V;ho see)- them are far more 
limited then for men.

Will tne TS7. _renji_ir_e_ ĵ riv_ate__c_dji .q_,_ _chû ches_,__ond_otj.er groups to cease any s_ex-_ 
discr i:)ina_tor\qj->o 1 i c ie s ?_ To the r°d applies only to actions of the government.
Ic does not apply to private persons, groups, or organizations.
Will the ERA affect tne legal status of abortion? To. The Supreme Court readied 

its decisions in the abortion cases based upon principles now contained in the 
Constitution, the ::?J. would neither add to nor detract iron those decisions.

Does_ the '• ;pjt deprive s_tates_ of jtĥ ir_s_o_wro_inn_ richt to legislate in such areas 
as fa.iily law, crii.iinal law, and education? io. The ERA resneccs the states' 
rights aiu. encourages states to conform their laws to the equality wrineiple. '"bus, 
the ERA does not become effective until two years after it is adopted, in orcor to 
give state legislatures ample time to put their own houses in order.
What apout _al_l the _dire tilings _that the opponents of ITY. say will hepoen if it 

passes? The proof is in the pudding. In tiio.ee 1C. states which iir.ve passed their 
own ERA, such as /asnington, hew i-exico and Pennsylvania, Hone of the inevit­
abilities cited by opponents have cone t.o pass. Weedy wo’ren have not been deprived 
of support, non and v/omen have been assured of privacy in the bathroom. iiomo 
sexual narriage nas not been legalized. Tor have unwilling women 3<een forced to go 
out and work.

The final argument of TPA opponents is that equality of nan and women will be
injurious to tne family (an eciio of the argument used against suffrage) . Dr. Joyce
Brothers speaks to this issue:

"Many men are against trie women's liberation movement today without knowing

/
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anything about it. Men are not going to be emasculated/ dominated, or weakened by 
women's liberation. Actually men have much to gain from having women free to develop 
their own potentials. For one thing, it will lift some burdens that have been placed 
on men by emotionally and economically dependent women. This is an unhealthy 
situation for both sexes and an unrealistic one.

"Women's liberation should eventually improve the quality of marriages in almost 
every way I can think of —  sexually, emotionally, and economically."

The cresendo of organized opposition to the ERA is personified in Phyllis Schlafly, 
an Illinois conservative, who wrote in 1972: "The claim that American women are
downtrodden and unfairly treated is the fraud of the century. The truth is that 
American women never had it so good." It appears to be a matter of viewpoint. The 
7 million working women who are heads of households would take exception. As would 
minority and older women. As would the 56% of the labor force who are women, and 
who earn on the average of 59C for every dollar a man makes for the same kind of work. 
It depends whejre you are coming from.

The position of the homemaker is at issue in the ERA debate. Anti's claim that 
married women will be robbed of great privileges and rights. The fact of the matter 
is the legal position of the American homemaker in most of our states is far from 
good. Under common law that prevails in most states the unemployed wife is considered 
the property of her husband If he leaves no will she would be left penniless. 

Similarly her so-called right to be supported during the marriage depends more on 
her husband's generosity than on any legal requirement.

In a recent Nebraska case, McGuire v. McGuire, a husband had close to $200,000 in 
assets, but refused to equip his house with plumbing, trade in his 1927 car, or give 
his wife, who had done much of the house and farm work for 30 years, an allowance 
for clothes or personal needs. Her bid for a court order to get $50 a month spending 
money was turned down on grounds that the court could not intervene in an ongoing 
marriage.

Hundreds of archaic state laws that degrade homemakers would be wiped off the 
bocks if ERA :ere passed. One example in Florida law A woman who is physically 
abusec! by her husband could not sue him to recover damages, though if heto were the 
victim he could sue her.

ERA would enforce the principle (now ignored in most states) that the homemakerh 
role in marriage has economic value that entitles her or him to full partnership 
under the law.

Opposition to the ERA in the Southern states is based upon deeply rooted social 
and cultural traditions, as evidenced in the views of Representative Dave Smith 
of Florida who was quoted as saying : "Women should be kissed and cuddled, hugged and
pampered and cherished. They should be put on pedestals, smell sweet and be well 
scrubbed at all times." In response to this attitude Supreme Court Justice William 
J. Brennan commented-. "There can be no doubt our nation has a long and unfortunate 
history of sex discrimination. Traditionally, such discrimination was rationalized 
as an attitude of romantic paternalism which, in practical effect, put women not on 
a pedestal but in a cage..."

The organized opposition to the ERA has intensified and coalesced in the far right 
of the political spectrum, much of it originating in the South. Among this group 
arc Daughters of the American Revolution, the John Dirch Society, the American 
Independent Party, the Ku Klux Klan, the Christian Anticommunism Crusade, and Stop 
ERA. Notable in the church category are the ‘National Council of Catholic Women 
and the Ilormon Church. In the political category, Southern Democratic Senator 
Sam J. Ervin, who has steadfastly opposed ERA along with civil rights, and the G.O.P. 
right wing are most prominant.

In opposing the ERA with its principle of legal equality for all, these groups 
have relied on emotions, prejudice, misinformation, and fear. Senator Ervin's 
minority views, stated in the Senate Report on the Equal Rights Amendment, are based 
on an April, 1921 Yale Law Journal. Many of his excerpts, which are widely quoted 
by the opposition, are totally misleading in that phrases are lifted from context,



*•' or deletions greatly alter the meanings.

Organized support for the ERA comes from an overwhelming number of political, civic 
and labor organizations, notable among which have been Common Cause, League of Women 

Voters, American Civil Liberties Union, the National Association of University Women, 
the Democratic National Committee, the Republican National Committee, the A.F.L. - 
C.I.O., the National Council of Jewish Women, the United Presbyterian Church, 
N.A.A.C.P. and the Girl Scouts.

Use of the boycott to further the cause of ERA was begun in 1974, when several 

women's organizations voted not to hold further meetings in states which would deny 
women equal rights. The boycott has snowballed to include almost 200 organizations, 

and has meant the loss of millions in revenue for the unratified states. To those 
men who criticize the women's movement for this action we would remind them they first 
led the way with the Boston Tea Party. This famous act was a form of economic 
sanction and one of the acts which led to the founding of this country.

Thirty-five states have ratified the ERA. Thirty-eight are needed to make it part 
of the Constitution. Efforts to ratify ERA in 3 additional states have been at a 
standstill for 2 years, including this year, in Illinois where a legislative ruling 
requiring a 3/5 majority vote has stalled ratification.

Outside of Illinois, opposition comes almost entirely from southern states and 
from those where Mormon Church opposition is strong. In some of these states 
conservative committee tactics in the legislature have prevented ERA from even coming 
to the floor for a vote.

It was for this reason, lack of full and open debate on the crucial issue, as 
well as the arbitrary time limit of 7 years established by Congress, that the National 
Organization for Women initiated the push for an extension beyond the March 1979 
deadline. ^

In July, last summer, 100,000 women marched in Washington as part of that Herculean 
and successful effort. It was a joyous and festive group, in contrast to Alice Paul's 
suffragists who were forced to disband.

The extension, for the ERA forces is an important victory. It will allow more 
time to debate the real issues. There has been a deep lack of understanding on the 
part of the public and a flood of misrepresentation by the opposition. And it appears 
that truth and logic are gaining ground, with the latest ABC News, Harris poll 
(Feb. 19) showing 57% of Americans approve of the ERA.

In the coming weeks there will be renewed charges and counter-charges in the 
struggle for women's rights. And as we listen, it is important to evaluate them in 
the context of the social and political history of our nation. The women's movement 
will neither dissolve nor dissipate. The ERA will not go away. "The changes which 
have affected women and brought them together represent the workings of long-term, 
historical forces that are never going to be reversed", according to Elizabeth 
Janeway. The ERA recognizes those historical forces. The ERA offers women, for the 
first time, in real measure, those opportunities for "life, liberty, and the pursuito 
of happiness", envisioned by our founding fathers.

The ERA will not only let women into the Constitution,

The ERA will recognize the dignity and worth of every individual, man or woman.
Its enactment would radiate out from this nation to impact the rest of the world.

For the quest for human rights will be seen to include that half of humanity that 
are women.
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P.O. T.oy. 3-s 'CO 
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I . y  name .is JoAnn Thor ecm , I  an a hoisenakor any a m other o f  two c! i  11' — 
r c n ,  r. boy and a g i r l ,  is  husband i s  a C h ie f  P o l ly  O f f i c e r  in  the Coast 

fu a rd . .

T .un opposed to  Senate J o in L  lie; o l u l j o n  h’o , 1 f o r  the  f o l l o w in g :

The r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  the d i f f e r e n c e  between wen and women does n o t  i : i

i t s e l f  demean in d iv id u a l * : .  To pass an amendment t h a t  w ou ld  f o r c e  laws 

lo  be pursed, th a t  do n e t  re c o g n iz e  the d i f fe r e n c e s  between men and v/or.er: 

a rc  i l l o g i c a l  ami s o c i a l l y  d e t r im e n ta l .

I n  l£!32 the  CcmmiSjion o f  L i f e  c.ik ! l. 'orl: o f  'omen i n  l l ie  "Church o f  

h 'o r ld  C o u n c i l  o f  Churches" . a l e  t h i s  s ta te r . ien l re g a rd in g  men and women's 

c J f f e r e n c e s :

"T'here is  a r e a l  danger f o r  women in  the e q u a l is in g  p ro ce ss ,  
hqua l c o n d i t i o n ;  o f  work and l i v i n g  do n o t  g u a ra n te e  equa l c o n d i ­
t io n s  f o r  women. '''omen need d i f f e r e n t  c o n d i t io n ?  than men to  
give them equal .VeociOJH,"

The problem s am. is s u e s  o f  ./omen in  i .ouay ';  socj-oLy a re  n o t  g o in g  I 

he re s o lv e d  .in ch is  ;iu..cnh, but i/y e n fo r c in g  md s t re n g th e n in g  Liu.

a lre a d y .  « i.: c inq  la w s . ’f h c r e fo r o  t h i s  p ro po sa l i . waste o f  t im e and money,

: inoc rc Ly ,

I'Ui d i •>-

JoAnn ih o r :o u
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WHY THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT?.

i
* By

Dorothy Awes Haaland*

Today I wish to address the Equal Rights Amendment, commonly . 
known as the ERA, and its effects on the family. This amendment 
was passed by Congress in 1972, and must/be ratified by three-, 
fourths, or 38 of the 50 states to become effective. In the 
first few months after ERA was passed, it was ratified by a 
majority of the states. Then groups like Stop ERA, headed by 
Phyllis Schlafly, the John Birch Society, and now Moral Majority, 
began attacking the amendment and frightening many people. Since 
this attack began, only one additional state, Indiana, has rati­
fied. Three more states must ratify before the deadline of July 
22, 1982. This delay and possible defeat has occurred although 
polls repeatedly show that a large majority of both women ane' men 
favor the amendment.

Unfortunately much of the debate stirred up has been emotion­
al and unrelated to the subject of sex equality and legal status 
of women, with opponents charging that it will endanger our form 
of government, require all women to work outside the home, mandate 
unisex bathrooms, and force the recognition of homosexual marriage, 
at the same time destroying heterosexual marriages. These will 
not be the effects of the Equal Rights Amendment since the courts 
will interpret it with the benefit of a lengthy legislative his­
tory which refutes these arguments. Also, at least 14 states—  
including Alaska— have their own equal rights provisions, none of 
which has resulted in any of the harmful effects promised.

• v

The substantive part of the Amendment is very short, reading 
as follows: "Equality of rights under the law shall not be denied
or abridged by the United States or hy any State on account of 
sex." The majority report of the U.S. Senate Judiciary describes 
what Congress intended by this amendment:

The basic principle on which the Amendment rests may. be *
stated s.iortly: sex should not.be a factor in determining

*An abbreviated version of this article was presented by 
Dorothy Awes Haaland at the local Anchorage hearings on the 
White House Conference on Families on March 14, 1980. The author 
is a long-time local attorney and is the Chairperson of the 
Legislative Committee of Anchorage N.O.W. She was the first 
President of Free Voices, was a delegate to the Alaska Consti­
tutional Convention and was a member of the Alaska Territorial

Stcnon?. S rcn oO .
C o n q ' f U  V'dKjvi* m e I* * v**o«« to*»e

tocn»o’c«* Dycefvrcrc’e e*recr a*** t**
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Legislature.

T h e  E q u o l  R i g h t s  
A m e n d m e n t  10  t h e  
U . S .  C o n s t i t u t i o n

Svcnon 1.
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iho'i noc t e  oervep o b n o ^ f l  Ov 

|ht Un’t c d  U o\*i 0» t v  on* V J ’.C 
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the legal rights of men or women. The Amendment thus
recognizes the fundamental dignity and individuality
of each human being. The Amendment will affect only 
governmental action; the private actions and the private 
relationships of men and women are unaffected.

The basic principle, therefore, of the ERA is not that en and 
women are the same but that the law cannot treat them differently 
solely because of sex.

As to the family, women during marriage have traditionally 
been treated as second class citizens. Many laws still reflect 
the view of the. common law that the woman is the property of her 
husband. Some of the most repressive laws, such as those denying
the wife the right to own property or to be granted custody of
her own children, have been changed, but there are still many 
laws which deny women equal rights.

In some states the husband has the legal right to manage all 
marital property, including disposal of it, even though it was 
earned or purchased by the wife. It should b:* noted that the woman, 
who wishes to be a full-time homemaker has the least legal and 
economic protection of all. Many states do not recognize her labor 
as having any economic value. Tax laws often discriminate against 
the wife. In most states, when a marriage ends the wife is dis­
criminated against in the distribution of marital property. Even 
a wife's jewelry may be considered the property of the husband, 
as was the situation in Pennsylvania until the state adopted its 
own ERA. Social security laws also discriminate against the 
homemaker.

Much is made by opponents of a wife's right to support. As a 
matter of fact, any such duty on the part of -the husband is largely 
unenforceable. During’ a marriage the courts will almost never 
interfere. As for child support after divorce, most men are not 
ordered to pay the full' cost of support, and a recent study showed 
that 62% of men pay less than ordered by the court the first year 
after the divorce, and after 10 years 79% were making no payment 
at all. Therefore most divorced mothers must work or turn to 
welfare. The ERA will at least result in better working condi­
tions with better wages for mothers who must work.

*

One of the most emotional arguments against the ERA is that 
women must be drafted and sent to the front lines. In this connec­
tion it should be noted, as has been made obvious by recent events, 
that Congress already has the authority to draft women, the ERA 
not being necessary for this purpose. The difference is that, if 
the ERA is enacted, the government may be required to draft women.
It will also require that women who are drafted are entitled to 
the benefits that are given to men, such as equal pay for equal 
work; equal standards for those who want to enlist as well as 
equal training and post-war benefits. Further it should be point­
ed out that this does not mean, as opponents of the ERA would 
have us believe, that all women will be drafted indiscriminately
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and sent to the front lines. As with men, women will be classified 
according to any physical and mental abilities, family obligations 
and even their desires in some circumstances. Also it should be 
borne in mind that it requires 7 or 8 persons behind the lines to 
meet the needs of one person on the front lines, which means that 
only a small percentage of either men or women will ever be on 
the front lines.

It is also argued that so many inequities have already been 
corrected that we no longer need the ERA. This is not true. The 
U.S. Civil Rights Commission recently compiled a list of over 800 
federal statutes that currently discriminate on the basis of sex7 
Add to that the thousands of discriminatory state laws and regula­
tions, and the continued need for the ERA becomes obvious. Until 
there is a Constitutional mandate for legal equality, neither • 
the federal nor state governments, nor the courts will have any 
overwhelming reason to initiate, implement, or enforce equal 
rights for women.

In summary, the ERA will not alter the family structure. It 
will not force women out of the home or downgrade the roles of 
homemaker and mother. To quote Congresswomen Florence Dwyer:

Indeed, it would give new dignity to these important 
roles. By confirming equality under the law, by uphold­
ing woman's right to choose her place in society, the 
Equal Rights Amendment can only enhance the status of 
traditional women's occupations. For these would become 
positions accepted by women as equals, not roles imposed 
on them as inferiors.

t
Dorothy Awes Haaland
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ihent is the result, of si growing anger amongst women over job dh- 
mriim tiiou, social and polities:} discrimination, end many outmoded 
cuJtarul habits of our way of life.

And rhe anger is justified, for certainly discrimination against 
women exists. J do net believe, however, that passage of the equal

jsie-nt will create a whole new series of problems. It will neither 
bring about equal pay for equal work, nor guarantee job promotion 
free from discrimination. I t  will not compel the partner of a senior 
law firm to hire a woman lawyer if lie lias prejudice against a

hr a good‘place to start a fight against law firms that won’t hire 
indy lawyers.

The an.Muhrient is. excessively sweeping in scope, reaching into the 
work force, into family and social relationships, and other institu­
tion."., in which, incidentally, ^equality” cannot always be achieved 
through "• Urnt ifcy.,J jDifrerenccs in kiv;s are not. mceLr.'.riiv discrhni* 

y-vy, no should all laws containing ahiereut provisions for ;n n 
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Mr?-. TTultoamg; I  tiiinlr it is bad and I  uon’t third: that the equal
Prv«. m.1 ~ I  5 3 ^happy
whole thrust of this intimation that there is some devious means

nor  (
'Mrs. W olfgang. Well, why don’t you wait until I  conclude r» y 

iestimsny, and let me assure you I  dorm think it is devious. I thin’:: 
it is unfortunate that, the-, vomer- who are working washing dishes t  
.working hi the laundry can’t  afford to he here while the rest of us 
car:. And I  list myself amongst the fortunate.

Senator Bayk. I  will try not to interrupt anymore.
Mi-3. W olfgang. Thank you.
Some feminist groups have concluded that since only females re­

produce— and to be a mother is to bo. a “slave eternal”— that nothing 
c:hcr: of the destruction of rhe family and the end of internal re­
production will do. Having discovered “urtiliciai insv.nmr.tion” ait 
vlu.t is mhw-ing now, in order vo do sway with women, entirely, is 
•Avove.in-v an oAinciu! womb.
Aon v. Ih be leaving,.! am s we, from many who -.rill contend that 

... . no real differences V: 'tween men and woinea, other th:, i 
thur.. cniv.rood b- culture. IHr. culture mouted the MAmruvm in tl 
A. ... . . A... is, i.. i. : muss, ir» respiratory Cap. \ :

: •. ., i.A. The dltoeneoma.ro physical.
. . add come mors. Women on the average A.-.. an  

. .. 85 1 ■ re-ent i •■. : men and h i ouh . • .•> .
. .. a j . ;*h T.< -yuiciil r 1 length. noi-LUv tncy v—  •:u. In *.• a? . <



The elimination of laws regulating hours women may work r>er- 
mits employers to force them io wori: excessive overtime, endanger­
ing net only their health and safety, but disrupting the entire fam­
ily relationship.

The women in the work force who are in the greatest need of the 
protection of maximum hour legislation are in no position to fight 
for themselves.

Do you want me to wait, Senator? Would you want me to pause?
Senator B a t h .  No, ma’am. I  didn’t want to interrupt. Go right 

ahead. • - .
Mrs. Wolfgang. Well, I  noticed that/you were in a conference.
Senator Bayh. That is quite all right. I  w ill try to do my job and 

I  know you will try  to do youre.
Sirs. W olfgang. Thank you.
Let me emphasize again tha t the majority of them are not repre­

sented by. labor unions (working as they do in organized indus­
tries) ; thousands arc not covered by the Fair Labor Standards Let. 
since their employers do not'gross $500,000 a year, which is the d \fi- 
nition of interstate commerce. And may I point out that as a result 
of that, that all of these women who are not. covered by fhe Fair 
Leber Standards Act do not even get premium pay when they i r- 
eompc-lk'd to work overtime.,.Nor are they covered by title v i l  ox 
the Equal Employment Opportunities Act, or of the Civil Ligka: 
Act. .As you well know, tha t act only applies to employers oi p. - 
sons cr more. So we. find that the woman worker, particularly tm- 
a ir vice worker, is not covered by the Fair Labor Standards "Ac.: 
therefore, vdil not r  ceivo overtime when sho worl.: it, b  n c  cover.h
v x l\ z  Equal Employment Onp< ri.milkis, -. .• by t i d e  Vil', ;.nd y 

a L  tier protectio;ic|.
Lot. we ...ic Uiid that tho deaid a oi (he Eatial Employment G ;.u
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say that the best way to accomplish tlmt would be to exclude profes­
sional women, administrators, and executives, but. the approach that 
I  am suggesting is that the specific problem— and I /im only using 
hours ns an example now— can be more equitably handled by amend­
ing, repealing, strengthening State laws where it is rquired, than 
by having an amendment to tlie Constitution which would make it 
impossible to do such things unless they are applied equally-to men 
and women.

In this mad whirl toward equality and sameness one question re­
mains unanswered: Who .will take care oi' the children, the home, 
cleaning, the laundry, and the cooking? Can we extend this equality 
into the home? Obviously not, since the proponents of the equal 
rights amendment are quick to point out the amendment would re­
strict only governmental action and would not apply to purely pri­
vate action. .* • • *

I  would like to point out tha t this was a statement made by my 
good friend Congresswoman Martha .Griffiths. I t was inserted in the 
Congressional Record, and on that subject I  agree that the social se­
curity laws arc discriminatory, and I  respectfully suggest that the 
way to correct that-would be. by amending the social security laws. 
And it seems to me that, if it cannot be aimsided as n result of an in­
telligent discussion even with the power nil voire of Cangresswon; an 
Griffiths in the Ways and Means Committee that perhaps there are 
issues involved in.the entire social security picture which make: it 
appear tha t what, was stated here yesterday is an oversimplification 
oi the lacts.

Unfortunately, I  am a widow. I  pay the same amount of social se­
curity as do'nil other persons, i. :de or female. I  have no husbai.d t.o 
lea re ir to. lin t let me n mire you I  do ..ot f.ci that my social * mu­
rk y  taxes are baiiy a .. i co i-.unport your v/iuows. sis is iVit by *
...a..-': woman Griffiths, according to her feflthncmv*given yesterday. I  
jv 1 niv social security taxes are being used to support J DC jnalh- 
QT:‘. : id T hope that they can at. more support. I cm muck ' uv. 
cone, rued, f  nator, about my i ::c doll. ’*'«.■ big sent to C.nnb .uii;,, 
than 1 :;!ii vIn thr.r it .no orts vourvhh * i  . i  \ .

iJii:

tl!

i ' l l  , h l .  I ' O i l ! ! 111 . . 'J  ».* (.'•

Iu. c th:
C it  x . -

V .  • 1
i l l  1 b' 10 U'. U

j i t :. mom •'.it ;: n, did you no*-,, that
ex is t ,  i n  ao. i . . i  
Mi . . .  . . . . r

should b.a r.<r 
venture to a .a

;r ,\ r / i %i • ai i 
*i. . ii
■\i by .•.mending liu

i ao; 'a

L 11 k

re r . ro
a.'.m

itiSU, ;S iiiy 7)
■ I It 1 *i L w V »U

. h • •. i

• . h "■ f I s
if .( I .I':•

. .  . ii
i

"i ■ ’
•a ry  .

;  s' . ! : . !  
i tin.

i

[ !  r  r  t ! j i ! si £  i i p u i n ,  i i  i t  v r v*

i i A  is- ; - i . i . . i , . .. .

i : a : ; i ' . : ; c : v o t e  t o  b r i n y \ .1.1

1 i ! • a  I  r  i O  l * c  j »i . t u*

i n e  ( ,. l i o n ,  i  t h i n k
•• 1 • i..

i c a l i : . .  .1 t h e  i n e  j u i t i ’ -

i l l  L i

• u i d  i  ■

b i n  I  t h i r d ;  !
. .  ... i

.■■•I l •*.. . . C l . ,  .

1 r  
V
s

l b .  r i f  W. v - i . i i ' i .  l a  i . .

. i. r j ! ( - » c  .1. l i

•a ; i . ,  • r s*S.. .. i . i  . . i _

. ..*• . .  . J! V  • * ;

•• V  . «i . t\ • *
% i n  V • t { ** •

. ; « , • / !  \ y  V

V.k
C
cIV
c. •

f:

vrl 
b\ 

•i1
hi,

* o. i, ' i »)’.. - i



I  I-movr the pressures upon you have been great, and I am nwr.ro 
of the recent position taken by the Citizens Advisory Council on the 
Status of Women in suppcii of the equal rights amendment. Since it. 
differs with the report of President Kennedy Commission on the 
Status of Women, what has occurred to explain this change? You 
know, as it is said, in order to know the players, you have to have, a 
scorecard. Well, have women changed since’ ift03? No. Have the fifth 
and 14'i it amendments to the Constitution been changed, repealed, or 
amended since 1963? The only thing that has changed is the person­
nel of the Citizens Advisory Council. The new Council was ap­
pointed last August and consists of business and professional women 
whose knowledge of proper labor standards for worker's is negligi­
ble. And if  you don't believe me, ask the domestics that work in 
their homes. Not one labor representative is on that Council.

You have been reminded in strong and ominous tones, and I  was 
here yesterday and heard it, that women represent, the majority of 
the voters. That is true. But there is no more unanimity of opinion 
among women than there is amongst men. Indeed, a woman on wel­
fare in Harlem, and a unionized laundry worker in California, an 
elderly socialite from Philadelphia may be of the same sex and rhev 
n ay  bo wives and mothers, but they have little in common to causa 
thorn to be of one opinion.

Whatever happens to the structure of opportunity, women are in­
creasingly motivated to work—and they want to work short hours on 
schedules that meet their needs as wives and mothers. They want 
fewer hours a week because emancipation, while it. has released them 
for work, has not released them from Lome and family responsibil-

oppose the can: i rights amendment since the cuuaiitv it m;.v 
i.w.m. ir- "  v.\Vi i-_\ crtia.liiv of irnrtreatinp.nl.



one  o u t  o f  t en  w o m e n  i n  t h e  w o r k  f o r c e  h a v e  h a d  f o u r  o r  m o r e  y e a r s  o f  co l l e ge ,  
Bo I  u t a  n o t  s p e a k i n g  o f  o r ,  r e p r e s e n t i n g  t h e  " b i r d  i n  t h e  g i l u e d  c a g e ”. I  spem: 
l ior  “T i l l i e  t h e  T o i l e r ” .

I  a m  opposed  t o  e n a c tm e n t  o f  t l i e  E q u a l  Tc ighta A m e n d m e n t  to o u r  C o n s t i t u ­
t i on .  1, r e c o gn i z e  t h a t ,  t h e  im p e t u s  f o r  t h e  p a s s a g e  c f  t h e  E q u a l  E i g h t s  Aiuen i i- 
m e i i t  lit t h e  r e s u l t  o f  a  g r o w i n g  a n g e r  a m o n g s t  w om en  o v e r  j o b  d i s c r im i n a t i o n ,  
s o c i a l  a n d  p o l i t i c a l  d i s c r im i n a t i o n  a n d  m a n y  .out-moded c u l t u r a l  h a b i t s  o f  o u r  
w a y  o f  l i f e .

T h e  an r .- r  i s  j u s t i f i e d ,  f o r  c e r t a i n l y  d i s c r im i n a t i o n  a g a i n s t  w om en  e x i s t s .  V 
do  n o t  b e l i e v e ,  h ow e v e r ,  t h a t  p a s s a g e  o f  t h e  E q u a l  E i g h t s  A m e n dm e n t  w i l l  s a t ­
i s f y ,  o r  i s  t h e  s o l u t i o n  to, t h e  p ro b l em .  T h e  p ro b l em  o f  d i s c r im i n a t i o n  a g a i n s t  
w om en  w i l l  not  b e  s o l v e d  b y  a n  E q u a l  E i g h t s  A m e n d m e n t  t o  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n ,  
c o n v e r s e l y ,  t h e  A m e n d m e n t  w i l l  c r e a t e  a  w h o l e  n ew  s e r i e s  o f  p ro b l em s .  I t  w i l l  
n o t  b r i n g  about- e q u a l  p a y  f o r  e q u a l  w o r k ,  n o r  g u a r a n t e e  j o b  p rom o t i o n  f r e e  
f r o m  d i s c r im i n a t i o n .  T h e  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m e n d m e n t  ia\u n e g a t i v e  law- w i t h  no 
p o s i t i v e  o r  spec i f i c  p r o v i s i o n s  t o  c o m b a t  d i s c r im i n a t i o n .

T h e  A m e n d m e n t  ia  e x c e s s i v e l y  s w e e p i n g  i n  scope,  r e a c h i n g  i n t o  t h e  w o r k  
f o r c e ,  i n to  f a m i l y  a n d  s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  a n d  o t h e r  I n s t i t u t i o n s ,  i n  w h i c h  
‘' e q u a l i t y ” c a n n o t  a l w a y s  be  a c h i e v e d  t h r o u g h  '‘i d e n t i t y " .  D i f f e r e n c e s  i u  l a w s  
a r e  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  d i s c r im i n a t o r y ,  n o r  s h o u l d  a l l  l a w s  c o n t a i n i n g  d i f f e r e n t  
p r o v i s i o n s  f o r  m en  a n d  w o m e n  be  a b o l i s h e d .

Opposed ,  a s  I  am ,  to  t h e  E q u a l  E i g h t s  A m e n dm e n t ,  c e r t a i n l y  doe s  n e t  menu 
t h a t  I  a m  opposed to e q u a l i t y .  T h e  c a m p a i g n  f o r  a n  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m en dm en t ,
I.u.-i hocon ic n f i e l d  d a y  f o r  s l o g a n e e r s  a n d  h a s  be come  a s  j i n g o i s t i c  a s  a i d  to-.- 
•‘R i g h t  t o  Y\’u r k "  l a w  c am p a i g n .  'T l l& I i t  to  W o r k ” l a w s  do  n o t  g u a r a n t e e  n jo b ,  
a n y ' . l o r e  th-.r. th e  E q u a l  JV-^hta A m e n d m e n t •- tm r a n t  :: e qunU ty .Reprci-.T.iirig women servic- workers, giv,;, me special concern out the ihrc it fcimt a simple Equal Eights A m e n d m e n t  would present to minimum
l a b o r  a t  n r d s  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  since s u c h  s t andn r c tn  l n l i u e n c e  w o r I c i n g  con a c io c i .
k.'r:ny Kuek S t a t e  l a w s  a p p l y  o n l y  to women .
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A t  a n  a v e r a g e  og r  o f  t h i r t e e n  come s  t h e  t r em e n d o u s  c h a n g e  t u d  th e  
p r . v f  d i f f e r en.ee b e tw e e n  t h e  b o y  e n d  t h e  g i r l ,  i  r o n  Uu i t  d a t e  on, s h e  I s  " t ’« 
l o  b e a r  c h i l d r e n .  W i t h  t h e  d e v e l o pm en t  o f  ?hl t c h i l d - b e a r i n g  f u r  t lon ,  j. 
m o n t h l y  c y c l e  o f  c l n a i iC S  a n d  v a r i a t i o n s  occu r .  A i a n y  w om en ' s  c. .T-:ci iy o 
w o r k  i s  u f f e c t e d  b y  t h e s e  c h a n g e s  d u r i n g  t h i s  cyc le .  I t  h a s  been k n ow n ,  f o r  m- 
c rance s ,  t h a t  w om en  s i n g e r s  w i l l  p e r f o rm  d i f f e r e n t l y  d u r i n g  s u c h  i ^ r i i x l s  Im- 
cr . use  o f  e f f e c t s  on t h e i r  v o c a l  c o rd s .  T h e  effect:-: o f  th e s e  c h a n g e s  on t h e  c e n ­
t r a l  n e r v o u s  s y s t e m  a r e  Qu i t e  o b v io u s .  T u l a  i s  no'; to  s u g g a r t  Lhut  w om e n  a r e  
i n c a p a c i t a t e d  d u r i n g  t h i s  c y c l e ,  y e t  £o ‘ > o f  t h em  h a r e  s ym p t om s  so  i v e r e  c s  
t o  c a u s e  t h e m  to  see l t  m e d i c a l  r e l i e f .  T ro rn  p u b e r t y  onwa rd ,*  w o m a n ’s g onen  1 
m u s c l e  s t r e n g t h  i s  n e v e r  e q u a l  to  ih& t o f  a  m an .

W om en  a r e  on t h e  a v e r a g e  o n i y  85% u s  h e a v y  a s  men a n d  L a v e  on l y  o f fou t  
6C% a s  m u c h  p h y s i c a l  s t r e n g t h .  T h e r e f o r e ,  t h e y  c a n n o t  l i f t  a: h e a v y  w e i g h t s ,  
t h e y  c a nno t  d i r e c t  a s  m u c h  w e i g h t  o r  h a v e  t h e  s a m e  s t r e n g t h  f o r  t h e  p u s h in g  
o r  p u l l i n g  c t  l o a d s . - T h e i r  g r i p  la  uctt a s  s t rong .  W om en  are b u i l t  on u c m a l l e r  
a n a t o m i c a l  s c a l e  t h a n  men ,  t h e i r  s t a n d i n g  a n d  s i t t i n g  h e i g h t ,  c.rrn l e n g t h  u u u  
s k . e  o f  h a n d s  a n d  f e e t  a l l  b e i n g  sm a l l e r .

One c a n  t a k e  a n y  c e l l  f r o m  a  h u m a n  b e i n g  and  d e t e rm i n e  w h e t h e r  i t  c ame  
f r o m  a m a l e  o r  n  f em a l e .  T h lX4i> U \H s u g g e s t  s u p e r i o r i t y  o r  i n f e r i o r i t y  
a m o n g  t h e  se x e s ,  i t  e m p h a s i z e s  the  d i f f e r e n ce s .  B e c a u s e  o f  t l u  ph>n i t a l  a n d  I  
em ph a s i z e  physical d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw e en  men a n d  women ,  the  gnect i-.n oi p ro ­
t e c t i v e  l e g b l n t i o u  f o r  w om en  m u s t  he r e v i ew ed .  ):i a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  d u a l  r o l e  o f  
women  in  o u r  m od e rn  ssei* ty, m a i n s  p ro t e c t i v e  h-gb l n t i o n  a iu-ce. .-it.\.

The w o r k i n g  m o t h e r  ha.-, no  " w i f e "  to c a r e  f o r  h e r  o r  h e r  c h i l d r e n .  S h e  as-, 
s umoa  the  ro le  o f  h o m e m a k e r  nm l  w o r k e r  a n d  m u s t  p e r f o rm  i m h  t in .*** r o l e s  

.. 24-bour pe r iod .  E v e n  in t h e  two- jmrcn t  IiouBt'Uold.*;, t h e m  J. a n  u a  •juul <11* 
v i lu. i o f  d . .m e c t i c  c l i o r r '  i d l e  .. u c h  c o i l ’d  be done to c a s e  t! ■ burn* n * ? the  
v c r k i n g  w om an  b y  turn; .*.:. .un i : . : ;  r. f a i r  a n d  equ  l i . i . a re o f  (...-mestic c l . o .  
t h . v  a r e  not  p repa r  J to  do  .*o. W n f t t  i.- mo re ,  so c i e t y  s. ,  a  v. , i., r  •luc tant
to expec t  t a i n  o f  user: n r  to  b u i l d  c h i l d  c a f e  t en te r . ,  to  ca se  the  . u .v . i  n worn- 

::V d u a l  ro le .
if til! OutSimuniiy do - n.o t.J.e a(!l*r:, through |>rntectivo, h.'1 b ti :. t ) cn-

...oi! worn-ti to work unhide the lions , then tin iapressed e : ,re I -tiv.l
1: io ail empty jirouii: and myth. V;,l* 1C..., ..,' .i; t ■ .., 1•* i !»♦<♦'.1 i, d

It imr i w .. s. ; acid V. ..‘aid :\; .b ,. htiiuu till:
. •tb'i.'i * v~or,.ij: . .. , i. i : ■ : as!: ; ••• . f tli.- ■ • i: .. .

.. \. : bo . .... cat :\i !. i .' . ot ... i. i , _ ! •M ' Mil 1
f l:> '.awilii. .. *... t; > i l... l,o n : J M \ 1 . .
r! P. o ; • ir.tiuii for ’.Vi, . i: \ , as iui;.l i !, get SU. !, iv ;.;M, . <■ *• . 1 •. i • • .
' Tl.''1 ; . -ngc i'e.' i ,t : ! ltlgi.1. Ataet.dtac.it v. oul: ti: i‘ * , * • » •* •> If if• » ii «>'•

1
(!< i' > •- Ii. lit . :; vw i :: ;• "lit*' i

r 0 & J‘* •• • t(>' fn • i ... < ... Iv, over!ime, <:.. . ,0 . si ’. * 1 * J fl'lll’• tl sir
;m :l i K.it/
; I'- t * • .

. y, to : , '■. ii * •: 11 i ini! i I 
in <b ... . o. \ •p.# s.* 1, ih,. j*,-.

11 -m hip.
•' t ill .r III t lie* I * i > siiun

i* •. .. » . 11 V i. , . i , ! . ;. 1 . • J i 11 o U I i I. i i 1.1, iii ... I ■ J». •
t Cn (lli.l. lie 1 ■ b J. !-.• 1.... , , 1 . •It* Ml 1 i : .v i v! ..*
( . i • * l * i 11 ; ; y d • . j. ele.i) iln.t . . : a iv ii; • r • ■ -.1 b •
. 1*. Li ’ r-l.. » . . * . < . i,:} !ga < . «d,i tc i ; 11, . . i .i - •
• Hr |.t it’ n ■ .. ’ U . 11 i/li icu* ... '.is. i . ; i • 'liiii*

I *1 ii •t 1 rff’i:. . -1, si, , mployi-rn Of f ' Ji, !.(.in in ;; •

1.. ; t ; 1 ! ‘ 1 ,f {{,'• ]s U..1 JC'!. .pif.ci;w id < I*\ii ,
1:1 ’ .u.r ' en, . v. t. i . * ii: »:.v -. ;.re »cpe ,* • ill i • l’l :; Tav,

>‘‘i t ' 1 • oh.) • i » i.. ( , 1. , • j i U; .. , l... 1 di: .1-
Ti ... j m , t . i1 :)<>nii- •. in l ! i ! ■

'/ti i . I. , . ; ■ in v a 'ml. , .. ti f.̂ .. 1
* * , ' n*:' , b ••• b _ ■ Mi .", * i. s’>\ ll i.. :. . 1 , \ i « r * * ■ .

« » 1 ' i an <•:! , i - ' *
1 i ; ••1 <> • . , i . <.. th. i or i. a- ■. * .kl," **.•

, i ii ! «• t ? i - • i ■ •.
1 t '• e.u u ' •. . * i ! .. . t-

' 1 , * *•
t • t » ' i .i: i, 1 r

, t i v • . . • » ». t . : i'. > •. .



•'•'..hit M i l  i b n r  S t a t e  l a w s  l i m i t i n g  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  h o u r s  w om en  c a n  w o r k ,  pro- 
t£c t  t o e  Vromun v, no cannot ,  nm l  o n e s  no t  wan t ,  to  w o r k  o v e r t im e .  T h e  d e c i s i o n  
o f  t h e  E q u a l  E m p l o y m e n t  C p i- . . r a i a l t y  C om m i s s i o n  g i v e s  iL c  w o m a n  w h o  
w a n t s  o v e r t im e ,  t h e  r i g h t  t o  i u t i e t  t h a t  h e r  e m p l o y e r  o f f e r  i t  to  he r .  T h e  r i g h t s  
o f  thou.-ciads o f  w om en  w h o  r . re u n a b l e "  to w o r k  e s c e s o i y c  o v e r t im e ,  w h o  a r e  
t o t  c o v e r e d  b y  t h e  E q u a l  E m p l o y m e n t  O p p o r t u n i t i e s  p ro v i s i o n  o f  t h e  C i v i l  
/light!* A c t  a m i  w h o  c o n s i d e r  o v e r t im e  a  p u n i s h m e n t  n o t  a  p r i v i l e g e ,  m u s t  a l s o  
be p ro te c t e d .  T l i e  E q u a l  E i g h t s  A m e n d m e n t  w i l l  m a k e  i t  im po s s i b l e  to  do  s c  

I n  th i«  m a d  w h i r l  t o  ‘•c-quaiiae"— m a le ,  f e m a l e —e v e r y o n e ,  one  q u e s t i o n  r e ­
ma in : ;  u n a n s w e r e d —w h o  w i l l  t a k e  c a r e  o f  t h e  c h i l d r e n ,  t h e  home ,  t h e  c l e an in g ,  

l a u n d r y  a n d  th e  cook ing?  C a n  w e  e x t e n d  t h i s  “e q u a l i t y "  i n t o  t h e  home? 
O b v i o u s l y  no t ,  s i n c e  t h e  p r o p o n e n t s  o f  t h e  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m e n d m e n t  a r e  qu ie t :  
t > p o i n t  ov. t t h a t  the- A m e n d m e n t  w o u l d  r e s t r i c t  o n l y  g o v e r n m e n t a l  a c t i o n  a n d  
w o u l d  n o t  a p p l y  to p u r e l y  p r i v a t e  a c t i o n .

I  k n o w  t h e  p r e s s u r e s  upon  y o u  h a v e  been  g r e a t  a n d  t h a t  y o u  ore a w a r e  of 
t h e  r e c e n t  p o s i t i o n  t a k e n  b y  t h e  C i t i z e n s  A d v i s o r y  C o u n c i l  on t h e  S t a t u s  o f  
IVo iuoh  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m en dm en t .  S in c e  i t  d i f f e r s  w i t h  t i re 
r e p o r t  c f  P r e s i d e n t  K e n n e d y ’s  C om m i s s i o n  on t h e  S t a t u s  o f  W om en ,  w l i a t  lmn 
o c c u r r e d  to e x p l a i n  t h i s  ch ang e?  H a v e  w om en  c h a n g e d  s in c e  1003? O f  e m i r s i  
n e t .  H a v e  th e  f i th a n d  14tl) A m e n d m e n t s  to t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  been  c h ang e d ,  re­
pe a l e d  o r  a m e n d e d  s i n c e  1(K53? O f  c o u r s e  not .  T h e  o n l y  t h i n g  t h a t  h a s  c l i h i i u e d  
is* the  p e r s onne l  o f  t h e  C i t i z e n s  A d v i s o r y  C oun c i l .  Tne* n ew  Counc i l  wr. . 
p o in t e d  l u s t  A ugu s t ,  a n d  consist.*: o f  b u s i n e s s  a r . d  p r o f e s s i o n a l  w om e n  v . '.<  ̂
i:i- w  le d  go o f  p r o p e r  l a b o r  s t a n d a r d *  f o r  w o r k e r s  i s  n e g l i g i b l e .  A s k  th e  f i t ;  . • 
t k ;  t h a t  w o r k  I n  ti ir-ir h om e !  N o t  one l a b o r  re p i c .  c n t r t i v e  i s  on t h a t  C o ; ,  ril. 
I n  a d d i t i o n ,  1 a m  a u r e  m y  nietc i n  t h e  . • :•*;: L i b e r a t i o n  M o v em en t  I
a; m in d e d  y o u  i n  s t r o n g  a n d  ominc.wn ionea  t h a t  women  rep:;.- : . t t h e  am ;  v . ; y  
o f  v o t e r s .  Tin'-, b u t  t h e r e  ii. no ir.tue. u n a n im i t y  o f  op in io n  am o n g  w om e n  v, 
a m o n g  r . j I n d e e d , -  w o m a n  on  w e l f a r e  i n  H a r l e m ,  n u n i  a d z e d  Idu . v .  t y  
w o r k  v .. .. U fo r n in ,  an  d u c r l y  s o c i a l i t e  f r o m  P h i l a d e l p h i a  n»U3 b e  oi uu :
 <■ r::: i . n d  m a y  b e  w i v e s  a n d  mother ; ; ,  b u t  t h e y  h a v e  i i l f l e  i n  c o r n um .  

,0  enuvc  ' a .  . i o  i ' one (•pinion.
\ "h t e . e r  h:ipp.-u< t > t h e  a t r u c i m v  o f  « pp-.u-tunity, oiu-.-a ; re  i u e i v n * . i y  
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Mrs. Wolfgang. The expressions were mine.
‘ Senator B a y h .  Excuse me. You were hero yesterday and you 

heard me suggest thufc I  disagreed with some of the ladies who were 
on the other side of this issue with you. 1 said then that I didn’t h t 1 
the passage of this amendment was going to be a panacea such that 
a ll.of a sudden discrimination was going to disappear, but rather 
that it was going to take active pursuit 'of the rights given under

Supreme Court today in all these years of history that has been 
based on the fifth and 14tli amendments that has been successful 
for women’s rights? ‘ ' * <

Mrs. Wolfgang. I  believe the trial cn the question of serving on 
an Alabama jury raised the question of the 14th amendment and as 
u resuit of that litigation women can now serve on juries in Ala­
bama. ^

However, Senator, I  also hoard yesterday— —
Senator Bayii. That was—h—
Mrs. W o l f g a n g . Just a minute. You asked me a question. Let me

4 V /answer it.
Senator Bayii. Yes, but yon were not accurate; that was no; a Su­

preme Court case. That, was a district court case.
Mrs. W o l f g a n g . I  thought you wore lalkhi about the- validity of 

(i.e application of rise 14th amendment. Because I know there were 
many instance.* where the lower courts didn’t uphold it, and iherv- 
I. e. it. was said that flu* 1-itli amendment do- apply. And th.d w.. 

id vc • torch.’r and you interro'fidcd fhom . » I  r.- u>. *d von v



P* Pf»•tr.:ed in a constitutional amendment going to be able, to create the
•.vtiimle and aura o i movement in this direction more than a piece
by piece at?atuio ?

Mrs. W oltoakg. Well, Senator. I  am inclined to agree with you

range of the average earnings of the women and men because you 
know women do not achieve the same tenure. They are in the-work 
force and they arc out of it,"and they return to it, and that is as it 
should be if that is the way the individual woman wants it to bo./ ' 

Senator Bath. But I  think you would be the first to suggest that 
that is not the only reason why there is this discrepancy between a 
woman ei ecntive working in Government, and a man executive.

Mrs. YColfoano. Of course not. Amongst the executives it is no- • 
turned tha t there are laws to protect that. I  wot.id suggest- tin.: 

cirher tin'- laws be enforced or that the women fight more aggressively 
ro .v;.*e that they get what they arc entitled to unde'.’ law, not to pasf 
; amendment to the Constitution tha t will take the right* c.wr.
•r •»t . <*;i ; i >1° 1 v.email v/ho is making i.ss than

ifkoufc any legislation that says her c 
10 and If; hours a day and then go 
k'.r. t .. where *. r.uriork.v of tha voi
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•the UATT. The action was supported by the UAW women in the
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corned with the impact cr excessive overcime. ■
There was a 5-month period when the law was net on our books
Now, tha t is & wiki situation there. Our legislature passed two 

pieces oi legislation. One repealed the law. The other referred it to 
an occupational safety standards commission.' Tlie attorney general 
ruled that one that-repealed the law was invalid, but during that pe­
riod there was three months’ time when we did not have the hours 

, lav.T, on our bocks. The result was so catastrophic that women ac-

plant in the city of Detroit, they were put on a schedule <>I 12 hours 
a day, 7 clays a week, and women were compelled to <.uit their jaLs 
because they could not work these hours and go home afterward 
and do their housework. And that is why we took them to court . ad 
that is why I  think we. will again.

Senator B/.yii. Let me ask you if you think it is a good pm:tic ; 
to have men working 12 hours.a day, 7 days a wr.;k. 

klrs. V/onroAxc. I  think it is a vcrv bed practice for a man t/>
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good for women will remain for men, I  liavo to ask the question,
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else will have to.
Senator Bath. I  can answer tha t myself. ‘ 1
Mrs. Wolfgang.‘Well, good. • -yr
Senator Bayh. I  am not sure that -I can answer it to your satisfac­

tion. .* . ’ *‘T“Y  . . fell. Mrs. Wolfgang. No, no. I  just want to know what the answer is. E 
Senator Bayh. Anyone who is familiar with, the Hayden amend­

ment, can-argue die merits of this amendment: the whole question . p > ; 
of whether we should have an amendment to the Constitution, is an­
swered by the amending the Constitution on the one hand, saying 

. one thing and then on the other hand saying that we really didn’t
moan anything we said   • • • ,

Mrs. Wolfgang. No, ho. I  agree with you there.
Senator •,Bayh. I t  is just totally ridiculous to suggest we go 

through this overture. I t is just a political ploy, it seems to inc. to 
do it, and I  think the Congress has been guilty of this.

Mrs. Wolfgang. Well, I  don’t think we ought to attribute motives 
to anyone else. I don’t. I  think that the— I  hope that proponent; of , :
the equal rights amendment will*recognize my sincerity and commit­
ment to labor legislation for the unskilled, untrained women WM-lmrs 
who are my primary concern. By the same token I wouldn’t say that 
this a ploy. • A

Senator Bayii. I don’t think— all right. r
Mrs, Wolfgang. That i t  was a ploy. I  think that- the eontilbu; icm 

that was made, there at least made a lot of people aware of tin- 
that the equal rights amendment is n possible threat r.o'pn-v. 
kyrisl: Son. We both concede tha t the courts are going to hmv i 
make tlie determination. And I  am not a lawyer, r : i  I  v.ciri A .

i
w* t

Sen a i or Bayii. Is it lvnsonublo to assume that passing a., a:.-, 
rights amendment with' the Hayden rider would leave "us r . . 
v.'iictve we are today?

ISr... Wor.r<;\No. That is reasonable to assume, and I  think 
ni> t he. equal rights amendment in this typo of legislation, th.v. i. 
where I would like to he. I  believe that (he laws have to be utnd.ui 
and ivongfhoned on a case-hy-easo basis. I  am not p r g v . n U 
throw the D.cby out with the wash.
' Mrs. A'infgax. Senator, you made a statement that you ihoumn 
the jjrnb'crivc. legislation might he interpreted so that Urn hun:-. 
would be the same for men; in other words, they.would imvt i a -

..hour vs but I thin!: tha t is an unrcalb.; ic apprc.\cli becau < .
trend,'tind/ has been happen ; across the cauuIi;, that (h. 
imv- ! m removed, not cyF id.A to cover men. bur. j,: w l.v.m .- 
n m v ;. * Mail women who ir.'vr • b.n. 1 or mil >1, ,x}\ . ; • ,

■. i. Ki-.f.i _ ier.I vary ,‘ .r.< .. 'a Mu >is . j . >. .v ; .i.\ , ;
; .-•i i cion i, think Mud v:e f n iuv..u Ma.t Me > .!»<•]•“ i- l.ioii wcidd (:. 1.• wlnct;. '
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Sena toy BayiM But. neither can .we. assume that, at least we cannot 
accurately say tha t this amendment would prohibit th a t from hap­
pening. * ‘ ‘ ‘ . *
* ilrs . Wolfgang. That is correct. So our statement th a t this would 
be decided by the courts is a correct one.

Senator Bath. Let me nsk just one last general question here.
What has been accomplished by your commission, Meo. Finegan? 

The reason I  ask is not to be critical of your efforts or the commis­
sion's efforts, but to try to point out the fact that what is being done 
now for some reason or another is not doing the job.

Mrs. Wolfgang pointed out a number of areas in which under 
present “protective” laws, there are large numbers of people that are1' 
being discriminated against. Now, it seems this is totally contradic­
tory if:we don’t want to repeal those laws or we don’t want, to pass 
a constitutional . amendment because we might affect those laws 
w rich provide protection which in essence doesn’t exist.

Mrs. F inegan. Y o u  are talking about passing a law without an 
amendment, isn’t tha t correct?
✓Ibenator -Bayh. Yes, ma’am.
- Mrs. F i n e g a n .  And isn’t the Hayden rider---------
Senator Bayh. You see I asked Mr. Furav this yesterday. lie  

went through a very well documented graphic presentation of the 
shortcomings, the work conditions, tlie strains on various parts of 
iha body, t il of which are going on today. And yet, he sup;.1/.-..Is that 
to pass the amendment, and you suggested to'pass it, y. g dag ;.o 
tal e away this protection which npj>r< oMy isn't effective.

Mrs. WwTTuANG. That is why it should be strength ned, thoui 
Mrs. Even LICOC should I e alien: thencd so it has enforce:. \u <-
vision.

L  rs. Fi.M. i.\N. You might )•:. iiviorested to knov; that* • • -................  — v' '  - *■ • * '  * 1  V \ ^  V ' /  I  l i u l  l i l  » ( 11 v * / 1 »v<

iuariug in Michigan there was one ruprer. n ta iw  from iudvitvrv 
. ud everybody else l'epiv. erifed tin h-bor knv.. i think this indict.! Js 
■ d ; luck oi concern cm fin. part, of imhu.i.ry if they an "> *o.d m 
lorce, people, ii fh y can *oreo j - . i < >  work in* von d the normal 
working-week. I  think tin. indicates thui thev me deilahiVv im iw  to 
Lain advunti,rm of this? - *

But you did ask vhu t our conn ikdon had accomplish.*;!, and the 
prcj mfc commission hoa 11 in oxi teuce just a year. We 1 • ■ «• lritlrr.it 
a s .ud on itie ab.n mn Jaws in iuh.iiigan. Ye. have uuini’hed u 
’••t.mpiilet on law.s applying to woniAn. V, e. are. at, ihe iov uni li.ne 

...Mu four ongoing . .»• lyaling vtkli houad, M employ* 
t*. a, tvith f.avuly planning. • u ; h piriutlirito emjiiuyincnt <•• p.«i aoiiiV.;-
i or i/mcn. i ha there riv. ongoing 'projects at the present t •. fr’inci 
see hr.vo only been in existence u’ycar X would nav that o;w . 
i.ue r.brjrtion issue, and mir fight on the abortion issue nevn 

signilic Mit crmiribiitioii of thi? commit; noii.
. ir.i. \) c-.j gang. i .u :I >-.ys'.rn. :• nug.an In. i -a \w\
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witness?.* here on the orgsniised labor movement, and v ; iwiploy-

_  Lt>
r.rul its international “vice president,! would Hire to poir*, t t h a t  in

men in the labor movement

women who run sewing machines why you don’t have r,. pi\ >onder- 
f.nee of female leaders a t the higher levels as well as a t <h • local level ? .

Now, I don’t see how chat puts anybody on trial. Thr is trying to 
get some facts on the record.

Mr~. Vi’cLKiANG. I think that is a very reasonable or. 'Non to ask 
mid I  would'like to anw a r you havs a pr&pohderaneo of vom&a in 
the country, 53 percent of them, end one women in the U.S. Sc:.at:-, 
but- I  would Him to continue thru there arc t'area re.:::... , : 
Senator, and I  do rospee your sincerity. I  think you n  My if 
know, in  my way of thinking tlto first;one if mala cL nvi .... 1 
think the men in the hfnor movement arc not 'dihi.re..:- i ; . n y  oilier men.

lin t tho. second and tlia more important .reason is Ihu ;h • unen in the. l-.hor movement who :.r„. :.w ww of tb >* tv>

ir.i i •.< ork iorci in th? tux in hw. . . to
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THE PRECEDING DOCUMENT(S) HAY NOT FILM 
LEGIBLY BECAUSE OF POOR QUALITY OF THE 
ORIGINAL.
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court has never declared "sex" as suspect category as it has with race.

1. In 1948, the Supreme Court allowed Michigan to restrict women from be­
ing bartenders. "The constitution does not require legislatures to re-’ . 
fleet sociological insight or shifting social standards," Coesaert vs.

• • Cleary decision. This means that the state laws that bar women from ’ 

other occupations such as mining and wrestling would probably be upheld.

2. In 1951, the Supreme Court denied an appeal "from a convicted woman Who
said she was not tried by her peers because Florida allows women on the
jury only if they go to the courthouse and request to be put on the 
list. As justification the court said "a woman is still regarded as 
the center of home and the family."

3.. In 1971, the Supreme Court upheld the validity of sex-segregated public
schools. In this Vorsheimer case, a young girl was denied admittance to
Central H.S. in Philadelphia because she was a girl; the school offered
superior math and science training for superior male students.

4. In 1972, the Supreme Court said states could force women to use husband1s
names on drivers’ licenses.

\  .

5. In 1974, the Supreme Court upheld a Florida statute ~which provided a 
$500 property tax exemption to all widows but not widowers. ' •

‘ 0 * 

EXAMPLES OF STATE AND FEDERAL LAWS THAT THE ERA WOULD LIKELY HAKE ILLEGAL:

"Ir. cases challenging laws under the Equal Rights Amendment, the courts will be 
faced with essentially two alternatives: either to invalidate the law or to
equalize its application to the two sexes."- (Sex Discrimination, 1975).

1. ' N.Y. State, Virginia and nine other states, allow women to refuse jury
duty on the basis of sex. N.Y. City will NOT pay the salary of a female 
employee on jury duty but it will pay the salary of male employees.
Only 32 states have the same jury laws for men and women.

2. In New Mexico, Texas and Utah a "passion shooting" is accepted for hus- 
. bands but not £or wives.' That means the man would get.no penalty and

‘ * ‘ the' woman would be tried■ for murder. • • .• •

3. Kentucky allows adultery for husbands but not for wives. That Is, it is 
a crime for a woman to commit adultery, but not for a man.

4. In most states it is recognized that prostitution is applied only against “ 
females (not customers or male prostitutes) . .A 1976 Massachusetts state 
Supreme Court decision reaffirmed this position.

5. New. Jersey law gives a judge authority to give longer sentences for wo­
men, than men. Many 'other states do the same. Sometimes a woman is sent 
to a reformatory rather than a prison and stays there longer.

* %, h

6. In many states, men are not eligible for alimony.

7. Martin case, 1978. Nevada, Louisiana law making the husband manager of 
property. Mrs. Martin v/as the only one i/ho worked and supported the 
family, her husband being a student. She also bought a house for them 
to live in. Her husband wanted to borrow money by mortgaging the house, 
and she objected. He made the loan without her consent or signature, 
and did not repay. The bank sued to foreclose and Mrs. Martin sued to 
stop foreclosure on grounds that she had bought the property and had 
not consented to the loan. ** The Louisiana court held that the husband 
had full control of all marital property under all circumstances and 
allowed foreclosure. Affirmed by the Louisiana Supreme Court.

Mrs. Martin indicated that she would get a divorce and d.id not want 
to be married at such sacrifice.



Senator Robert Griffin testified before the Subcommittee in support 
of Senate Joint Resolution 100, which would change the traditional 
method of selecting Vice Presidential nominees. Following the 
Presidential election, the President-elect would nominate a person 
for Vice President.who would be then subject to confirmation by the 
new Congress, utilizing the procedures in Section 2 of the 25th 
Amendment. Thus, under Sonate Joint F. solution 160, every Vice Presidential nominee would bo subject to tht same intensive scrutiny 
as were Vice President Ford and Vice President Rockefeller.

Several witnesses expressed concern that this proposal would • 
distract the new Presidont and Congress from their other responsi­
bilities and w ould delay the organization of every new administration and the implementation of its pi ̂ grains. Furthermore, such a plan 
would leave the Presidency without a successor for an interim period 
and difficulties could arise if tho President were to become disabled 
during that period. CONCLUSION

The hearings to review tho first implementation of the Twenty- 
Fifth Amendment revealed widespread satisfaction with the operation of the amendment, and littlo support for anv spoeific alternative to 
Section 2. Although a few witnesses expressed views favoring change, 
there was an absence of agreement as to tho type of change, and serious 
objections were raised to each of the varying proposals. Clearly, the 
Subcommittee believes the Twenty-Fifth Amendment, which has 
been applied twice in its short existence, successfully met its first, 
and perhaps most difficult, tosts.

The Subcommittee issued a detailed report on tho first imnlentontu- 
rion of the Twenty-Fifth Amendment (See “A Review of tne Imple­
mentation of Section 2 of the 25th Amendment”, September, 1975, 
94th Congress, 1st Session) and published a compilation of testimony 
taken by tho Subcommittee in the course of its examination of the 
Section 2 mechanism. (See ''Examination of the First Implementa­tion of Section Two of tho Twenty-Fifth Amendment,” February 25, 
Fobruary 26, and March 11, 1975, 94th Congress, 1st Session.)

Equal Rights Amendment
LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

Proposed constitutional amendments providing for equal rights for 
men and women havo been introduced in every Congress since 1923, 
shortly after tho ratification of tho 19th Amendment extending the 
right to vote to women. Rosol .tions were reported favorably by the Subcommittee in the 88th, 89th and 90th Congresses, as well as a 
number of earlier Congresses. Resolutions wore reported favorably 
by the Committee on the Judiciary in the 80th, 81st, 82nd, 83rd, 84th, 
80th, 87th and 88th Congresses.In the 81st Congress, and again in tho 83rd Congress, resolutions 
passed the Senate with a floor amendment. This floor amendment or 
“rider” provided that tho lunguago set out above “shall not be con­
strued to impair any rights, benofits or exemptions now or hereafter

8. SPECIAL ELECTION BY THE SECTION 2 MECHANISM



conferred by law upon members of the female sex.” In both instances, 
the House of Representatives failed to act. The same floor amendment 
was added to an equal rights resolution during Senate consideration in the 86th Congress. Upon the motion of the resolution’s principal spon­
sors, it was recommitted to the Judiciary Committee.On May 5, 6, and 7, 1970, the Subcommittee held hearings on the 
equal rights amendment. It received testimony from 42 witnesses, five 
of whom opposed passage, received 75 additional insertions of mate­
rial, and compiled a hearing record of almost 800 pages. (The Equal 
Rights Amendment, Hearings before the Subcommittee on Constitu­
tional Amendments, 91st Congress, second session.) The Subcommittee 
met and reported Senate Joint Resolution 61 to the full Committee 
on August 10, 1970. Soon thereafter the full Committee held a further 
series of hearings on tho amendment, on September 9, 10, 11, and 15, 
1970. I t listened to 25 witnesses and compiled a 430 page record of 
hearings. (Equal Rights 1970, Hearings before tho Committee on tlie 
Judiciary, 91st Congress, second session.)After voting to discharge its Judiciary Committee from further 
consideration of the bill, the House of Representatives passed the 
Equal Eights Amendment, House Joint Resolution 264, on August 10, 
1970, by a vote of 350 to 15. The House-passed joint resolution was 
not referred to tho Sonate Judiciary Committee but placed on the 
Calendar pursuant to tho request of the Senate leadership. House 
Joint Resolution 264 becamo the pending Senate business on October 6,
1970. After several days of debate, on October 13, 1970, the Senate 
adopted by a vote of 36 yeas to 33 nays Senator Ervin’s am ■'dment, 
No. 1049, to ensure the continued validity of laws exempting -omen 
from compulsory military service. Amendment 1049 added a second 
sentence to tho first section of tho joint resolution as follows: “This 

' article shall not impair, however, tho validity of any law of the United 
States which exempts women liom compulsory military service.” 
Amendment 1049 also imposed a seven-year timo limit on tho ratifica­
tion process and made tho joint resolution effective two years— 
instead of one year—after ratification.After accepting the Ervin amendment, tho Senate also adopted, 
50 yeas to 20 nays, Senator Baker’s amondment, No. 1048, which added 
to tho pending joint resolution a second section proposing an addi­
tional constitutional amendment which would allow all persons law­
fully assembled in public building, to participate in nondenomina- 
tional prayer. The second proposed article read as follows:

Nothing containod in this Constitution shall abrid^o the 
right of persona lawfully assembled, in any public buddinjg 
v/liich is supported in whole or in part through tho expendi­
ture of public funds, to participate in nonaenominutional 
prayer.

After further debate the Senate laid aside tho joint resolution, as 
amended, on No mmber 19, 1970, and proceeded to the consideration 
of other business. No further action v/as taken in the 91st Congress.

In the 92d Congress, Subcommittee No. 4 of the Houso Judiciary 
Committee held hearings on House Joint Resolution 208—which was 
identical to Senate Joint Resolutions 8 and 9 in the 92d Congress- 
on March 24, 25, and 31; and April 1, 2, and 5, 1971, hearing testi­
mony from 35 witnesses. (Equal Rights jor Men and Women, Hearings

6
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Before Subcommittee No. 4 of the House Judiciary Committee, 92d 
Cong., 1st Sess. 1971). On April 29, 1971 the Subcommittee by a 
voice vote ordered the rneaM.ro reported to the House Judiciary 
Committee. The full Committee amended the joint resolution on 
June 22, 1971 bv a vote of 19 to 16 by adding a section which provided 
that the Amendment would “not impair the validity of any law of the 
United States which exempts a person from compulsory military 
service or any other law oi the United States or any State which 
reasonably promotes the health and safety of the people.” It then, 
by vote of 38 to 2, ordered the ioint resolution reported favorably. 
The Committee Report, 31.R. Rep. 92-259, was fded on July 14,1971. Separate views were filed by 14 Representatives; Minority 
views were filed by 3.

On October 12, 1971 the House rejected bv vote of 104 to 254 the 
Committee amendment to House Joint Resolution.208. After further 
debate, it approved the resolution in its original form bv vote of 354 
to 23 (117 Cong. llec. II. 9392 (Daily ed. Oct. 12, 1971)).In tho Senate, the Subcommittee \>n Constitutional Amendments, 
after repeatedly failing to pet a quorum earlier in the year, met on 
November 22, 1971, and adopted by vote of 6 to 4 a motion by Senator 
Ervin, to substitute the following lanpuape for sections 1 and 2 of 
Senate Joint Resolution 8, and Senate Joint Resolution 9, and House 
Joint Resolution 208:

Section 1. Neither the United States nor any State shall 
made any legal distinction between tho rights and responsi­
bilities of mule and femalo persons unless such distinction is 
based on physiological or functional differences between 
them.Section 2, The Congress shall hove the power to enforce 
the provisions of this article by appropriate legislation.

The Subcommittee then voted unanimously to report all threo joint 
resolutions, as amended, to the full Judiciary Committee.

By vote of 15 to 1 of Fobruary 29, 1972, tne Senate Judiciary Com­
mittee ordered Senate Joint Resolution 8, Senate Joint Resolution 9, 
and House Joint Resolution 208 reported favorably to the floor in 
their original form.The full Committee's report on tho Amendment, Senate Report 92- 
689, was submitted on March 14, 1972 together with minority views. 
Senate debate on tho Ameiidmont took place on March 15, 17, 20, 21, 
and 22, 1972. Final passage of tho Amendment, by a vote of 84 to 8, 
occurrod on March 22. Sc8 118 Cong. Rec. S4612 (daily od.) Mar. 22,
1972. Prior to final passage, the Senato took tho following action on 
the Amendment: rejected by 18 yeas to 73 nays Senator Ervin's 
ameiidmont No. 1065 dealing with military service; rejected by 18 yeas 
to 71 nays Ervin amendment No. 1066 dealing with service in combat units; rejected by 11 yeas to 75 nays Ervin amendment No. 1067 
dealing with protective legislation: rejected by 14 yeas to 77 nays 
Ervin amondment No. 1068 dealing with exemptions for wives, 
mothers and widows; rejected by 17 yeas to 72 nays Ervin amendment 
No. 1069 dealing with child support; rejected by 11 yeas to 79 nays 
Ervin amondment No. 1070 doaling with privacy: rejected by 17 
yeas to 71 nays Ervin amendment No. 1071 dealing with sexual 
offenses; rejected by 12 yeas to 78 nays Ervin amendment No. 472



dealing with physiojogical and functional differences; and rejected 
by 9 yeas to 82 navs Ervin amendment No. 1044 combining elements 
previously rejected.

Three-fourths (38) of the slates must, ratify the Equal Rights 
Amendment before March 22, 1979; it woidd take effect two years 
aftei ratification. The first state, Hawaii, did so within hours of final Congressional approval. To date, the following thirty-four states 
have ratified the amendment:

February 3, 1975.—North Dakota.
Februury 7, 1974.—Ohio.
January 21, 1974.— Montana.January 8, 1974.— Maine.
March 22, 1973.— Washington.
March 15, 1973.—Connecticut.
February 21, 1973.—Vermont.February 12, 1973.— New Mexico.
February 8, 1973.—Minnesota.
February 8, 1973.—Oregon.
February 2, 1973.—South Dukotu January 24, 1973.—Wyoming.
November 13, 1972.—California.
September 20, 1972.—Pennsylvania.
Juno 21, 1972.— Massachusetts.
June 15, 1972.—Kentucky.
May 26, 1972.— Maryland.

. May 22, 1972.— Michigan.
May 22, 1972.— New York.
April 22, 1972.— West Virginia.
April 21, 1972.—Colorado.
April 20, 1972.—Wisconsin.
April 12, 1972.— New Jersey.
April 14; 1972.— Rhode Island.
April 5, 1972.—Alaska.
April 4, 1972.—Tonnossee.
M a r c h  30, 1972.— T e x a s .
March 28, 1972.—Kansas.
March 24, 1972.— Idaho.
March 24, 1972.— Iowa.
March 23, 1972.—Delaware.
March 23, 1972.— Nebraska.March 23, 1972.— New Hampshire.
March 22, 1972.—Hawaii.Nebraska and Tennessee have since passed Resolutions of Recission, 

although there is a serious legal question whether such recissions are 
valid,There are sixteen states which have not ratified tho Equal Rights 
Amendment. The status of the Amendmont in those states is as follows: 

Alabama: No action taken.Arizona: Both Houses defeated the amendment.
Arkansas: No action taken.Florida: IIouso approved; Sonate rejected.
Georgia: Senate rejected.Illinois: House passed; defeated in Sonato.Committee.
•S.K. 1878— a
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Indiana: House approved: defeated in Senate Committee.
Louisiana: Senate approved amended version; (rejecting in terms 

of ratification); House committee voted not to report.
Mississippi: No action taken.
Missouri: House passed; Senate defeated.
Nevada: House unproved; Senate defeated.
North Carolina: House approved on first reading, defeated second 

reading.Oklahoma: House defeated (measure cannot be considered again 
until 1977).South Carolina: House tabled amendment.

Utah: House if Heated.Virginia No action in House; Senate committee defeated.
Abortion

The Sul committee devoted a ninjoi portion of its time during 
1975 to coi sideration of proposed constitutional amendments relating 
to abortion. Extensive hearings, begun during the second session of 
the 93rd Congress, were continued during the first session of the 
94th Congress. Those hearings substantially revolved around four 
proposed abortion amendments that had been referred to the Sub­committee lit the beginning of the 94th Congress. Senate Joint 
Resolution {•>, which would protect from abortion nil “persons” (from 
the moment of fertilization), Senate Joint Resolutions 10 and 11, 
which permit tho termination of pregnancy only when necessary 
to save the life of the mother; and Senate Joint Resolution 91, which 
would reserve to the States the power to regulate circumstances under 
which pregnancy may bo terminated.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY
Under Hoe v. Wade, 410 U.S. U3 (1973) and Doe v. Holton, 410 

U.S. 1970 (1973), the Supreme Court set forth tho constitutional 
rights and irestruinls regarding abortion. The Court attempted 
in those cases to balance the throo fundamental interests that it 
recognized: tho constitutionally protected right to privacy; the State’s 
interest in protecting maternal health; and the State's interest in 
preserving potential human life.

Stato criminal abortion law's that except from criminality only 
a life-saving procedure on the mother's behalf, without regard to 
the stage o f her pregnancy and other interests involved was held bv 
Hoe and Doe to violate the .Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth 
Amendment, which protects against state action the right to privacy, 
including a woman s qualified right to terminate her pregnancy. 
Tlmt qualified qjttht was dofinod as follows:(a) For the stage prior to approximately the end of the first 

trimester, the abortion decision and its effectuation must bo left 
to the inedicul judgment nif t ie pregnant women’s attending 
physician.(b) For tho stage subsequent to approximately the end of 
tho first trimester, the State, in promoting its interest in tho 
health of tho mother, may, if it clmoses, regulate tho abortion 
procedure in ways that are reasonably related to maternal health.



TESTIMONY

Senate Joint Resolution 1 
Room 50^, 3s00 Hearing

Joe Josephson

I am opposed to your resolution to request to again 

propose an amendment to the ^nited States Constitution 

guaranteeing equal rights to women.

The term of "sex" in the amendment is too ambiguous.

I feel that my rights as a woman are already protected by 

existing bills (I won’t list them because you know those bills 

from previous study and experience.) If there are areas that need 

improving, I‘ feel our legal system should interpret our 

existing laws more appropriately.

More than the above, I am deeply concerned as a mother of 

three children what your amendment will do for the future of 

America. I feel the ERA undermines the traditional family.

I suggest you get a copy of NOW’s updated resolutions and 

read for yourselves what the feminists say. That small 

minority of people do not represent the majority of America's 

women as proven by the ERA's recent defeat even though the 

deadline was extended! Come on, Senators and Representatives, 

spend your time improving the life style in our state and 

country instead of trying to revive a dead horse!

y i '  'fo u r u fr - '

Kathy K. Brown 

P. 0. Box 2869 

Juneau, Alaska 99803 

January 28, 1983

copies sent to: V. Fischer, Kerttula, Sturgulewski, Rodey,

Fahrenkamp, and Josephson

Duncan, Miller, Ray 

Young, Stephens, Murkowski



January 28, 1983 
P.O. Box 2743 
Juneau, AK 99803

My name is Elaine Brayton. I am a wife, mother, end 
grandmother.

I am very much opposed to the Senate Joint Resolution 
No. 1.

I believe the whole concept -)£ the E.R.A. has been 
based on a lie. It is not jvst a battle for women'u 
rights - and I very .'much object to women being used 
as a reason for an amendment :hat will not benefit tnem 
in the least, and will do away with many of their rights. 
We are already covered by the Constitution of the Ur :.ted 
States, the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Equal 
Opportunity Act of 1972.

I do not feel that our time and money should be spent 
promoting this amendment. We need to invest our time 
and money <pn more constructive acts.

Thank you.

Respectively submitted,

C "/ ’
<. c J • * t / /

Elaine Brayton
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Senate fa in t  Ifc s o litio n  t
faxUf Sou in  8 8 /' C a ll flu e , fax icon, flk . 98 801

9 cun a ho ■■.sewihe cuul mother o f tvo c h ild re n . 9 (vork p art-tim e a t t lie  U a llc if 
b a p tis t p re -sch o o l. fnj name in  Qudif X c v is .

9 lu u e read the. r roposed Semite- fa in t  R jeso litso n  N o .I and cj;i opposed to  i t s  passage.
Mtj 'p ecu .it concesuz in  wsth lin e s  t l  through t6  o f  th in  re so lu tio n  ivhic.li sa i/s:
'IfJhercas, e ffe c tiv e  October J  if , 1972, th e C o n stitu tio n  of th e  S ta te  o f A laska. wan 
mended hi/ a vote of th e  people to it  id . de a p ro u isio n  th a t no pennon in  to he denied
th e  cnj.oijment o f aiuf c iv i l  op ro l'tk c a l rig h t bceasuse o f s e X ..n

cJhe reason 9 am concerned in  hecanne a t one tim e, rco p lc,, itioLuding. m ifsclf, were, 
su re  of th e  meaning of a c iv it . r ig h t end a p o lit ic a l pi a n t.

fa  one ivarx -to he dented eni.ogment c>•■ a c iv  i t  r ie h t meant. . .d o i t  >rig h ts :  Vhosc rig h ts
guaranteed to  the in d iv id n o t htj the I ]  th and tilth - amendments' to  the C o n stitu tio n  
o f the U .S . cvU htj co n tain  other actn o f Congress, e sp e d a ltif exemption, f  eon in vo lu n tan / 
se rv itu d e  and. egual treatm ent o f a lt  people w ith  resp ect to  the aifot/ment o f - l i f e , 
t ih e rtif and nropertif and. to t'.c rp ro le c tio n  o f th e leuo. 11 (lO cbstcr n D ie tio n a .r/)

Vodaif, c iv i l  r ig h ts  have been re in .! crp>ro.tcd to mean if on have- a p ig ht to t i le , ontij 
i f  if on a rc  born'. J)f if on are. fy Jt if ’ormed hut unhopn, tfoit mat} not. have a n ig h t to
t id e .

what- about lib c rtx f?  X ihori'x] ban b n,n  re in te rp re te d  I  o mean, if on o n if have tih e rtif 
to itne ijo u r tim e, o p p o rtu n itie s. cue, g if, ta le n ts , a b iliM i caul monctf to succeed so 
■that most o f ivhat i/ou have can-be given to those, who don t  use. th e ir  tim e, opportu­
n it ie s , cnergt/, ta le n ts , o b h litif aiul. monetf to succeed. X ib ertxf is . in terp reted , a s 
t ih e rtif to re d is trib u te  th e  w ealth and make evert/one eguallxf m ediocre..

iro p e rtif has-been re in te rp re te d  to mean th a t which t/oti save fo r , work fo r, purchase, 
m ain tain , pau taX es on, but wluich evert/one e ise , from c it if  borough o f f ic ia ls  
w ith  th e ir  s trin g  o f p erm its, S tate , o ffic io / s  w ith  oampllance codes and fader a. I  
O ff ic ia ls  w ith  IfegiuLatopjf aaenci.es am  enforcem ent bif w itholding. funds, can A e ll 
ifon what do do w ith  i t .

/

Ulnts through re in te rp p o tatio n  o f  the word d iv il rig h ts , we are. alreadtf dcprucxL 
o f ejuoifm ent o f these c iv il, r ig h ts , peg aid /, css of what sex we, a rc  and in  s p ite  o f 
th e C o n stitu tio n  o f th e S te le  o f rlla sk a .

iOe are, a im  denied our. p o / it ic a i rig h ts , which iilc h stcrs  d efin es' as 1 th e  rig h t, 
to p a rtic i,p a te  i t  determ ining, th e  fo-yi, choosing th e  o f f ic ia ls , making. tho, taws, 
and ca rry in g  on th e  fu n ctio n s o f one. s  gnuoriv.ient. 11
fin  a Xamptc i s  t i i s  FRfl amendment. lUcexutse, when the, n atio n  lia s  a lread if noted- 
on id ea down', our pcjip.esentxutives keep coming, back w ith the, p .d u tro d iictio ii of 
th is  concept, saijin g . in  e ffe c t, we didn t  I-now what we, were, uotijig o r.

Now th a t 9 ,hi educated to the peat meaning, o t the [C/I amendment, 9 m aivare 
o f th e so c ia l. chance th a t the. NO‘J o rg an isatio n , th e  main supiport behind th is  

amendment, i s  pushing. Vie, goal is . to ta l so c ia lism . 9 recommend you- to  
read th e ir  pham rhlet, ' "Ifcvo lo tio n , Como .tow i s  Now11 a sim iiarif o f IW  S eXrsUn.g. 
re so lu tio n s, aiul p o lic ie s  ( I W ) , and t ie  even more dio clin g . proposals ov 1*181,

K indhf inform  i/o u rse lf o ' th e  i,\sn e.s behind th is  proposed, and do not pass t-AcCT 
th is  re so lu tio n , seeming/g harm less, but', in  ra a litx f nojff \ ( jj'XC/ I  Ifa*

\S



T e s t i m o n y  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  . S e n a t e  HESS C o m m i t t e e  b y  A l i c e  B e r g c i o l l  
on  S e n a t e  J o i n t  R e s o l u t i o n  Ko» 1 " R e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  p r o p o s a l  b y  C o n g r e s s  
o f  a n  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m e n d m e n t . "  J a n a u r y  28, 198?/

Do y o u  know  t h a t  s e x  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  i s  a l r e a d y  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
p r o h i b i t e d ?  The  l ^ t n  Amendmen t  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  p r o t e c t i o n .

S e c t i o n  1: E q u a l i t y  o f  r i g h t s  u n d e r  t h e  l a w
s h a l l  n o t  b e  d e n i e d  o r  a b r i d g e d  b y  t h e  U n i t e d  
S t a t e s  o r  b y  a n y  S t a t e  on  a c c o u n t  o f  s e x .

Why h a d n ' t  s e x - r e l a t e d  i n e q u a l i t i e s  b e e n  r e c o g n i z e d  .and l e g i s l a t e d  
a g a i n s t  b e f o r e ?  T h e y  h a v e ,  l e t  me name a  f e w .  E m p l o y m e n t  - The  
E q u a l  P a y  A c t  o f  1963, t h e  E q u a l  E m p l o y m e n t  C p p o r t u n i t y  A c t  o f  1972, 
t h e  C o m p r e h e n s i v e  E m p l o y m e n t  a n d  T r a i n i n g  Ac' ,  o f  1972, t h e  C i v i l  
R i g h t s  A c t  o f  196^, t h e  S m a l l  B u s i n e s s  A c t  o f  1972. T h e s e  a l s o  
a f f e c t  e d u c a t i o n ,  c r e d i t  e l i g i b i l i t y ,  h o u s i n g  a n d  p u b l i c  a c c o m m o d a t i o n .

W o u l d  r a t i f i c a t i o n  e r a s e  p r e s e n t  i n e q u a l i t i e s ?  Has  a n t i - s e g r e g a t i o n  
l a w s  e r a s e d  r a c i a l  i n e q u a l i t i e s ?

Ha s  n e g a t i v e  r e s u l t s  a n d  d i f f i c u l i t i e s  o c c u r r e d  f o r  t h e  " l i b e r a t e d "  
woman? B j  “ s t a t i s t i c a l  s t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i n  t h e i r  r u s h  t o  a c h i e v e  
" t o t a l  e q u a l i t y "  w i t h  t h e  m a l e ,  woman a r e  c l o s i n g  t h e  g a p  w i t h  men i n  
s u c h  a r e a s  a s  a l c o h o l i s m ,  a u t o  a c c i d e n t s ,  s u i c i d e s  a n d  h e a r t  d i s e a s e .

Was t h e  am en dm en t  t o  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h o  S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  011 
O c t o b e r  16, 1972 e v e n  n e c e s s a r y ?

Do y o u  r e a l i z e  how much t i m e ,  money  a n d  e f f o r t  h a s  b e e n  w a s t e d  t o w a r d s  
a n  i s s u e  t h a t ,  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  u n n e c e s s a r y  a n d  e v e n  p o t e n t i a l l y  d e t r i ­
m e n t a l  t o  i m p r o v i n g  t h e  c o n d i t b n 3  f o r  women?

Why a r e  we w a s t i n g  e v e r y b o d y ' s  v a l u a b l e  t i m e  on t h i s  i s s u e ?

A s  a  woman i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r e s e r v i n g  t h e  f e m a l e  c e x  a n d  a s  a  p e r s o n  
o f  (The S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a ,  I  r e q u e s t  t h a t ,  my c o n c e r n s  b e  c o n s i d e r e d .
P l e a s e  r e j e c t  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n .

C I U lsl

M r s .  A l i c e  B e r g d o l l  
9896 Lund  S t r e e t  
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  99801 
S86-I^5b



P aqe  I .  O eA tiiso to i fo A  N .C .S S , Committee, ty n n a A ij 2 8 , 1981

Senate, tyo iiit ffe a o h tlo n  £
% d* i ScjwIa. 884f S c . i l f lu e , tyuneau. f lk . 11801

i? am a  h o u A o w l f e  a n d  mo t h e n .  o f  t w o  c h U c U e u .  9  m o d e  p a n l - t l m e  a t  t h e .  (Jo lley 
S a f ) t i i t  p A e - n c h o o l .  f l y  name I a .  tyudx j X e w la .

9• houe no. ad tne. AopoAad S en d c  f j o l n t  t f f i A o h t l o n  N o .I and am oppoaed to  I t  a. paAAoqe. 
Ny <p e c la t  conccnn a a. w ith  h n * * A .  13 thnouch 16 o f  t h i n .  n o A n l u t l o n  which a o i/a . :

{
O h e

a u a jC
A c a A o n  9 c m  corxianncA I a . b e c a u A / i  a t one tim e, cco o lc , InoLt ullna. n u j A o l f ,  w one 
. of th e  memlnq o f a c lu ll d r / 't  and a p o lit ic a l \ la h t.

No one wan to  he denl.ed enioyment o f a d u l l  c lc h t  meant*.. c i v i l '  n la h ta : O/ioac A.iqhtx. 
onaAonteed to  th e  I uI IuaauioI  by th e  I j t h  a id  h l t lv  amendmentA.' to  th e  C onA tltu tlon  
o f th e  U.S. and by ce -.tain othen. ojcI a  o f ConnA.CAA, CAp>cdnlh\ exempt' on f  nom In u o lu it c  
ACAultnde aitd. can a l t tc a tm e r l o f a l l  p con le  w ith  noApc.ct to  tl'.afi enf.oyment o f l i f e ,  
l i b e i t i f  and nAopenty and- to  ihenpAotection o f th e  law . , 11 (lOebA.ted^: &<.c£ioncu'ui)
9 o d a i< ,  d . u l l  - t i g h t a .  h a u e . b e e n  A c i n i  c A r  A c te d .  t o  m e a n  y o n  h a v e - a  A l q h t  t o  l i f e ,  o n h f  

I f  y o n  a ' l e  b o A J t.  9 f  y o n  a n a . f u J l j  1 n a m e d  b u t  w h o  a h ,  y o u  m a t/ n o t .  h a v e  a  A tqht t o  

t i l e .

v J h a l a b o u t  l i b c A l t f ?  X i b c A h f  haA . b ~  n  n a lh t o A . p a .e t e d  t o  m e a n ,  y o u  o n h f  h a u e  l l b e n t y  
t o  U A e  ifo u A . t i m e ,  o n p o a£ i u i l t i c A . .  o j ic  o y ,  t r J - c n t .A . ,  a b i l l t u  a n d  m o n e y  t o  A u c c c o d  a o  

■t h a t  m o l t  o f  w h a t  y o n  h a u e  e o n - b e  a l u e n  t o  th o A - e  w h o  d o n . t  to w .  t h e i n .  t i m e ,  o p p o a t n -  

n i t ' c A , ,  e n c A a y , t a le n t A . ,  a b i l i t y  c a u l m o n e if  t o  A u c c e e d ,  X ib e A . t i f  I a . h t e n p A c t e d  a < i 

l i b e n h i  t o  A e d l A t n l l u . t e  t h e  w e a l t h  a n d . m a l'.e  e v e s n jo n c  e q u a l h f  m e d lo c A e .

p A o p c n t i f  h a A  b e e n  A e l n t c / y ) A c t e d  t o  m e a n  t h a t  w h ic h  y o u  A -n u e  { o a ., w a t h  { o a ,  p u n c h  g a c ,  

m a i n t a i n ,  p a y  ta X c A .  o n ,  b u t  w h ic h  e u e u /o n e .  cI a c . fA o m  c l t u f  b o n o u q h  o f  f l c l . d a  

w i t h  t h e * A .  a I a a u c . o f  p e n m l tA . ,  S t a l e ,  o f f i c i a l a - w i t h  o o m p lu in c e  c o d c A . a n d  U c d e n a l  

O f f l c l . a J n  w i t h  I f e q u la t o A J j  a a e n d c A .  a n d  c n fo A .c c m c n t  b y  w t l L o K l n q .  { u n c le ,  c a n  d e l l .  

y o n  w h a t ,  d o  do w i t h  i t .
' *

U /u la . t h n o u n h  A o ln t e A p  a  e l a t i o n  o f  t h e .  w o n d  d l u l l  A l q h t A ,  we. a t e  a l l  c a d i j  d q iA 'U c x i  
o f  e i l o i f m e n t  o f  t h c A c  d u l l  A l r h t A . ,  A eqa .rdJ .C A x . o f  w h a t  a o X  w e  a - te  a n d  i n  A j i l t o .  o f  

t h e  C o n A t l t u l l o n  o f  t h e  S t a l e  o f  f l l o A h a .

lOe a r c .  a l i .  ' d e n i e d  o tin . p o l i t i c a l  A lq h t A ,  w h ic h  U c h A .tc A A  d e f i n nA : ga. " t h e  A lq h t .  
to  p a n t l c l p a t ' e  l i t  d e t c A j x i n l n a  t h e  fo A M , c h o o A ln q  t h e .  o f f ' c l c J . A . ,  m r h h iq .  t h e  Io w a .  

a n d  C M A A itln tu  o n  t h e  f u n c t l o n A .  o f  o n e  a. c n u c n n r . ’. e n t .  11

Now t h a t .  9 1 m e d u c a t e d  t o  t h e  a c o J .  m c a n in q .  o f  t h e .  O f f  I  a m e n d m e n t ,  9  m a w  o a c  
o f t h e  A o e l a J ■ e h m a e  t h a t  t h e .  NCbJ 0A q a n i7. a U .0n ,  ■t h e  m a in  A u p p o A t  b e h u u l  t h i n .

a m e n d m e n t ,  I a . p i t A h in n .  S h e  cocJ. I  a  t o t a l .  A o d a l i x u s i .  9 A .e c o m m a td i f o u  t o  
a x u u I  t h d n .  p h a m ' h l c t ,  " ( f e u o l i t i o n ,  h o m o  a o w  I t  N o w "  a  a iu w io a j /  o f  f J . i l  S  e X L A ltn q .  
A C A o lt t - io u A .  a n d  p o l i d c A .  ( 1 1 7 3 ) ,  a n d  t h e  e v e n  m o A e  a h o c J u n q . ip A a p o a a U .  o j  1 1 8 3 .

\
Klyulhi hfoAm youxAolf o f  the Iaahca. behind, thin. nAonoAal. and do n o t  paAA. 

t h i n  ACAolutlon, Accic.ltaJy haAmleÂ t, but■ In A a a l i t i j  n o j f c  \  (  O l ^ J  (  ^



T e s t i m o n y  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  S e n a t e  HESS C o m m i t t e e  b y  A l i c e  B e r g d o l l  
on  S e n a t e  J o i n t  R e s o l u t i o n  No. 1 " R e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  p r o p o s a l  b y  C o n g r e s s  
o f  a n  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m e n dm e n t . "  J a n a u r y  28, 1983

Do y o u  know  t h a t  s e x  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  i s  a l r e a d y  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
p r o h i b i t e d ?  The  l ^ t h  Amendmen t  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  p r o t e c t i o n .

S e c t i o n  1: E q u a l i t y  o f  r i g h t s  u n d e r  t h e  l a w
s h a l l  n o t  b e  d e n i e d  o r  a b r i d g e d  b y  t h e  U n i t e d  
S t a t e s  o r  b y  a n y  S t a t e  on a c c o u n t  o f  s e x .

Why h a o a o ' t  s e x - r e l a t e d  i n e q u a l i t i e s  b e e n  r e c o g n i z e d  a n d  l e g i s l a t e d  
a g a i n s t  b e f o r e ?  T h e y  h a v e ,  l e t  me name a  f e w .  E m p l o y m e n t  - The  
E q u a l  P a y  A c t  o f  1963, t h e  E q u a l  E m p l o y m e n t  O p p o r t u n i t y  A c t  o f  1972, 
t h e  C o m p r e h e n s i v e  E m p l o y m e n t  a n d  T r a i n i n g  A c t  o f  1972, t h e  C i v i l  
R i g h t s  A c t  o f  196^, t h e  S m a l l  B u s i n e s s  A c t  o f  1972. T h e s e  a l s o  
a f f e c t  e d u c a t i o n ,  c r e d i t  e l i g i b i l i t y ,  h o u s i n g  a n d  p u b l i c  a c c o m m o d a t i o n .

W o u l d  r a t i f i c a t i o n  e r a s e  p r e s e n t  i n e q u a l i t i e s ?  Ha s  a n t i - s e g r e g a t i o n  
l a w s  e r a s e d  r a c i a l  i n e q u a l i t i e s ?

Ha s  n e g a t i v e  r e s u l t s  a n d  d i f f i c u l i t i e s  o c c u r r e d  f o r  t h e  " l i b e r a t e d "  
woman? B i o s t a t i s t i c a l  s t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i n  t h e i r  r u s h  t o  a c h i e v e  
" t o t a l  e q u a l i t y "  w i t h  t h e  m a l e ,  woman a r e  c l o s i n g  t h e  g a p  w i t h  men i n  
s u c h  a r e a s  a s  a l c o h o l i s m ,  a u t o  a c c i d e n t s ,  s u i c i d e s  a n d  h e a r t  d i s e a s e .

Was t h e  am en dm en t  t o  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  on 
O c t o b e r  1^, 1972 e v e n  n e c e s s a r y ?

Do y o u  r e a l i z e  how much t i m e ,  money  a n d  e f f o r t  h a s  b e e n  v / a s t e d  t o w a r d s  
a n  i s s u e  t h a t  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  u n n e c e s s a r y  a n d  e v e n  p o t e n t i a l l y  d e t r i ­
m e n t a l  t o  i m p r o v i n g  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  women?

Why a r e  we w a s t i n g  e v e r y b o d y ' s  v a l u a b l e  t i m e  on t h i s  i s s u e ?

A s  a  woman i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r e s e r v i n g  t h e  f e m a l e  s e x  a n d  a s  a  p e r s o n  
o f  6he S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a ,  I  r e q u e s t  t h a t  my c o n c e r n s  be  c o n s i d e r e d .
P l e a s e  r e j e c t  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n .

Cl.U OL
M r s .  A l i c e  B e r g d o l l  
3 89 6  L und  S t r e e t  
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  99801 
986-1399



January 28, 1983 
P.O. Box 2743 
Juneau, AK 99803

My name is Elaine Brayton. I am a wife, mother, and 
grandmother.

I am very much opposed to the Senate Joint Resolution 
No. 1.

I believe the whole concept of the E.R.A. has been 
based on a lie. It is not just a battle for women's 
rights - and I veryJmuch object to women being used 
as a reason for an amendment that will not benefit them 
in the least, and will do away with many of their rights. 
We are already covered by the Constitution of the United 
States, the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Equal 
Opportunity Act of 1972.

I do not feel that our time and money should be spent 
promoting this amendment. We need to invest our time 
and money pn more constructive acts.

Thank you.

Respectively submitted,

Elaine Brayton



TESTIMONY

Senate J o in t  Resolution 1 
Room 50^, 3:00 Hearing

Joe Josephson

I am opposed to your resolution to request to again 

propose an amendment to the ^nited States Constitution

guaranteeing equal rights to women.

The term of "sex" in the amendment is too ambiguous.

I feel that my rights as a woman are already protected by 

existing bills (I won°t list them because you know those bills 

from previous study and experience.) If there are areas that need 

improving, I' feel our legal system should interpret our 

existing laws more appropriately.

More than the above, I am deeply concerned as a mother of 

three children what your amendment will do for the future of 

America. I feel the ERA undermines the traditional family.

I suggest you get a copy of NOW's updated resolutions and 

read for yourselves what the feminists say. That small 

minority of people do not represent the majority of America's 

women as proven by the ERA's recent defeat even though the 

deadline was extended! Come on, Senators and Representatives, 

spend your time improving the life style in our state and 

country instead of trying to revive a dead horse!

copies sent to: V. Fischer, Kerttula, Sturgulewski, Rodey,

Fahrenkamp, and Josephson

Duncan, Miller, Ray 

Young, Stephens, Murkowski

Kathy K. Brown 
P. 0 . Box 2869 
Juneau, A laska 99803
January 28, 1983



In  Romans 13:1 (A n n ) ,  tho P ih ie  says , "L e t  eve ry  je rs o n  he l o y a l l y  
s u b je c t  to  the g o v e rn in g  a u t h o r i t i e s .  For th e re  i s  no a u t h o r i t y  except 
f ro m  God— by H is  p e rm is s io n ,  H is  s a n c t io n ;  and those  t h a t  e x i s t  do so by 
G od 's  a p p o in tm e n t . "  The R ib le  a ls o  says in  I  T im o th y  2 :1 - 2 ,  " I  e x h o r t  
t h e r e f o r e ,  t h a t ,  f i r s t  o f  a l l ,  s u n o l i c a t i o n ,  m a y o r s ,  in t e r c e s s io n s ,  and 
g i v i n g  o f  th a n ks ,  be made f o r  a l l  men: For k in g s ,  and f o r  a l l  t h a t  are in  
a u t h o r i t y ;  t h a t  ve ra y  lead - q u ie t  and peaceable l i f e  i n  a l l  g o d l in e s s  
and h o n e s ty . "

The c i t i z e n s  o f  t h i s  s ta te  who adhere to  and f o l l o w  the te a ch in g s  o f  
the  P ib lc  a re  commanded by God to  obey and p ra y  f o r  the  men and women ir. 
a u t h o r i t y  over us . There a re  many who p ray  d a i l y  f o r  the government o f  
t h i s  s t a t e  and f o r  t h i s  n a t io n .  That i s  our sacred o b l i g a t i o n  to  you.

Put those who govern  our s ta te  a ls o  have an o b l i g a t i o n  to  i t ' s  c i t i z e n s  
b e fo re  God. P roverbs  ? ? :?  s t a t e s , t h a t ,  "V.'hen the r ig h te o u s  are  in  a u t h o r i t y ,  
the  peop le  r e j o i c e ;  b u t  ••/hen the wicked man r u le s ,  the peonle groan and
s ig h . "  Froberbs l f : l '  says, " I t  i s  an o b om in a t io n  to  k in g s  to  commit
w ickedness : f o r  the  th rone  is  e s ta b l is h e d  by r ig h te o u s n e s s . "

Whether you adhere  to  the te a c h in g s  o f  the  P ib le  o r  n o t — you have an 
o b l i g a t i o n  to  pe rfo rm  th a t  which i s  r i g h t  and Ju s t  f o r  a l l  o f  the people you 
r e p re s e n t .

The Equal R ig h ts  Amendment is  in  d i r e c t  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  the laws o f  God
as s p e l le d  out i n  the P ib le .  in  pass ing  t h i s  law , you would rose enormous
problems and c o n f l i c t s  w i th  the r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f s  o f  you r most law a b id in g  
and re s p e c ta b le  c i t i z e n s .  A l l  over t h i s  s t a t e ,  peou le  would he fo rced  to  
b reak  t h i s  la .  in  ord, to  obey t h e i r  God. The Equa l R ig h ts  Amendment F ■; 
so many lo o ih o le s  th a t  i t .  would hang l i t e r a l l y  thousands o f  in n o c e n t  p eop le .

Under the Equa l E ig h ts  Amendment, my th re e  d a u g h te rs  would be s u b je c t  
t o  the d r a f t .  To d is re g a rd  t h e i r  sex would mean th a t  they cou ld  no t have 
se p a ra te  bathroom o r l i v i n g  f a c i l i t i e s

R e l ie v e rs  a re  c a l le d  to  be se pa ra te  and h o ly .  They a re  c a l le d  to  f o l l o w  
Jesus C h r i s t  in  word, deed, and exam ple . They a re  n o t  o n ly  to  f le e  f o r n l c a t t u  
and im m ora l s i t u a t i o n s ,  b u t  to a vo id  the ve ry  appearance o f  e v l l f l  Thes; )
To have my dau gh te rs  l i v i n g  w i th  men would c e r t a i n l y  be e v i l  and would -ose 
innum erab le  problem s f o r  them as women.

The Equal R ig h ts  Amendment would a bso lve  husbands from the f i n a n c ia l  
ia r., '.»!• •= i b i  1 i t  .• o f  t h e i r  w ive s .  The P ib le  teaches t h a t  a man is  re s p o n s ib le  
f o r  the e n t i l e  ca re  and p r o te c t io n  o f  h is  househo ld .



The Equa l f r ig h ts  Amendment would gua ran tee  r i g h t s  to  le s b ia n s  and 
homosexuals and fo r c e  B ib le  b e l ie v i n g  c i t i z e n s  to  h i r e  them, even to  
tea ch  t h e i r  c h i l d r e n .  The B ib le  says in  Romans 1 :2 6 -3 2 ,  among o th e rs ,  
t h a t  such p r a c t i c e s  are  condemned by God.

Whether you b e l ie v e  the  B ib le  o r  n o t ,  you have an o b l i g a t i o n  tc  
hear and r e a l i z e  what a t e r r i b l e  burden t h i s  law would p lace  on many. 
Thousands would be fo rced  to  obey God r a th e r  than men and l i k e  D a n ie l ,  
the y  would be fed to  the l i o n s  f o r  t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  c o n v i c t i o n s .

T h is  la v  does n o t  p r o te c t  women. Cn the c o n t r a r y ,  i t  opens the  door 
f o r  a l l  k in d s  o f  sexua l abuse o f  women

Tiease  vo te  "n o "  on r enate J o in t  R e s o lu t io n  / / I  and p r o te c t  those 
c i t i z e n s  whose o n ly  " c r im e "  is  t h a t  they  w ish to  he a l low ed  to  serve  and 
w o rs h ip  God a c c o rd in g  t c  the te a c h in g s  o f  the B bh le . 

th a n k  you .

r e s p e c t f u l l y ,

Barbara  T'.  T y n d a l l
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tely the appropriate number of 
reviewed. The Secretary shall 

Tli-e appropriate number of vases 
sjttd In »ach State after eomuilf-- 

w  StAte netney pefc. ming such 
vpoa the backlog of penclinp, 

' projected number of new appll- 
rCubiuty insurance benefits, and 

.J’* ' '  Md projected staffing levels c-f 
B r  •**ncy. The Secretary shall 

tesaalfy ip the Committee oa.JT_ 
Up: Senate and the Committee on 
“ Means of the House of Rcpvc- 

»llh respect to the dotermlna 
by Uie Secretary under the pre­
face.".

amendments made by subsection 
breome effective on the dale of the 

of this Joint Resolution.

during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday. September 1G. at. 0:30 a.m.. 
to hold a hearing to consider hospital 
reimbursement systems used by pri­
vate third-party payers.
Tim PRESIDING OFFICER. Wil 

out objection, it is so ordered.
th

ADDITIONAL STATEMENT

mineral
NOTICES OF HEARINGS

paailTOTEE OS ENERGY AND
resources 

WARNER. Mr. President, I 
like to announce for the Infor- 
of the Senate and tlie public 

the oversight hearings regarding' 
Pica's role in tlie world coal expoi t 
tit previously scheduled before 
Ŝubcommittee on Energy and Mfn- 
' Resources for Friday, September 
ind Thursday. September 23, at 
vm. have been postponed and will 

rescheduled at a later date. 
n>r further Information regarding 

hearings, you may wish to con- 
! Mr. Roger Sindclai of the sub- 

iwumitlee staff at 224-423(5.

'h e r op.
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ViTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES 
•TO MEET

t«\X.M!,> rTU: ON SUIirACK TRANSPORTATION
Mr. V,’SICKER. Mr. President, I iu.k. 

tt'-itiltnotis consent that, the Subcom- 
fi'ittce ort Surface Transportation of 
'he Commit,tee on Commerce, Science 
*hd Transportation, be authorized to 
writ fluiiig; the session of the Senate 
Ja Thursday, September 1C, at 0:30 

to hold an oversight hearing on 
e»ftl slurry pipelines.
Die PRESIDING OFFICER. With- 

ml objection, it. Is so ordered.
Al l Il f COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AKKAIIIS

Mr. WEICKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Select 
Committee on Indian Affa' a be au­
thorized to meet during the session of 
'he Senate on Thursday. September 
16. at 9:30 a.m., to hold an oversight, 
hearing on the statute of limitations.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With­

out objection, it Is so ordered,
COMMI m a t  ON EINANCE

Mr. WEICKER. Mr. President. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Commit­
tee on Finance be authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Thursday, September 10. at 9:30 n.m, 
to hold n hearing on tuition tax cred­
its.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. With­

out. objection, It. Is so ordered.
SU11COMMITTKE ON HEALTH

Mr. WEICKER. Mr. President. I ask 
unanimous consent that the Subcom­
mittee on Health, of the Committee 
on Finance, be authorized to meet

that Mr. Alda's 
in full in the

WOMEN S RIGHT'S PARK
0 Mr. MOYNIIIAN. Mr. President, on 
July *7. 1982. 3 days after 1 joined 
with 50 of my Senate colleague';. in 
reintroducing the equal rights amend­
ment. the Women's Rights National 
Historical Park in Seneca Falls, N.Y., 
w.v dedicated. Seneca Falls was the 
si'e of the 10415 Women’s Rights Con­
vention that marked 'he beginning of 
tlie womens movement in this coun­
try. It v as also in Sent a Falls that in 
1923 Alive Pp.vii wrote t n equal right.' 
amendment. To. commemorate the 
long struggle for women's suffrage and 
equal rights, to honor the early lean* 
ors in the women's movement and to 
recognize the significant role that 
Seneca Falls played in this movement, 
Senator Javits and I Introduced legis­
lation f.H. 22G3) to create the Worn or/s 
Rights Park. On December 28, 1980, 
that, legislation became law as part ol 
Public Law 90-007.
Mr. President, I wish to commend to 

my colleagues I hr pow erful ntr.l In­
structive remarks made by Mr. Aian 
A Ida at the dedication ceremony for 
the Women's Rights Park. Mot only 
does Mr Alda remind us of the accom­
plishments of the remarkable women 
who orga1 ‘zed arid participated In the 
IJ54J5 cot •nt.lon but he makes us 
keenly aware of the yet unfinished 
struggle In this Nation to bar illscrlini- 
nntlon on the busts of sex. A struggle,
1 should add, itt which Mr. Alda is a 
tireless and vigorous part icipant.
As Mr. Altla points out so appropri­

ately in his remarks hi Seneca Falls, 
now Is the time to reaffirm our un­
swerving commitment to securing 
equal rights for every American. To 
quote Mr. Mela, as lie draws on Lin­
coln:

It Is rather fur us to be here dedicated let 
the crest, task remaining before us- that 
from these honored women we take In ­
creased devotion to Mint cause for which 
they gave the Iasi full measure of devo­
tion—Mint we here highly resolve that these 
women shall not have lived and died In vain, 
that this Nation under God shall have a 
new birth of freedom and that government 
of the people, by the people, for the people 
shall not perish from the earth.

I also lake (Tils opportunity to ac­
knowledge Mr. Alda's personal gener­
osity In supporting the development of 
the park itself. Tho Women's Rights 
Park consists of five sites that were as­
sociated with the 1048 convention, 
among them the Elizabeth Cady Stan­
ton House, The purchase of this house 
was accomplished with the help of a 
generous gift from Mr. Altla. We 
thank hint.

Mr. President, I ask 
remarks be printed 
R eco rd.
The remarks follow:
A lan Alda's R emarks at S eneca F alls— 

J u l y  1'7,1982 

It Is exactly 13-5 years since Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton walked In the streets of 
Seneca Falls with these words sounding in 
tier head: "W o hold these truths to he self, 
evident—that all n u n  an.t women are cre­
ated equal."

When she presented that Declaration of 
Sentiments at the Women's Rights Conven­
tion on July 20, 1843, she Crew not only on 
the historic words of Thomas Jefferson, but 
on Hie rry for freedo.t thnt hart animated 
tlie American Revolution—"No taxation 
without represent ttlon." She asked lor 
something that was. Rt the lime, almost un- 
hr-ard of—Che right for women to vote.

The courage of that act is almost unimag­
inable today. We take it tor grunted that 
women .should have the righl to vote-.

flat taking freedom tor granted hipanger- 
eus. Anc: we have met here today to dedi­
cate the Women's (tights National l'nrx In 
ISem-ea Falls In the hope that this country 
v.hl never forget E ttahoth  Ca tv Stanton, 
Aiai.'lii: Tlotumr. L ir iv .la  M ott, and ihe 
other :'i!i* women ar t men who gathered ,'n 
I he W": • van ( h p p i..

it 'iDpt.iprh' • tent tills park be tle<!l 
rated with .1 convening of historian Irotr. 
ail over vlte cotintn . As tho -an 1st Judy C hi­
cago lilts said: "Women have born written 
right out e) 1:1st or-’ "

The ghods of pnwi -fol and resourceful 
women haunt the margins of our history 
book: They swarm lit .'.he blank spare be- 
ivveen the hue i of ever •> account of every 
r\.-n. we have ever known.

"■'he d.-.y is past wht ti the history of 
women enn he written in InvLsltile Ink.

Tilt: day Is past when strong women will 
art weak and deeorntlve cud dlsnppcnr In . 
gob of vanishing cream.

The dnj la past heeaint without I'.ioae 
women, we --niinot .-.uivlvv.

The women who sirt(cuts- Ird and lived the 
feminist Idei. wit) give tin the energy we need 
to have the demorrncy ve  are sworn to po.v 
sejis,

T llei-e m o d e l bulldli -i of Seneca Falla 
that we dedicate today are as ivairh a pari 
of the non I of our democracy as those re­
vered hulls In which While, propertied men 
grunted themselves freedom, liberty and de­
mocracy. In tne.se buildings, women railed 
for both the thallium  of slavery and equal 
rights for women. We must never lot them 
fade from our memory.

Ilrrau.se Seneca Falls will keep alive the 
spirit of these women who wen' before us. 
tills place ' III be a source of energy for it.'l 
of Amet'leii. It will he a power station a n ! a 
beacon.

W ithout I he memory of the people who 
have gone before ua, we are const,an'Iy 
forced to atari from scratch each lim e we 
try to move forward. Ov« c and over we are 
forced to re Invent tlie wheel.

America's forefathers had the heroes of 
antiquity to look hack to. Not only Jefferson 
and Ada.us, hut all the educated people of 
their time had Greek and Roman philos­
ophers, statesmen and generals to draw 
Strength from.

How many educated people loday know 
much of anything at all about Stanton, A n­
thony, vVollslonecraft, P u lltr, Stone, MotL, 
Chapman C all, Victoria W oodhuil, Amelia 
Bloomer, or Sojourner Truth?

W« need these women's guidance, their 
wisdom, th"lr example—we need tlie power 
r f  tin ’ll lives By writing strong women out
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of hL'" -y. we've left ourselves only u it U an 
Imagi of women os inoffensive sweetness.

We u\S trying to run a ear on a tank filled 
half with fuel and half w ith sugar.

We need to remember Christine de I ’ixan 
whose writings in  the year 1405 condemned 
the stereotyping of women.

A.id M ary Wollencro ft who said in l"92: 
" I f  tlie nbstraet rights of man will bear tiiSi 
cusslon and explanation, tliore of women 
. . . w ill not shrink from the same test."

And Abigail Adams who said In 177*1 to 
her husband John: "W hilst you are .pro­
claiming peace and good will to men. eman­
cipating all nations, you insist upon retain­
ing an absolute power over wives."

And Margaret Puller who in 1843 said:
Inward nnd outward, fieedom for woman 

as much os for man shall be acknowiccged 
as a right, not yielded n.s a concession . . . 
M an ranr.ot, by right, lay even well meant 
restrictions on woman."

And Lucy Stone, who said in 1081: "The 
Widening of woman's sphere is to improve 
her lot. Let us do it, and if  the world scoff, 
let it  scoff—If It sneer, let it sneer . . . We 
want rights."

And 13 us an B. Anthony, who said in 18G8; 
"Men. their rights and nothing more; 
women, their rights and nothing less."

I hope that this national park at Seneca 
Falls will be a place where American fam i­
lies ran come and stand in the same rooms 
where courageous and visionary women de­
clared the right for all women to exist us 
free and equal citizens. And 1 hope, too. 
D ial Seneca Falls will become a center oi 
learning. a place where the knowledge ot 
our past will be deepened and extended lo 
include the halt of our nation who have 
heed r.o long in silence.

W ith  l.ht>lr strong voices In our cars, 
America will flnnlly declare one day that 
"equality of rights under the law shall not 
be denied or abridged by tlie  Drilled States 
or by any State on account oi sex."

W ith their wisdom in our hearts, tills 
country will understand that an Amend­
ment to our Constitution nuuiiv.V.eclrig 
equality of rights Is not a symbolic r.culiire -  
not u pat on the back or a valentine is  
women—but an urgently needed legal In­
strument.

W ith  the tenacity of our mothers hi us. we 
will not stop until we have the democracy 
we were promised.

We have been t tying for an Equal Rights 
Amendment lor only sixty years. Prom the 
day Elizabeth Cady Stantcn first asked for 
the right to vote, feminists struggled 74 
years before they achieved It.

They never stopped ar.d neither should 
we.

We haven't lost.
We Just haven't won yet.
I believe we will have the Equal Rights 

Amendment when we have enough fem i­
nists In the legislatures of our stales lo 
ratify It. We must elect those women and 
men who will vote for equality. Especially 
those womrn.

Some people have said that In the effort 
to ratify, so much has changed for the 
better that we can rejoice, over our progress, i wonder.

The number of women in our state legisla­
tures is an Index of our progress. II Is a clear 
measure of tlie political power of wmien.

Ten years ago. there were a total of 344 
women In ® 11 our stale legislatures. Today,
I here arc 908 women. Almost triple.

Hut these women are still only 11,7 per­
cent of the total number of rtate legls.'ators 
In our country. We not. only have reason to 
be disappointed, but we have every reason 
to relish our anger—to nurture It—to gild 
our banners with It.

We cannot settle for half a measure of 
freedom

Too many women have devoted their lives 
to equality. Too many women have died 
without seeing It come to pass.

As we consecrate this ground to their 
memory, let us be guided by Elizabeth Cady 
Stanton.

Let us use the ringing words of the past to 
fu lf ill the promise of the future:

As she drew on Jefferson, let us draw on 
Lincoln.

"Six score and fourteen years ago. our 
mothers brought forth on this continent a 
new Notion-conceived in liberty and dedi­
cated to the proposition that all men and 
women are created equal.

"Now we are engaged In a great struggle, 
testing whether that notion or any notion 
so conceived and so dedicated can long 
endure. We are met in a town that gave 
birth to that struggle. We have come to 
dedicate a portion oi this town as a shrine 
to these who here devoted their lives tiia t 
tills notion m ight live. I t  Is altogether f it ­
ting and proper that we should do this.

"But, in a larger sense, we cannot dedi­
cate, we .cannot consecrate, we cannot 
hallow th.s ground. The brave women, living 
and dead v.ho struggled here have conse­
crated it far above our poor power to add or 
detract.

"T lie  world will little  note nor long re­
member what we sny here, but It can never 
forget what they did here. It Is for us, the 
living, rather to be dedicated here to tlie un­
finished work which they, who fought here, 
have thus far so nobly advanced.

" it  Is rather for us to be here dedicated lo 
the great task remaining before us—that 
from these honored women we take In­
creased devotion to that cause for which 
they gave the last full measure of devo­
tio n -H in t we here highly resolve that these 
women shall not have lived and died In vain, 
that this nation under God shall have a new 
birth ot freedom nod that government of 
the people, by the people, for the people 
shall not perish from the earth,"«

PROGRESSIVE TAX 

o Mr. BUMPERS. Mr. President, on 
tlie op-ed page of the Sc rtember!) Ar­
kansas Gazette, there appeared a per­
suasive piece by ICermlt C. Moss, a cer­
tified public accountant from Pine 
Bluff, Ark., titled "Progressive Tax Is 
Best Even If It’s Complicated." Mr. 
Moss was the bead of the department 
of business administration nl live Uni­
versity of Arkansas at Monticello for 
25 years. He makes some cogent points 
in support of a progressive rather than 
a flat tax that are worthy of very seri­
ous consideration. I commend this 
piece to my fellow Senators, and I ask 
that It, be printed in the R ecoup,
The Article follows:

(From  the Arkansas dazetln, Sept. 9. 19821 
Pi'.oe.iiRSSive T a x I s  Best F"vn i t  it's  

Complicated 
(By ICermit C. Moss)

As a response to the current flurry of in ­
terest In a flat-rate income tax, let me make 
the following comments and observation:^ 

The fairest tax by far is a tax based on 
nbillty to pay. Let those who get the most 
economic benefit from tlie system provide 
the most in revenues for its ma'ntenancc 
and upkeep. M any students of tnxatlon— 
scholars In the field—have arrived at this 
conclusion. Besides, the idea appeals to Just 
plain, common, ordinary horse sense, which 
apparently Is becoming less and less ordi­
nary these days.

*  T lie  progressive Income tax that wc now 
have Is based on this concept and directed 
toward ability to pay. M any of the deduc­
tions now available are likewise based on 
ability to pay. Examples arc medical ex­
pense1; and casualty leases, such as a resi­
dential fire.

I f  a taxpayer has heavy medical expenses 
during a tax year, or his house burns, and 
his Insurance does not fu lly  cover the ex­
pense or loss, he Is less able to pay taxes 
that year than he otherwise would have 
been; or lers able than a taxpayer In identi­
cal circumstances but without the medical 
expenses or fire loss.

The oblllty-to-pay Idea Is and has been 
under continual assault by those with the 
greatest ability to pay. They also have abili­
ty to make heavy contributions to political 
campaigns, and thus to Influence the course 
of tax legislation. Over the years, by influ­
encing such legislation, they have, through 
exclusions, deductions, and credits made 
considerable progress in lessening the 
impact of the progressive income tax w.th 
respect lo  ability to pay.

Tlie  problem has no! been w ith the idea 
itself, nor with the effect of Its application, 
but w ith Its Implementation. This is often 
the case. T lie  administration of r law or 
policy breaks down, then the law or policy is 
blamed, rather than the administration of 
It.

But we should not abandon a sound plan 
oi taxation simply because it  is difficult to 
administer fairly and wisely!

Don't underestimate the potential effect 
of n drastic change in the lax system! Many 
Investment decisions have already been 
made based on the assumption th a t the cur­
rent method of Income taxation would con- 
(Inue. The whole American price and value 
structure has this tax element built into It. 
An example Ls a long-term Installment r-ale. 
A ll thlsi structure would b<r undercut by a 
change to u flat-rate tax nnd who knows 
what the result would be!

One of the reasons that the current 
system seems (nnd ls) complicated results 
Irotn the continual changes. The tax laws 
bounce around every year like a rubber ball. 
The biggest tax cut In history Is Immediate­
ly followed by the biggest increase In histo­
ry! Leave the tax laws alone for a few years 
and the people will have a chance to learn 
vvhal they are.

Some hold that free, unfettered and un­
controlled capitalism tends to choke itself to 
death from the top. T h a t wealth tends lo 
beget wealth, and Unit the more one has the 
easier It Is to make money. Thus the wraith 
lends tu gravitate to the top, and pretty 
soon there Is no purchasing power left, 
among the people. I f  consumers don't buy, 
then producers don't produce, and the 
w hole system comes to a halt.

The progressive Income tax tends to pre­
vent this by taxing away some of the money 
at the lop and recirculating It by putting 
purchasing power In the hands of those nt 
the bottom of the economic scale. This 
money Ls used to "uy goods and services, 
which provide Jobs, and a whole new cycle 
of economic activity Is Initiated, with the 
wealth nguin moving toward the top. where 
it will ultim ately be (axed, and the cycle 
started again.

Our economic system Is '  iilstlcnted,
(list-moving machine of r  -tarts. No
man, regardless of Ills Inti identic or
financial attainments, cai. . . all or un­
derstand It ull. M illions of ti .isaellons are 
flying in all directions every day.

I wool J compare it to a fast moving auto­
mobile ii: ing down the road at 95 miles an 
hour. K  it heads toward tlie ditch, the 
skilled driver does not give the w he-l a



AN ERA AMENDMENT WILL NOT:

1. Give women equal pay for equal worlfc, better paying jobs, promotions, fringe 
benefits, or better working conditions. It can add nothing to what has 
already been done by the

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY ACT of 1972

2. Insure our Civil Rights. This has already been taken care of, including 
sex discrimination by

THE CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION ACT of 1972

3. Insure our Educational Opportunities, as this has been included in the

HIGHER EDUCATION ACT of 1972

h. Will not guarantee rights in housing and mortgage lending. This has been 
done by the

HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPEMENT ACT of 197U

5. Insure us against discrimination based on sex or marital status in anfc aspect 
of credit transactions. This is already done through

THE DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS ACT of 197U including

THE EQUAL CREDIT OPPORTUNITY ACT

IN THE 9I4thCONGRESS A-JLC 'rtt, 22 L/iWS WERE ENACTED WHICH UPGRADED WOMEN'S RIGHTS, 
INCLUDING THE TAX REDUCTION ACT OF 197$, which increased the possible deduction 
for child care, and THE TAX REFORM ACT OF 1976, which allowed a tax credit for 
child care expenses.

AN ERA LAW WILL:

1. Make women subject to the draft on an equal basis with men.

2. Eliminate all Eoys and Girls schools and colleges.

3. Compel states to set up public funded day care cer̂ rs for ALL children
regardless of need.

U. Compel Law enforcement Agencies to dispense with test of physical ability.

5. Eliminate lower life and Auto Insurance rates for young women, probBbly forcing 
them to pay the higher rate charged ynung men.

6. Deprive women xn industry of legal protection against heavy, strenuous work.

7. Eliminate college Faternaties and Sororities.

8. Force women to quit jobs they are not physically able to compete against men
on, thus giving up rights to Employment Security.

9. And you may take the list on, and on, and on, and on.......

WHY DO WE NEED THIS AMBIGUOUS LAW___WE ALREADY DUMPED IT ONCE, . .

WEREN'T YOU LISTENING???????????
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January 28, 1983 
P.O. Box 2743 
Juneau, AK 99803

My name is Elaine Brayton. I am a wife, mother, and 
grandmother.

I am veL/ much opposed to the Senate Joint Resolution 
No. 1.

I believe the whole concept of the E.R.A. has been 
based on a lie. It is not just a battle for women's 
rights - and I very }much object to women being used 
as a reason for an amendment that will not benefit them 
in the least, and will do away with many of their rights. 
We are already covered by the Constitution of the United 
States, the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Equal 
Opportunity Act of 1972.

1 do not feel that our time and money should be spent 
promoting this amendment. We need to invest our time 
and money bn more constructive acts.

Thank you.

Respectively submitted,

Elaine Brayton



TESTIMONY

Senate Joint Resolution 1 
Room 50^, 3'•00 Hearing

Joe Josephson

I am opposed to your resolution to request to again 

propose an amendment to the united States Constitution 

guaranteeing equal rights to women.

The term of "sex" in the amendment is too ambiguous.

I feel that my rights as a woman are already protected by 

existing bills (I won't list them because you know those bills 

from previous study and experience.) If there are areas that need 

improving, I' feel our legal system should interpret our 

existing laws more appropriately.

More than the above, I am deeply concerned as a mother of 

three children what your amondment will do for the future of 

America. I feel the ERA undermines the traditional family.

I suggest you get a copy of NOW's updated resolutions and 

read for yourselves what the feminists say. That small 

minority of people do not represent the majority of America's 

women as proven by the ERA's recent defeat even though the 

deadline v/as extended! Come on, Senators and Representatives, 

spend your time improving the life style in our state and 

country instead of trying to revive a dead horse!

Kathy K. Brown 

P. 0. Box 2869 

Juneau, Alaska 99803
January 28, 1983

copies sent to: V. Fischer, Kerttula, Sturgulewski, Kodey,

Fahrenkamp, and Josephson

Duncan, Miller, Ray 

Young, Stephens, Murkowski



T e s t i m o n y  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  S e n a t e  HESS C o m m i t t e e  b y  A l i c e  B e r g d o l l  
on  S e n a t e  J o i n t  R e s o l u t i o n  No . 1 " R e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  p r o p o s a l  b y  C o n g r e s s  
o f  a n  E q u a l  R i g h t s  A m e n dm e n t . "  J a n a u r y  28, 19^3

Do y o u  know  t h a t  s e x  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  i s  a l r e a d y  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
p r o h i b i t e d ?  The  l h t h  Amendmen t  p r o v i d e s  t h a t  p r o t e c t i o n .

S e c t i o n  1: E q u a l i t y  o f  r i g h t s  u n d e r  t h e  l a w
s h a l l  n o t  b e  d e n i e d  o r  a b r i d g e d  b y  t h e  U n i t e d  
S t a t e s  o r  b y  a n y  S t a t e  on a c c o u n t  o f  s e x .

Why hawao ' t  s e x - r e l a t e d  i n e q u a l i t i e s  b e e n  r e c o g n i z e d  a n d  l e g i s l a t e d  
a g a i n s t  b e f o r e ?  T h e y  h a v e ,  l e t  me name a  f e w .  E m p l o y m e n t  - The  
E q u a l  F a y  A c t  o f  19^3, t h e  E q u a l  E m p l o y m e n t  O p p o r t u n i t y  A c t  o f  1972, 
t h e  C o m p r e h e n s i v e  E m p l o y m e n t  a n d  T r a i n i n g  A c t  o f  1972, t h e  C i v i l  
R i g h t s  A c t  o f  196^, t h e  S m a l l  B u s i n e s s  A c t  o f  1972. T h e s e  a l s o  
a f f e c t  e d u c a t i o n ,  c r e d i t  e l i g i b i l i t y ,  h o u s i n g  a n d  p u b l i c  a c c o m m o d a t i o n .

W o u l d  r a t i f i c a t i o n  e r a s e  p r e s e n t  i n e q u a l i t i e s ?  Ha s  a n t i - s e g r e g a t i o n  
l a w s  e r a s e d  r a c i a l  i n e q u a l i t i e s ?

Ha s  n e g a t i v e  r e s u l t s  a n d  d i f f i e u l i t i e s  o c c u r r e d  f o r  t h e  " l i b e r a t e d "  
woman? B i o s t a t i s t i c a l  s t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i n  t h e i r  r u s h  t o  a c h i e v e  
" t o t a l  e q u a l i t y "  w i t h  t h e  m a l e ,  woman a r e  c l o s i n g  t h e  g a p  w i t h  men i n  
s u c h  a r e a s  a s  a l c o h o l i s m ,  a u t o  a c c i d e n t s ,  s u i c i d e s  a n d  h e a r t  d i s e a s e .

Was t h e  am en dm en t  t o  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  . S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a  on 
O c t o b e r  l A , 1972 e v e n  n e c e s s a r y ?

Do y o u  r e a l i z e  how much t i m e ,  .money a n d  e f f o r t  hu.s  b e e n  w a s t e d  t o w a r d s  
a n  i s s u e  t h a t  a p p e a r s  t o  b e  u n n e c e s s a r y  a n d  e v e n  p o t e n t i a l l y  d e t r i ­
m e n t a l  t o  i m p r o v i n g  t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  f o r  women?

Why a r e  we w a s t i n g  e v e r y b o d y ' s  v a l u a b l e  t i m e  on t h i s  i s s u e ?

A s  a  woman i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r e s e r v i n g  t h e  f e m a l e  a c x  a n d  a s  a  p e r s o n  
o f  t h e  S t a t e  o f  A l a s k a ,  T r e q u e s t  t h a t  my c o n c e r n s  be  c o n s i d e r e d .
P l e a s e  r e j e c t  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n .

M r s .  A l i c e  B e r g d o l l  
9 89 6  L u n d  S t r e e t  
J u n e a u ,  A l a s k a  99801 
986-1399



January 28, 1983 

6590 Glacier Hwy. # 173 

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Vj nar. is Ann Mattson. I am an Occupational Therapist, a wife, and a 

mo the:'.

I am opposed to Senate Resolution No. 1.

Truely it has been a sad commentary on our society that women who have 

been forced to be breadwinners have not been given equal pay for equal work.

That, as I see it, is the fundemental problem - not whether women are treated 

exactly the same as men. Women are not the same as men. God made them different, 

both physically and emotionally. Why is it women and men constantly complain 

that they do not understand each other? They do not understand because they 

are different and were made to compliment each other, both in;/their jihysical 

•and emotional makeup.

There a re  adequate  laws c u r r e n t l y  on th e  books wh ich  p r o t e c t  women's jo b  

r i g h t s .  Here i^. a p a r t i a l  l i s t i n g  o f  e x i s t i n g  laws on a f e d e r a l  le v e l  wh ich  

p r o h i b i t s  d e F c r im in a t io n  on grounds o f  sex i n  v i r t u a l l y  a l l  a r e a s  o f  a m .r ic a n  

l i f e ;  i n  e d u c a t io n ,  employment, c r e d i t  e l i g e b i l i t y , h o u s i n g  and p u b l i c  accomo­

d a t io n s  :

Equal Pay Act of 1963 

Civil Rights Act of 1964 
Equal Opportunity Act 1972
Comprehensive Employment arid Training Act of 1972 
Small Business Act 1972 
Health and Manpower Training Act of 1974 
Housing ani 'CommunityIDp.v.eitplteftt'>,$,c.L,'>07.' 1974 
Federal Employees Compensation Act of 1974

Senator S-am Ervin stated in 1972,
"If women are not enjoying tlie full benefit of this Federal Amd State 

legislation and these executive orders of the Federal government, it is due to a 
defect in enforcement rather that a want of fair laws and regulations. Since 
the ERA is not self-enforcing, this defect in enforcement will survive the
passage off. the amendment and women will still have to bring suits to enforce their
rights in^employment sphere with no more remedies than they presently enjoy."

I find the revival of this amendment both reriundent and unnecessary, a waste

of time and money. Your effohts as legislators could best be served doing things

beneficial to the state of Alaska. There are many important issues that need our

work and attention that have not bee", addressed in the past 10 years because our

time and your time have been spent on a dead issue.

Respectfully submitted,

 ^
Ann Mattson



January 28, 1983
3486 Thunder Mountain Road
Juneau, Alaska 99801

My name is Grace Brayton. I am the wife of a local pastor and the mother 

of two children.

I am here today in opposition to Senate Joint Resolution No. 1 and in 

defence of women, particularly those of us who have chosen to be homemakers.

Not every woman (in fact very fev?) has the dim and bitter opinion of woman­

hood that is being perpetrated by the feminists of this country. Many of us rejoice 

over the fact that v.e are women and that God has created us unique aid distinct 

from men. In Genesis 1 the Bible says that Gcd wae pleased with his handiwork 

when he created the woman. So God himself shares our pleasure in this. In Pro­

verbs 31:19-31 the Lord describes the virtuous woman. He says her "price is 

far above rubies." It goes on to say that she is industrious, competent, strong, 

and wise.

To say that we cannot differentiate between the sexes is foolishness. God has 

given responsibilities to husbands(to lead, provide and protect)and others 

to wives (to follow, minister and guide the house). Ephesians 5 i'. tructs 

believers on the order for the home. We have found this to be invaluable 

towards the peace, harmony and happiness of our families. Yet under the Equal 

Rights Amendment it could be illegal for us to make these distinctions between 

the sexes in our homes, and churches.

Even the marriage ceremony that is given in our church cou.’d be illegal 

and forbidden under the Equal Rights Amendment. As wives we promise to love 

honor nnd obey our husbands. We follow and support our husbands, v/e do not 

compete with them. Our husbands are charged with the greater responsibility 

in that they are to love, protect end deny themselves for their wives. Both 

parties promise to do this t"> their utmost out of obedience to God.

The Equal Rights Amendment is in direct conflict with the teachings and 

beliefs of our church and the Bible. I urge you vote no on Senate Joint Resolu­

tion No, 1,

Thank you.

Grace Brayton
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January 28, 1983 
P.O. Box 3-5000 
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Ky name is JoAnn Thorson. I am a homemaker and a mother of two child­

ren, a boy and a girl. My husband is a Chief Petty Officer in the Coast 

Guard.

I am opposed to Senate Joint Resolution No. 1 for the following:

The recognition of the difference between men and women does not in 

itself demean individuals. To pass an amendment that would force laws 

to be passed that do not recognize the differences between men and women 

are illogical and socially detrimental.

In 1952 the Commission of Life and Work of Women in the "Church of

World Council of Churches" made this statement regarding men and women's

differences:

"There is a real danger for women in the equalizing process. 
Equal conditions of work and living do not guarantee equal condi­
tions for women. Women need different conditions than men to
give them equal freedom."

The problems and issues of women in today's society are not going to 

be resolved in thi3 amendment, but by enforcing and strengthening the 

already existing laws. Therefore this proposal is a waste of time and money.

Sincerely,

JoAnn Thorson
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Testimony 
Re« SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION NO. 1 
Referred! Health, Education, Social Services,

Judiciary 
•January 28, 1983

By V. J’ischer, Kerttula, 
Sturgulewski, Rodey, 
F'ahrenkamp and Josephson

My name is Sue Miller. I am a housewife.'

I came today to express my anger at my representatives, for their 
continued participation in a flagrant attempt to circumvent the will 
of the people. That will very recently expressed itself at the Federal 
level with a "no" vote, even though Congress did everything it could to 
assure its pasaage. In a precedent setting action, it extended the 
deadline from March, 1979 to June 30, 1982. The original' Amendment was 
introduced in 1972. Ten years to discuss, rediscuss and fight over this 
issti* us enough.'.

You might say that, "Well, it only lost by a few states, so it should be 
given another chance.'. Do you accord that same privilege to every piece 
of legistlation? Remember that- 5 states vcted to rescind their vote for 
ERAj Idaho, Tennessee, Kentucky, South Dakota and Nebraska, but they 
were refused this option,, Also take into account the number of states 
willing to mount a similiar objective to rescind, but didn't due to 
the decision regarding these five states.

Have you considered that the media has been strangely silent regarding 
when the passage of resolutions and bills were to come about? Why has 
ourlocal media, both audio and written, neglected to advertise this 
hearing for the Senate Joint Resolution 1, which purports to speak for 
tlie "people" of this state? Whenever a bill has been introduced to 
protect minors, to stop funding for abortions, to prevent sexual preference 
from being called a "divil right" and other controversial questions which 
so-called "conservatives" support, there is a great deal of media attention, 
and time given for the so-called "liberals" to mount an offensive.
This ERA support given by this resolution is also controversial. Why the 
silence? ^y the way, I had to learn about this hearing, accidentally, 
from a friend in Anchorage I '

I'd like to speak to some of the opinions, expressed as fact in this 
resolution!

Lines 17-19 statei "Whereas the state constitutional provision guaranteeing 
the rights of women has been a valuable tool in Alaska and has enhanced 
the ability of all citizens, not just women, to achieve their fu 1 potential!

Who says it has been a valuable tool? In what way? How has it enhanced 
the ability of all citizens? As an example, have you explained to the 
people that Section 2 of this amendment would permit Congress to take 
from the states the power to,pass laws dealing with family, divorce, 
marriage, child support, etc'; So, it would oe a valuable tool to intervene 
in family affairs at a federal level.

Lines 20-22 state that "Whereas negative results predicted by opponents of 
the state provision guaranteeing the rights of women have not materialized 
and the constitutional amendment has not presented any difficulties of any 
sorti"

To me , to live in a State which states it is a woman's right to have an
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abortion arid a woman’s right to have taxpayers pay for it, is a definite 
negative result. Sara Weddington, the attorney who argued and won the 1973 
Supreme Court abortion case states that one who supports ERA must also 
support abort j on as they are intertwined,,'.

To say that the constitutional amendment has not presented difficulties 
of any sort is a prevarication! in many areas dear to the heart of 
constitutionalists such as i housing, defense, vocations, medicine, 
education, religion, this constitutional amendment has produced controversy 
and many personal difficulties which affect the private lives of 
individualse One blatant example is our weakened military training as 
evidenced by the newest research due to requirements in discipline, training, 
being reduced to accommodate womens’ demands for equal treatment in the 
military.1

Lines 23-24 state that the "people f a state are free and equal only 
when all citizens enjoy the same ri tsj is simply untrue. No one iS free 
when they are absolved from respons ulity, when they are forced to be 
regulated against their deepest convictions, when their private property 
rights guaranteed by the United States Constitution are circumvented by 
an amendment such as this. The only free and equal people are hose who 
agree to dictate their beliefs on a whole other group of poople, even 
though common sense and experience dictate otherwise.

Lines 25-27 state that the people of Alaska wish to have the Congress again 
propse an equal rights amendment to the states. I disagree with this 
statement, unless it can be proven to me that the "people" were actually 
informed regarding all of the ramifications of this amendment and that 
both sides of this issue have been adequately presented. Although I have 
personally kept a file on every article gegarding ERA from newspapers 
in Alaska, I have neve seen a knowledgeable report giving equal importance 
or weight to both sides of this question.

Whereas this resolution and hearing have not been adqquately advertised,.
/

Whereas both sides of this controversial question have not been aired

Whereas this resolution purports to speak for the people of Alaska, 
but in fact, completely ignores that whole group which 
vehemently opposes it 

Whereas this resultion is riddled with opinion masquerading as fact 
I request that this resolution be dropped from consideration, and that 
our representatives abide by the will of the people recently expressed b 
a "no" vote to this issue.'

in Alaska

Respectfully submitted}
\ I



LADIES!

HAVE YOU HEARD?

DO YOU KNOW WHO IS PLANNING YOUR FUTURE FOR YOU? ARE YOU SURF. 

THEY ARE PLANNING WHAT YOU REALLY WANT? IF NOT, IT'S TIME TO WAKE 

UP AND SPEAK IIP! THE HOUR IS LATE!

'ARE YOU SURE YOU WANT TO BE 'LIBERATED"?

God created you and gave you a beau tifu l and exalted 
place to  f ill.  No wom en in h is to ry  have ever enjoyed 
such privileges, luxuries, and freedom as Am erican women. 
Y et, a t in y  m in o rity  o f dissatisfied, h igh ly  vocal, m ilita n t 
wom en are determ ined to  " lib e ra te '' you -  whether you 
w ant i t  o r n o t!

What is " lib e ra tio n ? " Ask wom en in Cuba. Castro 
" lib e ra te d " Cuba! Remember?

WHAT IS THE EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT?

The Equal Rights Am endm ent (ERA) is the proposed 
am endm ent to  our U.S. C o ns 'itu tio n , w h ich, i f  ratified, 
w ou ld  give l.E G A L SAN C TIO N  and FE D E R A L 
ENFO RCEM EN T to many o' the goals o f the Women's 
L ibe ra tion  Movement.

IRA (27th Corirtiluticiniil Atmmrlmuntl rmiuims UDploval ot 38 
titatOK. 35 Mil I (.'li have nthlmil hut five siato?* have i r:' cindctt hovukarf 
apntoviil). Rescinding uIIuiik are unilerw.iv in nit»t» nther .tains

Section I. fcqualUV <>l rights unthir tho law sholl not bo denied or 
abridged by the United States or try any State on 
account of sex.

Section II The Congicss shall have the powei toonloicu oy appro- 
pnale logislahon iho provisions o( this article,

Section III This amendment shall take cllcct two years altci date 
ol ratification.

Simple, isn ’ t it? Deceptively simple. Sounds good and 
fa ir, d iu s n 't  it? BUT H A V E  YO U LO O KED AT THE 
HOOK INSIDE THE BA IT?

Son. Sam Ervin colled the ER A the most destructive 
measure in Senate h is to ry . Why? Because it stnkes at the 
founda tion  o f our en tire  social structure . Can you possi 
li ly  avoid being a lfccted by it? NO T A  CH ANCE! i t  is 
actually an E xtra  Responsib ility A m endm ent a loss of 
rights for wom en which w ill harm ou r entire  society.

WHO IS QUALIFIEC TO ANALYZE THE ERA?

If you had .1 lira n tum or, to whom  w ou ld  you go for 
help? To an architet , a rtis t, or carpenter? Or to a brain 
surgeon, expert in hi- field? To analyse effects o f a Con 
s titu tio nn l Am endm ent, to whom should we go? To Alan 
A lda, Betty Ford, A nn  Landers, Betty  Friedan, Rosalyn 
Carter, G loria  Stoinam, o r the ed ito r o f Redbook? Though 
p rom inent, are they au thorities in consF tu tiono l law? 
H ard ly ! Y et these "a u th o rit ie s " are quoted often  in pro- 
E R A  lite ra ture . And remember: no t every docto r is a 
specialist in brain surgery. Neither is every lawyer a special­
ist in cons titu tiona l law

Then to  whom  should we go? O bviously to  specia'ists 
in cons titu tiona l law. Conclusions herein presented are 
drawn from  such experts:

11) The Yale l.*w Journal, Vol. 80, No. 5, April, 1971, by pro- 
ERA Piof Thomas I. Emerson, «t «i -  n publication endorsed 
.md highly praised by ERA sponsors Son. Birch Bayh and Rea. 
Martha Griffiths.
12) Harvard Civil Rights ■ Civil LiL urties Review, Vol. G. No. 2, 
March, 1971, an analysis by Prof. Paul A. frnund, whose 25 
years ol ERA study causes him to oppose it.
13) The Library ot Congress Congressional Research Bulletin 
No HQ 1328, U.S.D. -  Senate debate on ERA, with testi­
mony ol Prol. James J. White, Michigan Law School; Prof. 
Phil Kurland. Chicago Law School, ct al, including Son. Sam 
Ervin, one of our nation's most prominent and respected con- 
stilutional authorities (admitted in a CBS-TV program featur­
ing his retirement).
One strong ob jection  to E R A  is its uncerta in ty , and 

P rof Freund predicts tha t is w ill "open up a Pandora’s 
box o f legal com p lica tion s ." However, some very pred ic­
table effects are agreed upon by outstanding authorities.

00 YOU WANT MORE FEDERAL CONTROL OVER 
YOUR LIFE?

M ost people d o n 't. Y e t Section II (above) o f ER A is

one o f the biggest grabs fo r Federal power ever attempted. 
A  rip -o ff o f state's rights. M ore loss o f freedom. Section 
II gives Federal ju risd ic tion  over marriage, divorce, ch ild  
custody, inheritance and p rope rty  laws, and all other laws 
involving men and women — the total fabric o f society! 
A blank check to  be fille d  in by Federal Courts!

State Legislator, do you w ant to  lose ju risd ic tion  in all 
these areas? I f  not, w ork to  defeat ERA. As you know, 
unwise o r harm fu l state laws can be changed, but i f  a law is 
" locked  in "  by constitu tiona l mandate, states are powerless 
to  change 't.

Seven C onstitu tiona l Am endm ents have wording 
sim ilar to  Section 'I .  In each case, states H A V E LOST 
TH E IR  RIGHTS, . o r  instance, the 26th Am endm ent 
(18 year o ld  vote). Could a state decide on a d iffe re n t age? 
O f course no t! Section II STRIPPED STATES OF THE 
R IG HT. T he U.S C o nstitu tion  supersedes staie law.

O f course, Federal con tro l over vo tino  regulations is 
insign fican t when compared to  the a ll-inclu .-ve scope o f 
the ERA. A fto r 100 years, the Supreme C ourt is still 
find ing  meanings in the 14th Am endm ent never imagined 
by its drafters -  such as forced busing and abortion,

ERA WILL MAKE WOMEN SUBJECT TO THE DRAFT

A fact adm itted by all. "W om en w ill serve in all kinds 
o f units, and thev w ill be elig ib le fo r com bat d u ly ”  {YLJ, 
pg. 978). "N o t o n ly  would wom en, inc lud ing mothers, be 
subject to the d ra ft, hut the m ilita ry  w ou ld  be compelled 
to  place them in com bat un its  alongside m en" (U.S. House 
Judiciary Report, No. 92 359)

Congress now has power to d ra ft wom en -  bu t has 
always w isely chosen to exempt them. However, ERA w ill 
STRIP CONC (ESS OF POWER TO EXEMPT W OMEN. 
The C o nstitu tion  w ou ld  then p ro h ib it any d is tinc tio n  based 
on sex. D uring W orld War II,  fathers up to  35 were dra fted. 
Under ERA, it  w ou ld  have been unconstitu tiona l lo  exem pt 
m others up to 35.

The present vo lun ta ry system furnishes no com fo rt. A 
C onstitu tiona l Am endm ent spans decade' or centuries. Do 
you th ink  there w ill never be another war? Speaking to the 
Am erican Legionaircs, presidential candidate Jim m y Carter 
said fie w ou ld  no t hesitate to re instate the d ra ft, if  needed 
(Ft Worth Star Telegram, 8-25-76). Rep. : . Edward 
Hebert, fo rm er chairman o f tlie  House Arm ed Services 
Com m ittee, predicted re in s ta te n e n t o f the d ra ft f!i. A. 
Light, 4-6-74). Women can now enlist, if  th ry  wish, w ith  
all educational and retirem ent benefits.

Ladies, do YO U want "e q u a lity ”  be fo 'e  the draft 
board? the " r ig h t"  to lie a POW? If no t; defeat the ERA.

Men, do you w ant you r wives, sisters, a id  daughters 
dra fted  in to  the m ilita ry?  L iv ing in barrack; w ith  men? 
Going in to  com bat w ith  them? If no t, defeat the ERA

WILL ERA PROVIDE BETTER PAY FOR WOMEN?

N o t at all. Proponents incessantly sing the tune: "W 
w ant equal pay fo r equal w o rk ."  This is already guaranteet. 
pndor the C ivil R ights Act, the Equal E m ploym ent O ppor­
tun ities A c t, the Equal Pay A ct, and other Federal 
directives -  adm itted even by ERA sponsor Rep. Martha 
G riffith s . So the "equal pay fo r equal w o rk "  argument is 
deceptive -  m erely a smokescreen to  hide the real in ten t 
o f ERA.

If  wom en suffer d iscrim ination , it is a m atter o f ers 
forcem ent, n o t a lack o f laws (Cong. Research, pg. S4573). 
ER A ’'A N  DO N O TH IN G  MORE in th is area.

Teachers are already pro tected under the Education 
A c t o f 1972. ERA can GO N O TH IN G  MORE.

HOW WILL ERA HARM WORKING WOMEN?
ER A w ill w ipe ou t all p ro tective  laws fo r wom en — 

laws regulating w e ight lif t in g  restric tio jis , rest periods, 
excess, e w ork ing  hours, and m ate rn ity  leaves. This is 
already happening.



U nder S tate ERA in Pennsylvania, Judge W ilk inson  denied 
unem p loym ent com pensation to  fo u r  wom en w ho refused to  t ry  
ou t fo r  a job  tha t required li f t in g  40 to  151) pounds (4-15-75).

HOW WILL ERA AFFECT WIVES?

In all 50 states men have been legally responsible to  support 
the ir w ives, giving wom en legal p ro te c tion  to be fu llt im e  hom e­
makers. A ccord ing  to  Prof. Freund, under ERA a husband w ill be 
required to  suppo rt his w ife  only i f  she is unable to support her­
self (Harvard Review, pg 239} Wives w ill heve equal legal respon­
s ib ilities  fo r  fa m ily  support, his change has already been made in 
Colorado and Pennsylvania, under State EF;A.

Wives w ill lose the ir righ t to  c re d it based on husbands' 
earnings. Since a husband w o u ld  no longer be legally liab le  fo r 
his w ife 's  debts, w h a t business w ou ld  give cred it to  an unem ­
p loyed housewife?

E R A  w ill e lim ina te  a w ife 's  righ t to  draw Social S ecurity 
based on her husband's earnings. For a w ife  to  receive benefits, 
the husband w o u ld  have to pay Social Security taxes on the 
assumed value o f her w o rk . (Even co lum n is t Sylv ia  ° o r te r  says 
this w ill he ushered in w ith  E R A  and estimates at le st S960.00 
pnr year ex tra  to  be paid by husbands).

EFlA w ill e lim inate present low er life  and auto accident 
insurance rotes (or wom en, fo r  i t  w ill be illegal to  make i  iy  rate 
d is tin c tio n  basec on sex. I t  is lud icrous to  th in k  insurance com ­
panies w ill lower (he rates fo r  men.

As Prof. Freund explains, necessity w ill force m any m others 
to place the ir ch ild ren  in ch ild  care centers, as they assume the 
extra legal responsib ilities th iu s t upon them (Harvard Review, 
pg 239). The O h io  Task Force Report (pro -E R A ) concurs, and 
requests m ore ch ild  care c°n te rs to  meet th is  need.

WHAT ABOUT OTHER SOCIAL OR MORAL EFFECTS?

E R A  w ill change sex c rim e  laws. "S e du ction  laws, s ta tu to ry  
rape laws, laws p ro h ib it in g  obscene language in the presence o f a 
wom an, p ro s titu tio n  and 'm anifest danger laws' . f ire  Equal 
Rights A m endm ent w ou ld  no t pe rm it such laws, w h ich base the ir 
classification . on social s te reo types" (Y U ,  pg. 954, 964).

E R A  w ill p e rm it homosexuals to  "m a r ry "  and adop t ch ild ren , 
according leading law counsels (Yale Law Journal, Jan., 1973; 
Cong. Research, pg. S4372). Legalization o f lesbianism is one goal 
o f the N ational O rgan iza tion lo r W omen, as ou tlined  in the ir 
p la tfo rm  Revolution: Tomorrow is NOW  <pg. 20, 21) — one 
reason the lu ll for.;e o f the W omen's L ibe ra tion  M ovem ent and 
Gay L ibe ra tion  M ovem ent is behind e ffo its  to  ra tify  ERA.

E R A  w ill fina lize abo rtion  on demand. Zealous p ro -life  
advocates should understand that if E R A  is ra tifie d , all the ir 
e ffo rts  w ill lik e ly  he useless. This is the conclusion o f con s ti­
tu tiona l au tho rities  Prof. Charles Rice (N o tre  Dame Law School); 
Prof. Joseph W itherspoon (U. T. Law School); Sen. Sam Ervin, 
and others.

Pro-ERA, pro -abortion is ts  agree w ith  this in te rp re ta tion . 
When asked about the re la tionship o f E R A  to abo rtion  and fu tu re  
Supreme C ourt decisions, B e tty  Frierlan rep lied: "A s  for reliance 
on fu tu re  Supreme Courts tha t's tho reason we need E R A " 
(Tow n M eeting o f the A ir, 5-14-75).

ERA WILL ABOLISH PRIVATE FACILITIES IN GOVERN­

MENT-RELATED ESTABLISHMENTS

A ll w K j have dared m en tion  th is  have been rid icu led  and 
branded c em otiona l ex’ rem ists using "scare ta c tics ." However, 
such charg s in d ic t the con s titu tion a l experts.

Some L R A  supporters . t il l try  to  deceive you in to  believing 
(hat the cast o f G lisw o ld  vs. C onnecticu t insures you r rg h t  ' ,  
privacy. Not so. Th is case deals on ly  w ith  privacy at home. cor­
ding to  pro -ER A  Prof. Emerson, the "separate bu t equal ooc- 
tr in e "  (s tru rk  dow n by the Supreme C ourt concern ing tha 'aces) 
w ou ld  n o t he perm issible fo r the sexes, under ERA, in any 
fa c ility  "piovided or suosidized by the government" (YLJ p<], 
900-903). Public schools; college d o rm ito rie s ; hospita l room s; 
fire, police, and m ilita ry  establishm ents; governm ent bu ild ings 
(c ity , cou n ty , state,-federal); and all businesses "subsidizedby the 
government" ( th in k  how m any this includes!) -  cou ld n o t have 
"separate but eq ua l" fac ilities  fo r men and wom en, boys and girls.

This conclusion is shared bv Prof. Phil Kurland, Sen. Sam Ervin, et al 
(Cnng. Research, pg. S4543). Are these professionals stooping to "scare 
tactics"?

Some people have quit laughing -  such as men (and their wives) who 
have already lost their privacy: on Coastguard ships (St. Paul Dispatch, 
9-6-73); men's prison m M ssouri (Kansas City Star, 8-13-76): firemen in 
Arlington, Va. IParade. 9-1-74); firefighters in Belmont. Ca. (L.A. Times, 
7-24-75) -  to name a few.

Wha\ happened lo the "constitutional right of privacy" which ERA 
supporte 5 so vehemently claimed would pre-rent such as this? Of course, 
thesa e.rsmples are just a foretaste of things to come. The full impact w ill 
not be evident until years after final passage of ERA (see Section III).

H0WWILL ERA AFFECTTHE CHURCHES?
Under ER A , churches w h ich  refuse to  o rda in  wom en equally 

w ith  men w ill lose tax-exem pt status -  in  spite o f the p rinc ip le  o f 
separation o f church and state. One basic p rinc ip le  o f co n s titu ­
tion a l in te rp re ta tio n  is: the m ost recent am endm ent takes prece­
dence over p r io r  am endm ent; (Cong. Research, pg. S4578). 
There fore, ER A , w h ich  fo rb ids  sex d is tinc tio n , w ou ld  take 
precedence over any p rio r p rinc ip le  o f church „nd  state.

Church-re lated colleges, too , w ill lose tax-exem pt status i f  
the y  refuse to  sexually in tegrate fac ilities. T itle  IX , Education 
A m endm ent A c t o f  1972, is fu rn ish ing  schools and colleges a 
taste o f th ings to  come.

IF YOU DON'T LIKE THE SAMPLE, WHY BUY THE 

PRODUCT?

When P iesident Ford learned o f the HEW ru lin g  fo rb idd ing  
father-son, m other-daughter school ar*- ' ;es. he was shocked and 
amazed. He te lephoned the Dept, o ./V and halted the order 
u n til fu r th e r review Y e t President . J endorses ERA. How 
inconsistent! T it le  l i . ,  basis fo r  th is  rid icu lous  ru ling, is s im p ly  a 
m in i-E R A  fo r  schools. Being s ta tu to ry  law, it  can he altered. 
However, under n c o n s titu tio n a l mandate fo rb idd ing  any dis­
tin c tio n  between ihe sexes (E R A ) E V E N  THE PRESIDENT 
W O U LD  BE POW ERLFSS TO CH ANG E IT BY A  TELEPH O N E 
C A L L  Such nonsense w ou ld  be locked in to  the C o ns titu tio n .

even Rep, E d ith  Green, au thor end sponsor o l T it le  IX , 
adm its it has been used fo r rid icu lous rulings never in tended by 
Congress (header's Digest, May, 1976, pg. 130) proving that 
C O N G R ES S IO N A L IN T E N T  is A B S O LU T E LY  NO S A F E ­
G U A R D . Teachers and school adm in istra tors, chafing under the 
burden o f T it le  IX , should ba ttle  to defeat ERA before such 
nonsense becomes locked in to  the U.S. C o ns titu tio n .

If  you  d o n 't like  the sample, w hy buy the product?

WHO IS PUSHING FOR ERA?

M any d iffe re n t groups -  pushing for d iffe re n t reasons. 
Those w ho espouse p rinc ip les o f the W omen's L ibe ra tion  

M ovem ent such as NOW (N ational O rganization for Women) 
which took c red it fo r ge tting ERA through Congress (N.Y. 
Times, 8-21-72). They know  it  w ill accomplish some o f the ir 
m ajor goals, The Socia list W orkers Pm ty m arched in the p ro -E R A  
ra lly  in S pring fie ld , lllin io s , May 16, 1976.

A lso pushing fo r E R A  are many business and professional 
w om en's groups w h o  do no t endorse these radical goals women 
sim ply seeking be tte r opportun ities . To these we say. E R A c a ri 
bring you  NO A D V A N T A G E  n o t already available under ex is ting 
laws, w h ich m any o f you helped to  pass. ERA, however, W IL L  
ACCO M PLISH R A D IC A L  G O ALS w ith  w h ich  you do no t agree. 
There's no way to separate the two.

IF YOU OON'T AGREE WITH THE GOAI.S OF THE RADICAL 
MOVEMENT, DON'T HELP THEM CAHHV THE BALL ACROSS THE 
GOAL IIN E I

A L ' GOOD TH IN G S can he atta ined W ITH O U T ERA. 
D E S T 'fU C T IV E  RESULTS arc inevitable W ITH  ERA, So. ladies, 
you have everyth ing to  lose and no th ing  to  gain.

THERE IS A  B E TTE R  W A Y I D E F E A T  THE ER A!

WHAT IS THE PRESENT STATUS OF ERA?
In 1972 Congress sent the nmondmoni to the suites, 

allotting 7 years for rejoction or approval by the neconsaiy 38 
states. Ratif cation o ffe r  tailed, and Congress granted a con­
stitutionally questionable i.xlention of lime to Juno, 1982.

The ERA contains only three sentences;

CAN A STATE RESCIND (REVOKE) ITS RATIFICATION?

Yov - according to num erous au thorities. The Library of 
Congress Research Service Bulletin, 3-15-73, supports the posi­
tion  tha t a state can revoke its  approval any tim e  p rio r lo  fina l 
ra tifica tio n .

Pro ERA Prof. Charles Black, Yale Law School: "C lea rly  a 
state can change its  m ind  e ithe r way before the am endm ent is 
o ff ic ia lly  declared to  be ra t if ie d "  (Cong. Rec. 5-8 73, pg, S8522).

One o f the strongest arguments is furn ished by actions o f 
ERA supporters. I f  rescission is n o t valid, W H Y  D ID  TH EY  
M A K E  SUCH STRO NG  E FFO R TS TO R E -R A T IF Y  in Nebraska, 
wh ich ha:. RESCINDED?

IT'S TIME TO SPEAK UP! WHAT CAN YOU DO?

1. F ind  o u t where y o u r state stands on E RA.
2. F ind  ou t w h o  y o u r State Legislators are (call local Dem ocra­

tic  or Republican headquarters). W rite . Ask them  to  oppose 
ER A . I f  possible, v is it them personally,

3 . W o rk  to  in fo r m  as m a n y  p e o p le  as p o s s ib le  (c o p ie s  
o f  th is  le a f le t :  5 0  fo r  $ 4 . 0 0 ;  1 0 0  fo r  $ 7 .0 0 ) .

PR O  FA M ILY  FO RUM  
P. 0 .  Box  M 7 0 I  F o r t  W o rth , Texas 76117
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January 28, 1983

Testimony to the Senate Committee on Health and Social Services:

My name is Lillian Ruedrich, and I'm the President of the local 
chapter of the National Organization for Women, Juneau NOW. 
Following the example of our national office, Juneau NOW and the 
statewide chapter of NOW will make the ratification of the ERA 
our number one priority.

There are some very good reasons for this. We need the Equal 
Rights Amendment to establish a national policy that sex 
discrimiation will not be tolerated. Currently, by 
constitutional amendment, women have one right, the right to 
vote. Laws to prevent sex discrimination are not doing the job. 
The U.S. Civil Rights Commission recently compiled a list of over 
800 federal statutes that discriminate on the basis of sex.
Until there is a Constitutional mandate for legal equality, 
neither the federal government nor the courts will have any 
overwhelming reason to initiate, implement, or enforce equal 
rights for women.

Unfortunately, much of the public debate on the ERA is irrelevant 
to the actual issue of sex equality and the legal status of 
women The amendment will affect only governmental action; the 
private actions and the private relationships of men and women 
are unaffected. It will provide for equal rights and 
responsibilities for both men and women. Laws will then be based 
on individual circumstances and needs rather than on sexual 
stereotypes, with consideration of the biological differences 
between men and women in accordance with the public interest.

The most important way that the ERA will work for us all is in 
eliminating laws which are discriminatory and restrictive, and 
expanding those which provide a meaningful protection to include 
both men and women. .



My name is Ardith Eakins. I have been an Alaskar resident for 18 year 
I want to thank those who have given me the opportunity 

to stand before this committee and give my views and opinion 
concerning the Equal Rights Amendment.

Tn your ler.ate Joint Resolution No. 1 of which I have a 
copy here, it states and I qiaote 7 whereas the people of the 
^tate of Alaskawish to have the Congress again propose an Equal 
Rights Amendment to the States for their consideration.

I want to on record as one Alaskan who is not in favor 
of the ERA and want 4:° .spend a few minutes telling you why.

As a woman,'a wife, a mother of seven children and happy to 
be such, I am in favor of equal rights for women - of equal pay 
for equal work, for equal credit, equal Education,equal housing.

There was a poll conducted called the Harris Roll which 
showed that 7195 of the women believed that the Equal Rights Amend­
ment would give them equal pay for equal work. It seems to be a 
well kept secret that women have all of the laws necessary now 
to give them equalityin these areas.. Nothing new will be added 
to these body of laws wth the passage of the ERA. The ERA is 
not an equal pay - it is an equal responsibility amendemhnt.
Women aren't told about this. There has been no  national campaign 
to advise women that these laws exist. There are now federal and 
state agencies in place waiting to help and support woman to achieve 
these rights. If women don't know this, they need to know it.

It is also true that there have been injustices to women 
before the lav; and society in general. And there are additional 
right] to which women are entitled; I would prefer to see specific 
injustices resolved individually under appropriate specific laws 
The iJRA is not the proper means for achieving those rights because i

1. It's vague simple language deals with almost every aspect 
of American life without considering the consequences which 
could result because of its vagueness.

2. It would strike at the family, the basic institution of 
society. It could encourage legal, conflict and Incite 
legal action on every point of conflict be+weenmen and 
women,

Tt does not recognize that men. and women have differences 
biologically, emotionally and in other ways. ‘For example 
present laws protecting the rights of pregnant women in the 
working force could be challenged if ERA becomes law.

k . The simplistic approach,1 vague approach of ERA could 
nullify many accumulated benefits to women in present 

statutes nuch as those protecting mothers arid children 
from fat tiers who do not accept their legal responsibilities 

to their families.

Military Connerdp t.ion of women may be interpreted to be a 
mandate of the act. Women may find themselves locked into 
a system which makes no allowance for the physical, bio­
logical or emotional differences in tho sexes.

T oppose the ERA method of bringing me equal rights.
Equal rights are not necessarily womon'f rights. If indiscriminately 
applied,.equality may abolish women's rights.

Thank you.



February 3, 1983

REPORT OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON HEALTH,

EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SERVICES RE SJR 1.

M r . P r e s i d e n t :

T h e  C o m m i t t e e  o n  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  
h a s  h a d  u n d e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  S J R  1 ,  b y  S e n a t o r  V i c  F i s c h e r  a n d  
o t h e r  s e n a t o r s .  T h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  r e c o m m e n d s  t h a t  
b J r  i  d o  p a s s .

R e c e n t l y ,  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  h a s  r e c e i v e d  h u n d r e d s  o f  
m e s s a g e s  a n d  h a s  h e a r d  p u b l i c  t e s t i m o n y ,  p r o  a n d  c o n ,  f o r  a p p r o x i ­
m a t e l y  t w o  a n d  o n e - h a l f  h o u r s .

W h i l e  t e s t i m o n y  b e f o r e  t h e  C o m m i t t e e  w a s  d i v i d e d ,  
m e s s a g e s  o f  s u p p o r t  w e r e  d e l i v e r e d  o n  b e h a l f  o f  n u m e i o u s  o r g a n i ­
z a t i o n s  w i t h  l a r g e  A l a s k a  m e m b e r s h i p s ,  i n c l u d i n g  N E A - A l a s k a ,  t h e  
A m e r i c a n  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  U n i v e r s i t y  Women ( A l a s k a  C h a p t e r ) ,  t h e  
L e a g u e  o f  Women  V o t e r s ,  a n d  A l a s k a  c o m p o n e n t s  o f  t h e  N a t i o n a l  
O r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  Women  ( NOW) .

ERA i s  n o t  a n e w  i s s u e  i n  A l a s k a ,  d e s p i t e  t h e  r e c e n t  
r u s h  o f  p u b l i c  i n p u t .  T h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e  w a s  o n e  o f  o u r  n a t i o n ' t  
f i r s t  t o  r a t i f y  t h e  o r i g i n a l l y  s u b m i t t e d  ERA .  A n d ,  i n  1972,
A l a s k a  v o t e r s  a p p r o v e d  o u r  " l i t t l e  ERA"  -- t h e  a l a s k a  c o n s t i t u ­
t i o n a l  a m e n d m e n t  w h i c h  p r o h i b i t s  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  o f  
sex.

As  n o t e d  i n  S J R  1,  t h e  d a i l y  l i v e s  o f  A l a s k a n s  s h o w  no 
e v i d e n c e  o f  i l l s  o r  e v i l s ,  a t t r i b u t a b l e  t o  t h e  p e o p l e ' s  a p p r o v a l  
o f  t h e  S t a t e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  b a n  o n  s e x - b a s e d  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n ,  
w h i c h  ERA o p p o n e n t s  f o r e s e e  f o r  t h e  n a t i o n  i f  ERA b e c o m e s  p a r t  o f  
t h e  n a t i o n a l  C o n s t i t u t i o n .

Some  o p p o n e n t s  o f  S J R  1 s a y  t h a t  f u r t h e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
o f  t h e  i s s u e  w o u l d  b e  " a  w a s t e  o f  t i m e  a n d  m o n e y . "

Y o u r  C o m m i t t e e  r e s p e c t f u l l y  d i s a g r e e s  w i t h  t h a t  v i e w .
A n y  a s s u m p t i o n  t h a t  l e g i s l a t i v e  i n a c t i o n  o n  ERA w o u l d  q u e l l  
f u r t h e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h i s  v i t a l  i s s u e  i s  f a l s e .  T h i s  i s s u e  
i s  n o t  g o i n g  a w a y ;  i t  s h o u l d  n o t  g o  a w a y .  I n  t h e  C o n g r e s s ,  o v e r  
200 r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  h a v e  c o - s p o n s o r e d  a H o u s e  j o i n t  r e s o l u t i o n  
p r o v i d i n g  f o r  t h e  r e s u b m i t t a l  o f  a n a t i o n a l  ERA t o  t h e  s t a t e  
l e g i s l a t u r e s  f o r  r a t i f i c a t i o n .  A c r o s s  t h e  c o u n t r y ,  ERA p r o p o ­
n e n t s  a r e  r e d o u b l i n g  t h e i r  e f f o r t s .  T h e y  s e e  a c h a n g e d  l e g i s l a ­
t i v e  l a n d s c a p e  --  a l a n d s c a p e  w h i c h  f i n d s  n e w  f a c e s  i n  s t a t e  
l e g i s l a t u r e s  f o l l o w i n g  t h e  d e f e a t  o r  r e t i r e m e n t  o f  m a n y  k e y  
l e g i s l a t o r s  wh o  o p p o s e d  ERA i n  t h e  p a s t .



Opponents argue that ihe goal of equal rights for 
women, however laudatory, can be arfained through other means, 
e.g., through a piece-by-piece modification of state and federal 
laws and regulations which discriminate, or permit discrimina­
tion, against women. Your Committee finds that such attempts, 
piece-by-piece, to ameliorate the problem of sex-based dis­
crimination are bound to be unsatisfactory.

In the words of a leading treatise on ERA:

Over the years, some proponents of women's 
rights have thought that discrimination 
could be anded most effectively if legis­
latures prepared men and women gradually 
for equality by a series of step-by-step 
reforms. . . However such suggestions un­
real i s t ic al ly assume a delicacy and pre­
cision in the legislative process which 
has no relationship to actual legislative 
capability. More importantly, the process 
is unlikely to be completed within the 
lifetime of any woman now alive. Such 
a method requires multiple actions by 
fifty legislatures and the federal con­
gress, by the courts and executive agencies 
in each one of these jurisdictions, and 
by similar government authorities in 
numerous political subdivisions as well.
This government machinery would have to 
be mobilized to repeal or modify the 
statutes and practices in scores of 
different areas where unequal treatment 
now prevails. To be comprehensive such 
efforts would require a tremendously ex­
pensive, sophisticated, and sustained 
political organization, both nationally 
and within every state and locality.
Campaigns to change the laws one by one 
could drag on for many years, and per­
haps in some areas never be finished.
"The Equal Rights Amendment: A Consti­
tutional Basis for Equal Rights for 
Women", by Barbara A. Brown, Thomas I.
Emerson, Gail Falk, and Ann E. Freedman,
80 Yale Law Journal 871, 833 (1972).

The authors of the quoted treatise went on to point out 
the "need for a single coherent theory of women's equality before 
the law, and for a consistent nationwide application of this 
theory", and found that "(t)his is scarcely possible through 
legislative change alone." Ibid.

We Americans have inherited from our nation's founders 
the federal constitutional amending process. It provides for the



incorporation, into our national Charter, of changes in the basic 
governing assumptions of our country. The use of this process to 
record and symbolize such changes, and to help make those changes 
tangible in the lives of our people, is well understood insofar 
as the right of every American to be free from discrimination on 
the basis of race, color, religion or national origin is con­
cerned. The use of the same process in the case of sex-based 
discrimination thus fits comfortably into our American constitu­
tional tradition.

In our judgment, some opponents of ERA and SJR 1 
grossly overstate their case and adopt an alarmist tone not 
supported by reason or experience.

For example, they have asserted that ERA will deprive 
people of privacy in the performance of personal bodily 

functions.

However, under the federal and state constitutions, an 
independent right of privacy has been recognized. At the federal 
level, the right of privacy was recognized by the Supreme Court 
of the United States in Griswold v. Connecticut and other de­
cisions. The federal right of privacy is derived from a combi­
nation of various more specific rights in the First, Third, 
Fourth, Fifth and Ninth Amendments. In Alaska, the right of 
privacy rests upon an explicit State constitutional amendment 
approved directly by vote of the people.

The independent privacy right permits the separation of 
sexes in public rest rooms, in the sleeping quarters of prisons 
or other public institutions, and in other situations which 
involve disrobing, sleeping or the performance of personal bodily 
functions. Police practices by which a search involving the 
removal of clothing could only be performed by a police officer 
of the same sex would remain permissible.

ERA opponents have also made exaggerated claims that 
ERA will cause husbands to stop supporting their wives, or compel 
women who choose to be homemakers to change their lifestyles, or 
eliminate any right tc alimony in divorce decrees, or the right 

to child support.

Again, neither reason nor history supports these 
claims. For example, nothing in ERA would prohibit an award of 
alimony to a spouse of either sex who has been out of the labor 
force for a long time in order to make a non-compensated 
contribution to the well-being of the family unit. Nothing in 
ERA would prohibit a court from ordering child support to the 
spouse having custody of a dependent child.

ERA speaks only to discrimination under state or 
federal law; it does not speak, or purport to regulate, voluntary 
practices of individuals in their familial relationships.
Indeed, in the realm of carriage and the family, the greatest



influences upon actual behavior are the social customs, economic 
realities, religious traditions and practices, and individual 
preferences and economic status of the people involved. ERA 
would not regulate such voluntary behavior of individuals in 
their private lives. The Alaska experience since 1972 proves 

this .

In summary, both the research and the history of the 
State amendment since 1972 make manifest that opponents have 
exaggerated a l a r m i n g l y  the claims of ERA's effect in areas 
traditionally protected through the constitutional concept of 
privacy or with regard to personal lifestyle choices of free 
Americans .

If one compares the history of ERA with the long 
struggle for women's suffrage, or the longer struggle -- still in 
progress -- against race-based discrimination, the ERA movement 
is relatively young. Resubmission by the Congress of ERA, for 
consideration by state legislatures, would be appropriate. This 
issue is not fading away; if anything, momentum for the amendment 
appears to be growing. Legislatures in the '80s should have an 
opportunity to consider this vital issue, without being 
restricted by a few adverse decisions in certain states in the 
past. As a leader in the efforts to bring sex-based 
discrimination to an end, Alaska can cite its own experience ?v.u 
memorialize the Congress to give state legislatures a new 
opportunity to ratify ERA.

R e s p e c t f u l l y  s u b m i t t e d ,

, Chairman

Victor Fischer, Vice-Chairman



Dear Mr. President:

The undersigned Senators who are members of the Senate 
Committee on Health, Education and Social Services have carefully 
considered the implications of SJR 1 to the state of Alaska and 
its citizens and submit this minority report recommending that 
SJR 1 does not pass.

Even though Alaska was among the first states to ratify the 
first Equal Rights Amendment, we believe that events since that 
time demand that this body re-examine carefully the implications 
of that amendment to Alaska, the legislature and Alaskan 
citizens. We submit that the law has changed substantially since 
the article cited by the majority report was published in 1972, 
the same year that the amendment was passed out of the Congress 
and ratified by Alaska.

As correctly noted in the majority report, Alaska in 1972 
amended its state constitution to specifically prohibit 
discrimination on the basis of sex. Therefore, clearly Alaskans 
do not need the additional protection of the Equal Rights 
Amendment in the federal constitution. And while as the majority 
report states, no particular problems have developed from this 
addition to our state constitution, it cannot be analogized to 
the federal constitution as will become evident in the following 
d iscussion.

The Equal Rights Amendment is unnecessary. Since 1971, the 
United States Supreme Court has routinely applied the protections 
of the 5th and the 14th Amendments to women and to gender based 
discrimination to invalidate many state and federal actions.
For example, the United States Supreme Court recently invalidated 
a Louisiana t'law that gave a husband exclusive control over the 
disposition of property owned by both spouses during the marriage

Reed v. Reed, 404 U.S. 71 (1971). Front' e.~o v. Richardson,
411 U.S. 677 (1973). Board of Education v La Fleur, 414 U.S.
632 (1974). Stanton v. Stanton, 421 U.S. 7 (1975). Taylor v. 
Louisiana, 419 U.S. 522 (1975). Weinberger v. Wiesenfeld, 420 
U.S. 636 (1975). Turner v. Department of Employment Security,
423 U.S. 44 (1975). Craig v, Boren, 429 U.S. 190 (1976).
Califano v. Goldfarb, 430 U.S. 199 (1977). National Gas Co. v. 
Satty, 434 U.S. 136 (1977). Caban v. Mohammed, 441 U.S. 380
(1979). Davis v. Passman, 442 U.sfl 228 (1979). Orr v. Orr, 440 
U.S 268 (1979). Cal.̂  fano v. Westcott, 433 U.S. 76 (1973).
Wengler v. Druggists Mutual Insurance Co., 100 S.Ct. 1540
(1980). Michael M. v. Superior Court of Sonoma County, 101 S.Ct. 
1200 (1981). Kxrchberq v. Feenstra, 101 S.Ct. 1195 (1Q81).
There are several "other lower court decisions which are not
1isted.

M I N O R I T Y  R E P O R T  OF  T H E  S E N A T E  C O M M I T T E E  O N  H E A L T H ,  E D U C A T O N  A N D
S O C I A L  S E R V I C E S  RE  S J R  1



on the basis that it violated the Equal Protection Clause of the 
14th Amendment. It held that gender-based discrimination is 
unconstitutional absent a showing that the classification 
furthers an important governmental interest. To more fully 
understand this standard, the Court's ruling in Michael M. v. 
Superior Court of Sonoma County, is important. This case 
involved an appeal by a young man who had been convicted of 
statuatory rape. He argued that the statute unlawfully 
discriminated against him on the basis of gender since men alone 
were liable. The Court said that where gender classifications 
realistically reflected the fact that the sexes were not 
similarly situated, such laws do not violate the Constitution.

In addition to the direct Constitutional protections, the 
courts have also applied the protections of the Title VII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 tc prevent sex discrimination. Title 
VII states that it is unlawful to discriminate against any 
individual with respect to compensation, terms, conditions, or 
privileges of employment, because of such individual's race, 
color, sex, or national origin. Congress was able to apply its 
provisions to state actions by relying on its authority 
guaranteed by the 14th Amendment. There are other important laws 
which currently guarantee women's rights.

Title IX of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 which applies to 
all public education requires it to be free from discrimination 
based upon sex. The Equal Employment Opportunity Act of 1972 
likewise prohibits sex discrimination and applies to all 
employers of at least 15 employees who are engaged in businesses 
affecting interstate commerce. States are prohibited from 
denying equal educational opportunities on the basis of sex by 
the Equal Educational Opportunities Act of 19'4. The Equal Pay 
Act of 1963 applies to all federal and state employers, as well 
as to employers engaged in interstate commerce. The Equal Credit 
Opportunity Act of 1974 applies to all creditors ari prevents 
discriminatory credit practices. For these federal laws to be 
enforceable against states and employers engaged in interstate 
commerce, the Congress must have Constitutional authority to 
enact them. In all of these cases, the courts have uniformly 
upheld Congress' authority.

This becomes important to our position, because even if the 
Equal Rights Amendment was to be ratified, the laws implementing 
it would still need to be enacted by Congress. It is difficult 
to imagine what other areas important to the majority of Alaskans 
would become law as a result of the Equal Rights Amendment.

 ̂ Kirchberg v. Feenstra, 101 S.Ct. 1195 (1991).
I 101 S.Ct. 1200 (1981).

Fitzpatrick v. Bitzer, 427 U.S. 445 (1976). Dothard v. 
Rawlinson, 433 U.S. 321 (1977). City of Los Angeles Dept, of 
Water and Power v. Manhart, 435 U.S. 702 (1978).
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For the past ten years, there has been tremendous conflict > 
over what the Equal Rights Amendment will accomplish. As evident 
in the Senate and House hearings and in a Harvard Civil Rights - 
Civil Liberties Law Review, Constitutional scholars cannot agree 
on the standard of review that would apply to sex discrimination 
cases under the Equal Rights Amendment. Some proponents of the 
amendment assert that it would not invalidate laws concerning 
homosexual relations, intorsexual occupancy of sleeping 
facilities in public institutions, or women in combat, while 
others disagree. Opponents to the amendment are equally 
convinced that it will.

In our opinion, these arguments miss the point. The fact 
that recognized authorities of the Constitution and the United 
States Supreme Court can entertain such diametrically opposing 
views of the same language demonstrates that ic is impossible to 
give a confident interpretation until the amendment's 
ratification and subsequent judicial interpretations. Such 
judicial pronouncements may take literally hundreds of years.

One important consequence that cannot be ignored is that the 
judiciary makes mistakes. If mistakes are made at the level of 
the Congress or the state legislatures, they can be rectified by 
the appropriate body. Where, however, mistakes are made in a 
judicial interpretation of a Constitutional provision the effects 
are drastic. Such mistakes can only be corrected by the death, 
the retirement, or change of mind of the Supreme Court justices, 
or by constitutional amendment. It is highly unlikely that any 
of these might occur.

Two remaining areas concern us and are the strongest

5 The authors of the article relied upon by the majority report 
states:

"The Equal Rights Amendment will have a substantial and 
pervasive impact upon military practices and institutions. As 
now formulated, the Amendment permits no exceptions for the 
military. Neither the right to privacy nor any unique physical 
characteristic justifies different treatment for the sexes with 
respect to voluntary or involuntary service, and pregnancy 
justifies only slightly different conditions of service for 
women. . . . Women will serve in all kinds of [military] units, 
and they will be elgible for combat duty."

Brown, Emerson, Falk, & Freedman, The Equal Rights 
Amendment: A Constitutional Basis for Equal Rights for Women, 80 
Yale L.J. 871, 969, 978 (1972). Note, The Legality of Homosexual 
Marriage, 82 Yale L.J. 573 (1973).

The 14th Amendment was designed to correct the injustices of 
an earlier United States Supreme Court decision holding that a 
black man was not entitled to constitutional protections even if 
he had been born a free man. Nothing really was accomplished 
until the civil rights movement of the 1960's. Decisions 
regarding racial discrimination are still being decided.



arguments against supporting SJR 1 and the Equal Rights 
Amendment; shifting legislative power to the federal judiciary 
and shifting states' rights to the federal government.

Passage of the Equal Rights Amendment would further erode 
the checks and balances originally built into the United States 
Constitution. Our founders established 3 branches of government 
and created a system of checks and balances to prevent the 
executive, the legislature or the judiciary from becoming too 
powerful. In recent years, the judiciary has usurped the 
authority of the legislature. By definition, a constitutional 
amendment which limits what government can do places limitations 
on the legislature, because normally it is the legislature that 
has policy making authority. But constitutional amendments can 
only be interpreted by the judiciary. We believe that our 
constituency would find us more responsive to them than a small 
group of lawyers who are appointed to lifetime positions.

More importantly to us as Alaskans is thc\t not only would 
the governmental power shift from the legislature to the 
judiciary, but it would also shift from the state to the federal 
government. This would be accomplished by section 2 of the 
amendment. The basic premise of the Constitution is to ensure 
that the people have as direct a say in the government as 
possible. It is our view that this can be best accomplished by 
leaving the most authority possible within the state legislature.

As elected state senators, we are particularly concerned 
over the amendment's encroachment on our legislative authority 
and on the shifting of governmental power from the states to the 
federal government and judiciary. While politically it is hard 
to oppose the Equal Rights Amendment, we do not. believe that we 
can betray the trust that our constituency placed in us to be 
mindful of federal intrusions upon our authority. We believe 
that the protections sought by the majority of people are already 
included in*the federal constitution, as evidenced by the recent 
United States Supreme Court decisions discussed briefly above and 
j.n the numerous laws already enacted by the Congress and 
applicable to the states. We further believe that any additional 
protection that our constituency identifies as necessary can be 
best addressed at the state level.

Even the Alaska Supreme Court has decided issues that many 
believe belong to the legislature by deciding, for example, that 
Alaskans have tho right to marijuana for personal use. If 
citizens are unhappy with that decision, there is literally 
nothing they can do, because the court has decided that this 
activity is protected by the Alaska Constitution. Whereas, if 
the decision had been made by the legislature, the citizens could 
speak on the issue. In a sense, this means that rather than 
Alaskans f'-.ing governed by themselves, they are governed by an 
elite few.



A

In summary, we ask that the Senate carefully weigh the true 
import of SJR 1 and not pass it.

Respectfully submitted,

Paul Fischer

I
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-the ûvArt\cv:k(m C* e.V\ 'tkes.d ccJW\/v\«nVS ^A«=fcW| c^«- vr\e~A V. *vjl4 *o

Sw ppc-<'+ 4 d e - S*r<nrv^ o p '^ '^ A .  ^  V\t\vJ«_ \ h t v ( *  t k i S  vO O uJkd ‘S ^ ir  w f  co

uoVxcle \ o *  o f  C c n A -ro J iv S » ^ V  » U w \S  e < \d  v O O i d d  d o  bn u«ce V \f t r w \  4 V \ftO  

C^ood *bi *v> e. o>'kole o f -  S o u V f ^ ,

TUa-wtc ̂ oa- -

Tmdtttb L.uJ^'r

Po.€>xS<*
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J U N E A U  O F F IC E

147 SOUTH FRANKLIN #207 
JUNEAU. ALASKA 99801 

PHONE: (907) 586-3090

N E A - A L A S K A»
A FFILIATED  W ITH  TH E N ATIO N A L EDUCATION ASSO C IATIO N

A N C H O R A G E  R E G IO N A L  O F F IC E
1411 WEST 33rd 

ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99503 
PHONE: (907)274-0536

F A IR B A N K S  R E G IO N A L  O F F IC E
825COLLEGE ROAD 

FAIRBANKS. ALASKA 99701 
PHONE: (907)456-4435

TO: Senator Joe Josephson, Chair
Senate HESS Committee and 

Members of Senate HESS Committee

RE: SJR 1 "Relating to the proposal by Congress of
Equal Rights Amendment."

R o b e rt C . M a n n e r s
Executive Secretary

J u n e a u  O ff ic e  

R o b e rt C . C o o k s e y
Deputy Executive Secretary

J u n e a u  O ff ic e

J a m e s  0 .  A lte r
Field Stall 

J u n e a u  O ff ic e

C h a r le s  L. O ’C o n n e ll
Deputy Executive Secretary

A n c h o r a g e  O ff ic e  

D ia n n e  A n d e r s o n
Field Stall

A n c h o r a g e  O ff ic e  

S te v e  P u lk k in e n

Field Stall

A n c h o r a g e  O ff ic e  

M a r y  A n n  E in ln g e r
Deputy Executive Secretary

F a ir b a n k s  O ff ic e

DATE: January 25, 1983

MEMORANDUM OF SUPPORT

NEA and NEA-Alaska have a long history of actively supporting the Equal Rights 
Amendment and will continue our efforts to ensure that equality, regardless of 
sex, becomes a part of the basic law of our land. Since the Constitution is the 
basic law of the land only a constitutional amendment can assure that quality.

Our support for the ERA is based in the belief held by our members in the basic 
worth of all people. However, both men and women have found and continue to 
find themselves the victims of discriminatory laws and practices that deny their 
worth, their contributions nnd their aspirations. The ERA will provide a major 
impetus in the effort to end these discriminatory practices nnd laws throughout 
tho nation.

We urge you to support the passage of the ERA so that equality of opportunity 
can become a reality for all our citizens.

Thank you for v>ur consideration.

Respectfully c'ubmitted:

Robert Manners 
Executive Secretary

RM: jc
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C O M M I T T E E  R E P O R T  

S E N A T E

'f l i / 6 'j F U R T H E R :JUDICIARY

, / /?X.S

D a t e :

Mr. P r e s i d e n t :

The C o m m i t t e e  on  H D S f ___________________________ has had SJR JO. 1______

Relating to the proposal by Conjross of an Equal Rights Amendment

u n d e r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  and (a m a j o r i t y  of the c o m m i t t e e )  (the c o m m i t t e e )  

r e p o r t s  it b a ck  w i t h  the fo lowing r e c o m m e n d a t i o n s :

[ ]  d o p a s s  [ j d o n o t . D a s s

[ ] do pass w i t h  a t t a c h e d  a m e n d m e n t s (s )

[ ] same tit le
[ ] r e p l a c e  wi th  CS f o r ________________________________________________ [ j new ti t l e

and r e c o m m e n d s

[ ] A N D a t t a c h e s  a " L e t t e r  of In te nt " [ ] New Fiscal Note

[ 1 r e p o r t s  it b a c k  w i t h o u t  r e c o m m e n d a t i o n

[ ] r e f e r r e d  to t h e ________________________________________________ C o m m i t t e e

M E M B E R S  S I G N I N G  M E M B E R S  H A V I N G

DO PASS O T H E R  R E C O M M E N D A T I O N S :

/.A.

S 60 (Rev. 1 2 / 7 8 )

^ If'

C H A I R M A N



WHAT ARE SOME OF THE COMMON MISUNDERSTANDINGS ABOUT THE ERA?

1. Will the ERA change the family structure? No, the ERA will not change 
the family structure nor will it take away from state legislatures the right to 

legislate in areas which they now have power, such as marriage and family law.

The ERA denies Congress and all' state legislatures the power to legislate dis— 

criminatorily based on sex. •.*•■• " V  .

2. Will the ERA deny a dependent • wife the right to support from her husband?
No. ERA will not affect private, voluntary arrangements within families.' Nor
will the ERA give state or federal governments the right to decide who in the family, 
will work outside of the.home. ' • - .

3." . Will, the ERA abolish the right to privacy? No. The right to privacy is 

constitutionally guaranteed by the First, Third, Fourth and.Ninth Amendments to'the 
Constitution. The right to privacy permits the state to segregate sexes in such 
public facilities as public toilets and sleeping quarters, because of an overrid­
ing and compelling public interest. • •

4. Will the ERA legalize homosexual marriages? No, the ERA does not apply to 
homosexual marriages. If a state legislature legalized homosexual-marriages for 

men, then under the ERA, it would aldo have to legalize such marriages for women.

5. Will the ERA require that women be drafted and perform combat roles in

the mii i.tary? Women may be required to register for military service' with the 
ratification of the ERA however, Congress has the power to draft women now. 

Assignment of women to combat will be determined by military policymakers, Congress, 

rnd the courts, legal authorities believe-With, or without the ERA, some women may 
soon be able to get combat assignments on request.

6. Will the ERA give the U. S. Congress or the CJ. S. Supreme Court extended 

powers to interfere in family life? No. The ERA does not extend these powers.
It merely denies Congress and all other legislatures the power to legislate dis- 

criminatcrily based on sex. It grants Congress the power to implement the provi­

sions of the Amendment by legislation, and nothing more. The wording of the en­
forcement clause in ERA was taken from Section 5 of the 14th Amendment and is 

almost identical to the language found in at least five other amendments.

* * * * * * * * * * * *

This information sheet was prepared from research materials by the Alaska Commission 

on the Status of Women, MacKay Building, 338 Denali Street, Suite 850, Anchorage, 
Alaska, 99501



EQUAL R IG H T S  AMENDMENT

The Equal Rights' Amendment is a proposed amendment to the U. S. Constitution.
It was approved by U. S. Congress in 1972. It will become an amendment to the 

Constitution when 38 states have voted to accept, or ratify, it.' The amendment states:

"Section 1: Equality of rights under the law shall not be denied or abridged
by the United States or any State on account of sex."

"Section 2: The Congress shall have the power to enforce, by appropriate
legislation, the provisions of this article."

"Section 3: This amendment shall take effect two years after the date of
ratification.'" .

\

DOESN'T THE CONSTITUTION ALREADY GUARANTEE EQUAL RIGHTS? No.woman bringing a sex 
discrimination suit under the equal protection clause of the 14th Amendment ever 

won a case before the Supreme Court until 1971. The 1971 decision, however, did not 
overrule earlier decisions upholding sex discrimination. Present court decisions and 

laws, such as Title IX and the Equal Pay Act, are inadequate to ensure-the equal 
rights of men and women. For example, many laws prohibiting sex bias and discrim­
ination are limited to federally funded programs.

WHAT WILL THE ERA DO? The ERA will provide for equal rights and ’responsibilities for 
both men and women. Laws will be based on individual circumstances and needs rather 
than on sexual stereotypes. Real biological differences between men and women will 

continue to be considered. However, laws which are discriminatory and restrictive 

will be stricken entirely, while laws which provide a meaningful protection will 
be expanded to include both men and women.

THE ERA WILL:

. Enshrine in the Constitution the general principle that sex d i s c r i m ­

ination is wrong;

. Insure that the federal government and all states review and revise 

their laws and official practices to eliminate discrimination based on sex;
. Insure equal opportunity, privileges, and benefits in all aspects of 

government ..employment, including admission to military service;

. Prohibit different punishments for men and women for committing the 

same crimes;

. Insure equality of opportunity in public schools, state colleges and 
universities, and employment training programs of Federal, State, or local 

governments;
. Provide the legal basis for recognition of the principle (ignored in 

most family law) that the homemaker's role in marriage has economic value 
and that marriage is a full partnership;

. Strengthen families by giving value to each spouse's contribution to 

and support of the family;

. Insure that families of women workers receive the same benefits as 
families of men workers under the social security lav;, government pension 
plans, and worker's compensation laws/

. Give the same rights to a woman as to a man in marital law;

. Ensure that married women can ennage in business freely and dispose

of separate or community property on the same basis as married men.

WHAT I S  TH E  ERA?


	SHES13 SJR 1



