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March 17,1998

Please send the following testimony to the attention of the
Alaska State Senate Iudiriarv Committee. Alaska State Senate, Juncsu Alaska
(Chain Robin Taylor, VC; Drew Pierce; also Milcc Miller, Sean Parnell, Johnny Ellis)

Dear Senators,
I  strongly urge you to withdraw tho constitutional amendment SJR #37 - "Constitutional Amendment Concern­

ing Minor’s Abortion." The Alaska Constitution provides protections for the privacy of all Alaskans and wc value those 
protections! As President of tho Fairbanks Coalition For Choice, representing several thousand pro-cboice voters io the 
Fairbanks nrca, I urge you to oppose this bill for the following reasons;

1) This amendment would unfairly create two classes of teenage women - those who can opt to have babies WITHOUT 
ANY PARENTAL CONSENT OR GOVERNMENT INTERFERENCE, and those v/ho wimt abortions and will have 
to jump through judicial hoops to gctsafo medical care.

2) This amendment will underraina and weakm Alaska’s constitutional right to privacy, and win result in a costly & 
unnecessary lawsuits (at taxpayer expense).

3) Because over 60% of teens already involve parents in their pregnancy decisions, this bill will impact the few abortion- 
seeking teens in dysfunctional families whose parents are not supportive, or who may be abusive - these girls will 
cither be forced to have babies they can't raise, be dangerously delayed In obtaining the abortions they seek, or 
attempt Illegal abortions,

4) It Is not possible nor wise to logialate teens' communication witb parents about a subject a sensitive os sexuality and 
pregnancy. Even healthy families have difficulties discussing sexual behavior.

5) Jt is not possible to protect the privacy of teens facing the judicial bypass process in small rural commnnities. and the 
fear of exposure of sensitive information may drive some teens to take desperate and life-threatening action.

6) Teen pregnancy is already a crisis in Alaska. Wo need to act to prevent these pregnancies, not increase the misery of 
these children with punitive bills such aA this.

7) In other states. Judges required to rule cm Judicial Bypass requests routinely approve them because the teenage woman 
has a good reason mid can demonstrate she’s mature enough to males her own decision, or because the judge does not 
feel hc/shc is in abetter position than the teen to moko the decision.

8) Some Judges required to rule on Judicial Bypass requests may routinely deny them because of their own personal/ 
religions bias against abortion, thereby forcing some young teenagers to undergo dangerous pregnancies to bear 
children they do not wont and ore unprepared to raise.

9) It would bo more worthwhile to work to prevent unplanned pregnancies. This would reduce the number of abortions 
among both adult and teen women,

10) The prime sponsors Juvo testified that such on amendment would NOT ir crease the number of teens who talk to their 
parents, but only interfere with (or delay) their access to safe legal abortion. This bill la a sham - a waste of rime and 
attention that would be better spent on education and prevention.

This amendment is clearly a political attempt by religious conservatives opposed to abortion to circumvent 
young women's legitimate right to obtnto safe legal abortions by Undermining their constitution ally protected privacy 
rights. Our Constitution will be in place long alter this wavo of conservatism has passed, ricasr. withdraw this amend­
ment.
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"Proposing an am endm ent to the C onstitution of the State of Alaska relating to 
parental consent or notification before an abortion is provided to a minor."

S en a te  Jo in t R eso lu tio n  37  p ro p o se s  an  am e n d m e n t to  th e  s ta te  co n stitu tio n  th a t c lea rly  perm its  
the L eg is la tu re  to  req u ire  p a ren ta l in v o lv em en t in th e  ab o rtio n  d ec is io n s  o f  m in o rs . T h e  re so lu tio n  s ta tes  
as fo llow s: Notwithstanding any other provision of this constitution, the legislature may, to the extent 

permitted by the Constitution of the United States, grant a parent either the right to consent or the right 

to be notified before a person may provide an abortion to a minor child of the parent.

L ast y ea r the  L e g is la tu re  en a c ted  o v e r  G o v e rn o r  K n o w le s ’ v e to  S e n a te  Bill 24, w h ich  requ ires a 
perso n  to o b ta in  p e rm iss io n  from  a  p a ren t o r  ju d g e  b e fo re  p e rfo rm in g  an  ab o rtio n  on  a  g irl 16 years o f  age 
o r younger. H o w e v er, a  s ta te  su p e r io r  c o u rt ju d g e  h as  d e lay e d  e n fo rce m e n t o f  the  law  p en d in g  reso lu tion  
o f  the Planned Parenthood v. Alaska law su it, w h ich  c h a lle n g es  th e  n ew  law  on  s ta te  co n stitu tiona l 
g rounds.

N a tio n a l an d  s ta te  o p in io n  p o lls  co n s is te n tly  sh o w  80  p e rcen t o f  the  pub lic  su p p o rts  paren ta l 
co n sen t fo r  ab o rtio n . L aw s req u irin g  p a ren ta l in v o lv e m e n t in m in o rs ’ ab o rtio n  d ec is io n s  a re  on  the  books 
in 39  sta tes . T h e  U .S . S u p rem e  C o u rt has o n  n in e  se p a ra te  o ccas io n s  ru led  th a t p ro p e rly  co n stru c ted  
p aren ta l c o n se n t and  n o tic e  law s a re  co n stitu tio n a l. In  its m o st re cen t o p in io n  in Lambert v. Wicklund 
(1997), the  S u p rem e  C o u rt upheld  a  M o n tan a  p a ren ta l in v o lv em en t law  v e ry  s im ila r  in s tru c tu re  to  the 
A laska s ta tu te . C lin to n  ap p o in tee s  R u th  B a d e r G in sb u rg  and S tep h en  B rey c r jo in e d  in the unan im o u s 
d ec is io n  to u p h o ld  M o n ta n a ’s s ta tu te .

P erh ap s re co g n iz in g  the  fu tility  o f  a fed era l c o u r t ch a llen g e , o p p o n en ts  o f  A la sk a ’s paren ta l 
co n sen t law  filed  su it la s t y ea r in s ta te  co u rt, seek in g  to  have th e  law  o v ertu rn ed . It is n o t possib le  to  
p red ic t the  o u tco m e  o f  th e  case . H o w ev er, th e re  is v ir tu a l c e rta in ty  on  a t least o n e  m atte r: regard less o f  
w h e th e r th e  s ta te  u ltim a te ly  w ins o r  loses, th e  litig a tio n  w ill d rag  on  fo r years, d e lay  en fo rc e m e n t o f  a law  
su p p o rted  by m o st A lask an s, and  c o s t  the  s ta te  h u n d red s  o f  th o u san d s  o f  d o lla rs . In h is su p p lem en ta l 
b u d g et b ill G o v e rn o r  K n o w les  has a lre ad y  re q u e s te d  ad d itio n a l m o n ey  fo r the D e p artm en t o f  L aw  to 
co v e r ex p en ses  fo r  the  p a ren ta l c o n se n t law su it.

S JR  37  tak es  th e  d ec is io n  o u t o f  the  h an d s  o f  th e  co u rts , and  p laces it in the  h an d s o f  the peop le, 
w here  it b e lo n g s. T h e  am en d m e n t is “ n o n -se lf -e x e c u tin g ,”  m ean in g  it d o e s  no t g ran t an y  rig h ts  to paren ts  
o th e r than  w h a t th e  L eg is la tu re  g ran ts  th ro u g h  leg is la tio n . W h en  ap p ro v ed  by the  v o te rs , th e  am en d m en t 
w ill lik e ly  b ring  a q u ick  en d  to the  Planned Parenthood v. Alaska law su it, sp arin g  the  s ta te  from  fu rther 
litig a tio n  e x p e n ses  and  en a b lin g  e n fo rce m e n t o f  th e  p a ren ta l c o n se n t law .
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