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Doniece Gott

From:Sent:
To:Subject:

S e n . K e v in  M e y e r
T u e s d a y ,  A p r i l  0 2 , 2 0 1 3  4 :0 9  P M
S e n a te  F in a n c e  C o m m it te e
F W : C o m m e n ts  o n  S B  4 9  fo r  th e  S e n a te  F in a n c e  C o m m it te e  h e a r in g

SB 49 testimony

From: J e a n  E a to n  r m a ilto :e a to n @ a la s k a .c o m 1  

Sent: S a tu rd a y ,  M a rc h  3 0 , 2 0 1 3  1 0 :2 8  A M  

To: S e n . K e v in  M e y e r

Subject: C o m m e n ts  o n  SB 4 9  f o r  th e  S e n a te  F in a n c e  C o m m it te e  h e a r in g

Dear Senator Meyer,
I would like to make some comments on SB 49 to be entered into the record of the Senate 
Finance Committee hearing today 3/30/2013.

For the record I am Jean Eaton from Senate District N.

Why should the legislature be practicing medicine?
SB 49 would only affect the poorest, most defenseless and needy segment of society. It is 
very invasive into a very personal aspect of a woman's health, and prevents the physician 
from using her training and judgment. It's a shameful attack on impoverished women in a 
very tough situation.

The legislature would do better to concentrate on our state's economy, energy production, 
education, employment, infrastructure and resources, so that Alaskans can support 
themselves, prosper and lead satisfying lives. You've been elected to run the economy, 
not the doctor’s practice.

It would be more constructive to spend this time on a bill making abortion less necessary. 
Fund family planning, contraception, and reproductive education in the schools.

Providing free contraceptives to all who ask would be cheaper than paying for the births, 
the raising, the health, the foster care, and the social problems of impoverished, unwanted 
children.

Please VOTE NO on Senate Bill 49.

Jean Eaton
i
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Doniece Gott

From:Sent:
To:Subject:

S e n . K e v in  M e y e r
T u e s d a y ,  A p r i l  0 2 , 2 0 1 3  4 :1 6  P M
S e n a te  F in a n c e  C o m m it te e
F W : S B 4 9  S e n a te  F in a n c e  H e a r in g  te s t im o n y

SB 49 Testimony

From: k im e  m c c l in to c k  r m a ilto :m c c lin to c k .k @ a m a il.c o m 1  
Sent: F r id a y ,  M a rc h  2 9 , 2 0 1 3  2 :5 5  PM 

To: S e n . K e v in  M e y e r

Subject: S B 4 9  S e n a te  F in a n c e  H e a r in g  te s t im o n y

Hi Sen. M eyer,

M y name is K im e M cClintock and I am your constituent. Unfortunately, I am unable to call into the hearing 
tomorrow regarding S B 4 9 , but wanted to make my voice heard. Bruce in Sen. K elly's office advised me to use 
the "public opinion link" on the A K  legislature website to submit comment, but I was unable to find it, so I hope 
this w ill suffice. I also left a message on your office phone; feel free to call me back at 907-35 1 -2 0 8 9  i f  you 
have any questions.

I urge you to vote against S B 49 . This bill is a huge overreach into the private lives o f  women and would 
effectively  make two classes o f  women. This is not an Alaskan value. I urge you to also consider the fact that 
this bill does nothing to address the issue o f  unintended pregnancies, which is indeed a real issue. I would love 
to see thoughtful legislation that aimed to support women and fam ilies in leading healthy, self-determined lives; 
this bill does not do that.

You strike me as a reasonable person, and so I have faith that you will take my opinion into consideration. 
Please vote no on S B 49 .

Thank you,
K im e M cC lintock 
M PH Candidate 2014  
Tulane University

l
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FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS #1

Analysis

STATE O F ALASKA BILL NO. S S S B  49

2013 LEG ISLA TIV E SESSION

This bill would limit funding of abortions for Medicaid eligible individuals to medically necessary abortions and 
abortions that are the result of rape or incest. The bill provides a statutory definition of medical necessity. 
Currently, Alaska Medicaid only pays for medically necessary abortions and abortions that are the result of rape or 
incest. However, the determination of medical necessity is made by the physician requesting authorization of the 
abortion based on professional judgment, not a specific definition.

It is possible that use of specific criteria for medical necessity could reduce the number of abortions qualified for 
state funding. However, the Department lacks the data needed to estimate how many abortions would fail to 
meet the bill's definition of medical necessity. Therefore, we cannot determine the impact on expenditures.

Medicaid payment regulations would need to be amended to apply the specific definition of medical necessity as a 
condition of payment for abortion services.

(Revised 1/15/2013 OMB) Page 2 of 2



A L A S K A  S T A T E  S E N A T E

Interim:
301 Santa Claus Lane 
North Pole Plaza Mall Ste. 3B 
North Pole, Alaska 99705 
Phone: (907) 451-2063 
Fax (907) 451-2332

Session:
State Capitol, Room 119 
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182 
Phone: (907)465-3719 
Fax (907) 465-3258

SENATOR JOHN COGHILL

D a te : A p r i l  1, 2013  

T o :  F in a n c e  C o m m it te e  M e m b e rs  

F ro m :  S en. J o h n  C o g h i l l ’ s O f f ic e  

R e : S B  49

R e b u t ta l  t o  P la n n e d  P a re n th o o d  a n d  T e s t im o n y  f r o m  S a tu rd a y .  M a r c h  3 0 . 2 0 1 3

1 . T h e  te s t im o n y  w a s  b ro a d  a n d , a t  t im e s ,  e m o t io n a l .  T h a t  is g e n e r a l ly  a c o m m o n  t r a i t  w h e n  

d e b a t in g  is s u e s  in v o lv in g  a b o r t io n .

2 . S e n . C o g h il l  w a n ts  t o  c o r r e c t  s o m e  m is u n d e r s ta n d in g s  a b o u t  t h e  b i l l  in c lu d in g  s o m e  

m is u n d e r s ta n d in g s  t h a t  c o m e  f r o m  its  o p p o n e n ts .

P O IN T  1 - P L A N N E D  P A R E N T H O O D  STILL C O U LD  N O T  CEARLY D EFIN E W H A T  A N  ELECTIVE A B O R T IO N  

W A S  O R  T H A T  ELECTIVE A B O R T IO N S  EVEN EXIST.

a. O f  c o u rs e , a r e a s o n a b le  p e rs o n  c o u ld  a rg u e  t h a t  P la n n e d  P a re n th o o d  c a n n o t  o p e n ly  

c le a r ly  a d m i t  t h a t  e le c t iv e  a b o r t io n s  e x is t  b e c a u s e  t h a t  w o u ld  m a k e  th e m  e le c t iv e  

p ro c e d u re s .

i. A s  w e  a re  a ll  a w a re  e le c t iv e  p ro c e d u r e s  a re  n o t  c o v e re d  u n d e r  M e d ic a id .

ii. P a y in g  f o r  e le c t iv e  p ro c e d u re s  w o u ld  th e r e fo r e  b e  a n  o p e n  a b u s e  o f  M e d ic a id .

P O IN T  2  - SB 4 9  D O ES SATISFY E Q U A L  P R O T E C T IO N .

1 . T h e  2 0 0 1  S u p re m e  C o u r t  O p in io n  s ta te d  t h a t  th e  S ta te  ha s  t o  p ro v id e  m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s s a ry  c a re  

f o r  w o m e n  s e e k in g  t o  g iv e  b i r th  t o  a c h ild .

2 . T h e  c o u r t  a ls o  s ta te d  t h a t  th e  S ta te  ha s  t o  p ro v id e  m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s s a ry  c a re  f o r  w o m e n  s e e k in g  

a n  a b o r t io n .

a. W h a t  s o m e  o p p o n e n ts ,  e v e n  t o  th is  d a y , fa i l  t o  r e c o g n iz e  is t h e  S u p re m e  C o u r t  d ir e c te d  

t h a t  a d e f in i t io n  f o r  a m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s s a ry  a b o r t io n  c a n  b e  c r a f te d  as lo n g  as w e  b a se  i t  

o n  n e u t r a l  c r i t e r ia  d i r e c t ly  r e la te d  t o  th e  h e a lth  c a re  p ro g r a m .  S ee  ta b  4 c , P age  16

Rebuttal to Planned Parenthood and Testimony from Saturday, March 30, 2013
Sen. Coghill's Office
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h ig h l ig h te d  p o r t io n .  T h a t  is w h a t  SB 4 9  d o e s . I t  w a s  b a s e d  o n  t h e  v e r y  la n g u a g e  o f  th e  

2 0 0 1  P la n n e d  P a r e n th o o d  d e c is io n  a n d  in c lu d e s  d ir e c t  la n g u a g e  fo u n d  in  th e  fe d e ra l 

H y d e  A m e n d m e n t .  T h e  c o n d it io n s  a re  n e u t r a l  a n d  ta k e n  s p e c if ic a l ly  f r o m  d o c to r s  in  th e  

f ie ld .

i. O n e  d o c t o r  d is a g re e d  w i t h  th e  c o n d it io n s  o n  S a tu rd a y .  W h a t  s h e  m a y  o r  m a y  

n o t  k n o w  is t h a t  th e  c o n d i t io n s  w e r e  o v e r w h e lm in g ly  d i r e c t ly  ta k e n  f r o m  th e  

2 0 0 1  Planned Parenthood d e c is io n .

POINT 3 -  SB 4 9  U N F A IR L Y  TA R G E T S  PO O R  W O M E N ?

1. T h e  US S u p re m e  C o u r t ,  lo n g  a g o  ru le d  t h a t  th e  F e d e ra l C o n s t i t u t io n  d o e s  n o t  r e q u ir e  a S ta te  to  

p a y  f o r  t h e  c o s ts  o f  e le c t iv e  a b o r t io n s  ju s t  b e c a u s e  i t  p a y s  f o r  th e  c o s ts  o f  c h i ld b i r th  r e la te d  

m e d ic a l c a re .  S e e  Maher v. Roe, 4 3 2  US 4 6 4 , 4 7 4  (1 9 7 7 )

2 . A d d i t io n a l ly ,  t h e  U n ite d  S ta te s  S u p re m e  C o u r t ,  in  1 9 8 0 , r u le d  t h a t  th e  H y d e  A m e n d m e n t  (w h ic h  

is t h e  f o u n d a t io n  f o r  SB 4 9 )  d o e s  n o t  v io la te  w o m e n  w i t h  lo w e r  in c o m e s  r ig h t  t o  o b ta in  a 

m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s s a ry  a b o r t io n .  T h e  ca se  w a s  Harris v. McRae, 4 4 8  US 2 9 7  (1 9 8 0 ) .  T h e  S ta te  has 

n o  o b l ig a t io n  t o  r e m o v e  o b s ta c le s  t h a t  i t  d id  n o t  c re a te  (n a m e ly  t h e  w o m a n 's  s ta tu s  o f  b e in g  o f  

l i t t l e  m e a n s ) .

POINT 4  -  O TH E R  A T T E M P T S  T O  L IM IT  A B O R T IO N S  SIN C E 2 0 0 1  M A Y  O R M A Y  N O T  H A V E  BEEN

SUC CESSFUL.

1. S B -4 9  h a s  n o th in g  t o  d o  w i t h  th o s e  a t te m p ts .  W e  c a n n o t  c o m m e n t  o n  t h e  re a s o n s  t h e y  m a y  o r  

m a y  n o t  h a v e  b e e n  s u c c e s s fu l.  T h is  is a t o t a l  d i f f e r e n t  fo c u s .  S B -4 9  is a " le a n  m u s c le "  b i l l .  W e  

h a v e  h ig h  c o n f id e n c e  in  h o w  th o r o u g h  a n d  s p e c if ic  t h e  b il l  is  d ra f te d .

POINT 5 -  S U R V IV A L  O F FETUS IS N O T  C O N S ID E R E D ?

1. T h a t  is s im p ly  in c o r r e c t .  W e 'v e  h e a rd  t e s t im o n y  as t o  th e  " f lo a t in g  t o m b "  a n d  t h e  c h ild  b e in g  

" b r a in le s s . "  W e  c o n s id e re d  t h a t  o p t io n  a n d  in c o r p o r a te d  P a ra g ra p h  4 , B, 2 2  (S ee  T a b  1). 

" A n o t h e r  p h y s ic a l d is o rd e r . . .a r is in g  f r o m  th e  p re g n a n c y . . . . th a t  w o u ld  b e  a m a jo r  b o d i ly  

im p a i r m e n t . "

POINT 6 -  A N  O P P O N E N T  O F TH E  BILL STATED T H A T  Y O U  C A N N O T  SEPARATE "P H Y S IC A L  H E A L T H " A N D

"M E N T A L  H E A L T H ."

1 . W i th  a l l  d u e  re s p e c t ,  P r e s id e n t  O b a m a  v ia  E x e c u t iv e  O r d e r  1 3 5 3 5 , ca se  la w , a n d  th e  v e ry  

e x is te n c e  o f  t h e  H y d e  A m e n d m e n t  p ro v e  o th e r w is e .  S e n . C o g h ill in v i te s  y o u  to  lo o k  a t  ta b  7 in  

y o u r  b in d e rs .  T h e  la n g u a g e  is c le a r  to  e m p h a s iz e  " p h y s ic a l d is o r d e r " ,  " p h y s ic a l in ju r y " ,  o r  

" p h y s ic a l i l ln e s s . "  I t  s p e c if ic a l ly  d o e s  n o t  in c lu d e  m e n ta l  o r  p s y c h o lo g ic a l d is o rd e rs .

2 . In  a d d i t io n ,  SB 4 9  s u p p o r te r s ,  in c lu d in g  3 n a t io n a l  d o c to r s  a n d  7 A la s k a n  d o c to r s  f u n d a m e n ta l ly  

d is a g re e  w i t h  t h a t  p r e s u m p t io n .  T h e re  is a g e n u in e  d is a g re e m e n t  in  t h e  m e d ic a l c o m m u n it y
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t h a t  m e n ta l  a n d  p s y c h o lo g ic a l c o n d i t io n s  s h o u ld  b e  in c lu d e d  u n d e r  th e  d e f in i t io n  o f  " m e d ic a l ly  

n e c e s s a ry  a b o r t io n . "
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FAX NO. 9C7 283 3075 F. Cl

K E N A I  L E G I S L A T I V E  I N F O R M A T IO N  O F  " IC E  

Em ail: Kencil_LIO@ akleg.gov 

Phone: 9 0 7 -2 8 3 -2 0 3 0  / Fax: 9 0 7 -2 8 3 -3 0 7 5

W R I T T E N  T E S T I M O N Y

N A M E:

R EP R E S E N TIN G : 

B ILL  #  o r S U B JE C T : 

C O M M IT T E E : Seriate F in a n a

SB 49

B eth a n y Swenson

D A TE : 3-29-13
I am  w ritin g  today to offer m y v ie w  of SB 49.

First, I th ink the phrases, “ m edically necessary” and “elective abortion" in this bill carry tw isted 
m eanings that reveal biases in thinking. I understand abortion to be the only m edical procedure that 
ends a pregnancy, so if a w om an w ants to end her pregnancy an .abortion is then “ m edically necessary.” 
“ A th re a t o f serious risk to  the life or physical health of a woman from continuation of the w om an’ s 
p re g n a n cy” is not all-encom passing of “ m edically necessary.”

I understand the w o rd  “ e le c tive " to mean “ optional,” as according to m y W e b s te r’s Dictionary.
I understand that every pregnant w om an has options; She can raise the child, give the child up for 
adoption o r have an abortion. It’ s not unheard of for rape victims to raise the resulting chile:, 
i 'v e  known w om en w ho did. So I understand an abortion for a rape pregnancy to  actually be 
“e le c t iv e .” It’ s also not unheard of for wom en w ith  serious health risks to decide to continue w ith  their 
pregnancies against their d o c to r’s advice. Such women still perceive an option.

I understand how someone w ho thinks abortion is w rong, or even m urder, does not think of it by default 
as a m edical procedure. A bortion w ould only seem “necessary” if advised by a doctor for the sake of a 
w o m a n ’s health or life. ! im agine such a person would make an allowance for abortion of a rape 
pregnancy out of compassion. I im agine such a person would make an allowance for abortions in the 
case of incest because incest is illegal and can result in children w ith  deform ities.

But. an abortion for a. pregnancy that resulted from irresponsible sex, I im agine, is very bothering.
I understand that many of my fellow  taxpayers are uncomfortable paying for abortions, especially ones 
of pregnancies from  irresponsible sex. I understand how some taxpayers m ay w ant some wom en to take 
personal responsibility and pay for their own abortions. I understand that this b ill is one way to address 
such points.

But politicians should riot be trying to  re-define w hat a necessary abortion is. If they w ant to exclude 
w om en w h o  have unprotected sex from  coverage, they should state that clearly and plainly, not twist 
w ords and phrases like “ m edically necessary” and “ e lective .” “Medically necessary a bortion” needs 
no fu rth er defining.

Aside from  being w ritte n  w ith  biased thinking, this bill does not consider exception for tw o ether cases - 
birth control failure and birth control sabotage.
For exam ple, w om en w ho use oral contraceptives perfectly still have a \%  chance every year of becoming 
pregnant. T h a t m ay be a tiny risk, but that's still 1 in every 100 w om en. It ’s riot unheard of for wom en 
to becom e pregnant on “ the P ill.”
Birth control sabotage by partner is becoming new ly understood and m ay be rare but no1: impossible.
I know one person who becam e pregnant because her boyfriend poked holes in the  condoms they used arid 
confessed to  her w hen confronted.
Page 1 o f  2
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WRITTEN TESTIMONY

N AM E:

R E P R ES EN TIN G : 

B ILL #  o r S U B JE C T : 

C O M M IT TE E :

B e th a n y Swenson

SB 4 9 ___________

Senate Finance D A TE 3 -2 9 -1 3

Finally, I w ould  like to  point out that cases of incest are often canes of sexual abuse by authority figures 
in fam ilies such as fathers or m others of younger relatives sucn as children or nieces. Some abuse 
continues into the incest victim  ’s adulthood, minors cannot possibly cor sent, and a sexual relationship 
am ong, say, a father and daughter, is in its nature abusive. W ouldn’t sucn cases actually be 'ra pe ” ?

O r is this b ill referring to consensual sexual relationships between related adults w ho then fear having 
a child w ith  deform ities a rc  so seek abortion? Perhaps incest needs clarification in this bill.

I’ m sure there  are m any people, such as those w ith differing views, w ho think I’ m the one w ith biased 
thinking. A ll I ask for is y o u ' consideration. Thank you!
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T estim o n ia l for S B  49  & H B  173

I am an OB/GYN physician that has been practicing since 1999. I have not been 
involved significantly with politics or research, but with taking care of thousands of 
women with their reproductive health care needs. With the rate of unintended 
pregnancies being approximately 50 percent I have counseled many women when 
they've found out they were pregnant and looking for answers. Even after reviewing 
their health histories I have never recommended that they should have an abortion 
because of significant risks to them. Many may have chosen an elective abortion, but it 
was for no other reason than their choice to not continue the pregnancy. I have a 
difficult time believing that over one third of the abortions performed in Alaska last year 
that were paid for by Medicaid were justifiably "medical necessary". One of the few 
medical reasons that I would consider an abortion to be medically necessary are some 
severe heart conditions where there is a significant risk of the woman and the fetus 
dying as a result of the pregnancy. The conditions listed in the bill are extremely liberal, 
and most patients with these issues would never consider an abortion if it were for a 
planned pregnancy. I personally had an appendicitis during my first pregnancy. I can't 
imagine considering an abortion because of that.

The bill is not even an issue about pro-life versus pro-choice. It is simply an economic 
issue regarding the payment for abortions. It is simply about defining "medical 
necessity" in order to establish payment and insurance coverage. I was actually 
shocked to realize that Medicaid programs cover abortions. I've never heard of any 
private insurance companies covering abortions - even if they were "medically 
necessary", but no one ever seems concerned for the middle and upper class women 
since they have the means to still have an abortion if they so choose. This is simply 
about being fiscally responsible for allocating funds in a program that has limited 
resources - just like every program. Medicaid does not cover infertility treatments. And 
even though I am adamantly pro-life I don't feel that they should. It would take funds 
away from other programs.

I have read many of the opposition's concerns and I don't feel any of them are valid.
1. They are concerned that low income women will not have access to abortions.
The access will not change. They will continue to have the same availability that they 
have now. There is no infringement on the patient/physician relationship.
2. They are concerned that "back- alley" abortions could return and women would resort 
to that to end a pregnancy.
This bill is not changing anything about the legalization of elective abortions. Nor were 
"back-alley" abortions free. Those women still had to pay for them. The safety of 
elective abortions is not being jeopardized in any way. Again, this is simply about the 
payment of the abortions.
3. One person opposing the bill referenced the amount of money of raising a child on 
welfare compared to the cost of an abortion rationing that abortions should be allowable 
to low income women to prevent spending the money to take care of the child.
I shutter at this argument from so many ethical issues!
4. Others told sad tales of girls and women "needing" an abortion because of a



pregnancy that was the result of rape or incest and the emotional issues associated with 
those heinous crimes.
The bill does allow elective abortions to be covered that are the result of these even 
though it has been shown to often cause even more psychological trauma.
5. Another concern had to do with internal bleeding caused by an ectopic pregnancy not 
being covered.
An ectopic pregnancy is not the same as an elective abortion. There is no way of saving 
a fetus that has implanted anywhere except the uterus. It is not considered an abortion, 
and pro-life advocates have never suggested not taking care of the women in these 
scenarios.
6. They reference all the unwanted children in the country.
There are actually thousands of families wishing to adopt children every year. There are 
even adoption agencies that only place special needs infants (i.e. Down's Syndrome) - 
and they too have waiting lists.

If Planned Parenthood and other Pro-choice groups are concerned with low income 
women having access to abortions, they could perform them on a sliding scale or raise 
funds to cover the ones that were not deemed "medically necessary." One of the 
representatives for Planned Parenthood had difficulty defining an elective abortion. It's 
actually very simple. It is any pregnancy that is ended because the woman does not 
wish to be pregnant.
There are risks of being pregnant and risks to abortions. There are risks to every aspect 
of our lives. But I can assure you that the vast majority of physicians and other health 
care providers would never recommend that their patients have an abortion for mental 
disorders. This has simply been allowed to be a way of spending tax dollars to fund 
elective abortions. There are millions of women with legitimate psychological disorders 
who have done very well throughout their pregnancies.
Again, this bill is not about the legality or safety of abortions nor does it affect the 
access that all Americans have to obtaining elective abortions. It simply defines 
"medical necessity" to prevent the fraudulent claims that have caused thousands of 
Alaskan's tax dollars to pay for elective abortions, in this time of economic crisis, it is the 
only responsible way proceed. Therefore, I fully support Senate Bill 49 & House Bill 173.

Sincerely,
Jeanne Bramer, MD 
OB/GYN
Medical Director, CareNet Pregnancy Center of the Tanana Valley 
Fairbanks, AK
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SENATOR JOHN COGHILL
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COMMITTEE

1. Illona Farr, MD -  Family Physician -  Anchorage
2. Regina Chennault, MD
3. William Resinger, MD
4. Nancy Bienvenue
5. Dr. B ram er-O B G Y N  from Fairbanks
6. Dr. John Thorp
7. Dr. Priscilla K. Coleman
8. Dr. Susan E. Rutherford
9. Planned Parenthood
10. Doctors associated with Planned Parenthood
11. ACLU
12. DHSS -  Commissioner William J. Streur
13. Members o f the public and medical community

This office shall defer to the Co-Chairs as to whether additional substantive testimony is 
necessary.
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1. There were no changes to SB  49 from the Judiciary Committee.



A L A S K A  S T A T E  S E N A T E

Interim :
301 Santa Claus Lane 
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North Pole, Alaska 99705

Session:
State Capitol, Room 119 

Juneau, A laska 99801-1182 
Phone: (907) 465-3719 

Fax: (907) 465-3258Phone: (907)451-2063 
Fax: (907) 451-2332

SENATOR JOHN COGHILL

SB 49: An Act defining “medically necessary abortion” for purposes of making payments
under the state Medicaid program.

Senate Bill 49 (“SB 49”) specifically brings clarity to the term “medically necessary 
abortion” for the purposes o f making payments under Medicaid.

In 2001, the Alaska Supreme Court determined the state must pay for medically 
necessary abortions for participants in the Medicaid program.1 Since 2001, the term “medically 
necessary abortion” has acquired a constitutional component o f unknown scope. The relatively 
few Alaska cases involving abortion rights do not provide guidance as to how broadly the term 
“medically necessary abortion” is to be construed.

SB 49 answers that issue. SB 49, based on recommendations and expert testimony from 
medical professionals, reasonably provides a neutral definition for a “medically necessary 
abortion.”

I urge you to support SB 49.

SPONSOR STATEMENT

1 See State, Department o f  Health and Social Services v. Planned Parenthood o f  Alaska, 28 P.3d 
904 (Alaska 2001).
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SENATOR JOHN COGHILL

SECTIONAL ANALYSIS
SB 49: “An Act defining ‘medically necessary abortion’ for purposes of making payments

under the state Medicaid program.”
Section 1: AS 47.07 is amended by adding a new section:

AS 47.07.068 shall read:

This section shall neutrally define “m edically necessary abortions” fo r  the purpose o f  
making paym ents under M edicaid.

This section shall clearly distinguish between “m edically necessary abortions ” and 
“elective abortions. ”

M edicaid  does not fu n d  elective procedures (such as a  facelift).

M edicaid  also shall not fu n d  elective abortions.

M edicaid  only funds m edically necessary procedures.

M edica id  shall only fu n d  m edically necessary abortions.

The definition w as crafted  after giving careful consideration to existing federa l 
foundational thresholds fou n d  in the Hyde Amendment, the language in the 2001 “Planned  
P arenthood C a se ” (State, DHSS v. P lanned Parenthood, 28 P. 3 d  904, 915 (Alaska 2001)), and  
the neutral, professional recommendations o f  m edical experts.

(a) The department shall not pay for abortions unless the services are medically 
necessary or the pregnancy was the result o f rape or incest. Payment shall not be 
made for elective abortions.

(b) (1) “Abortion” shall be as defined in AS 18.16.090.



(2) “Elective abortion” means an abortion that is not medically necessary.
(3) “Medically necessary abortion” means, in a physician’s objective and reasonable 
professional judgment, after considering neutral medically relevant factors, that an 
abortion must be performed to avoid a threat o f serious risk to the life or physical 
health o f a woman from continuation o f the woman’s pregnancy;
(4) “Serious risk to the life or physical health” includes, but is not limited to, a serious 
risk to the pregnant woman of:

(A) death; or
(B) impairment o f a major bodily function because o f

(i-xxii) the conditions listed.

S B -49 S e c tio n  A n a ly s is  

S e n a to r  Jo h n  C o g h ill 
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M E M O R A N D U M

TO; Senator John Coghill
FROM; Kevin G. Clarkson, Esq.
DATE; March 8,2013
RE: Medicaid Funding for Abortion in Alaska

UNDER THE ALASKA CONSTITUTION THE STATE ONLY HAS TO PAY FOR 
MEDICALLY NECESSARY ABORTIONS, DOES NOT HAVE TO PAY FOR 
ELECTIVE ABORTIONS, AND CAN DEFINE MEDICAL NECESSITY FOR 

ABORTION USING STANDARD, NEUTRAL MEDICAL TERMS AND CONCEPTS
I. THE MEDICAID PROGRAM, THE HYDE AMENDMENT AND THE FEDERAL 

CONSTITUTION
The Medicaid program was created in 1965 when Congress added Title XIX to the Social 

Security Act, 42 U.S.C. 1396, et. seq. Medicaid is a comprehensive health care program designed 
to provide medical assistance for all eligible poor persons. In function, it is a cooperative endeavor 
in which the Federal Government provides financial assistance to participating States to aid them 
in furnishing health care to needy persons. Medicaid was designed for the purpose of providing 
federal assistance to States that choose to reimburse certain costs of medical treatment of needy 
persons. Although participation in the Medicaid program is entirely optional, once a State elects to 
participate it must comply with the requirements of Title XIX. Alaska participates in the Medicaid 
program and provides fiinding for medical services for poor Alaskans primarily through the 
Medicaid program.

By federal law, if Alaska is to receive federal Medicaid funding, Alaska must pay for certain 
types of medical care that is required by Title XIX, which includes childbirth related care. Under 
federal law, pursuant to what is known as the Hyde Amendment, federal Medicaid funds can only 
pay for abortions that are necessary to save a woman’s life or to end a pregnancy that resulted from 
either rape or incest. The United States Supreme Court long ago ruled that the Federal Constitution 
does not require a State to pay for the costs of elective or nontherapeutic abortions just because it 
pays for the costs of childbirth related medical care.1 The United States Supreme Court explained 
that the limitation “places no obstacles-absolute or otherwise-in the pregnant woman’s path to an

1 See Maher v. Roe, 432 U.S. 464,474 (1977).
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abortion. An indigent woman who desires an abortion suffers no disadvantage as a consequence of 
[the]... decision to fund childbirth; she continues as before to be dependent on private sources for 
the services she desires.”2 The Court reasoned that although the fimding limitation might make 
childbirth a more attractive alternative, thereby influencing the woman’s decision, it imposes no 
restriction on access to abortion that was not already there (i.e., the woman’s indigency, which the 
State did not create).

The United States Supreme Court also long ago ruled that the Hyde Amendment does not violate 
an indigent woman’s federal constitutional right to obtain a medically necessary abortion.3 The 
Court explained that “regardless of whether the freedom of a woman to choose to terminate her 
pregnancy for health reasons lies at the core or the periphery of the due process liberty recognized 
in Roe v. Wade, it simply does not follow that a woman’s freedom of choice carries with it a 
constitutional entitlement to the financial resources to avail herself of the full range of protected 
choices.’* Thus, by the Maher and Harris decisions the United States Supreme Court has ruled that 
“although government may not place obstacles in the path of a woman’s exercise of her freedom of 
choice, it need not remove those not of its own creation” (namely the woman’s indigency).5 As the 
Court explained in Harris “[t]he financial constraints that restrict an indigent woman’s ability to 
enjoy the full range of constitutionally protected freedom of choice are the product not of 
governmental restrictions on access to abortions, but rather of her indigency.”6
II. MEDICAID ONLY PAYS FOR MEDICALLY NECESSARY MEDICAL CARE

The Medicaid program only provides funding for medically necessary medical care. “Medically 
necessary” is a blanket prerequisite for all medical services covered by the Medicaid Program. “The 
department will pay for a service only if that service . . .  is medically necessary.”7 The term 
“medically necessary” is replete throughout the regulations governing Alaska’s Medicaid Program. 
Hospital stays, eye care, emergency air or ground ambulances, mental health treatment, behavioral 
health services, B-complex vitamins, podiatry services, all are specifically limited to being covered 
by Medicaid only when they are “medically necessary.”4
III. THE ALASKA CONSTITUTION REQUIRES THE STATE TO PAY FOR

MEDICALLY NECESSARY ABORTIONS IF THE STATE PAYS FOR 
CHILDBIRTH RELATED SERVICE

2 Id.
3 See Harris v. McRae, 448 U.S. 297 (1980).
4 Id. at 316.
5 Id.
6 Id.
7 7AAC§ 105.100.
4 See 7 AAC §§ 110.445(a)(1); 110.505(a); 110.715(a)(1); 120.110(eX6)(H); 120.240; 
120.415(a); !35.230(aXl); 140.325.
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With respect to Medicaid funding for abortion, the Alaska Supreme Court has interpreted the 
Alaska Constitution differently than the United States Supreme Court has interpreted the federal 
Constitution. The Alaska Court has interpreted the Alaska Constitution to require the State to fund 
medically necessary abortions through its Medicaid program (using State funds that are not 
restricted by the Hyde Amendment). The Alaska Court has ruled that the State must fund medically 
necessary abortions through its Medicaid program so long as the State pays for childbirth related 
medical care.9
IV. THE PLANNED PARENTHOOD DECISION CREATED NO OBLIGATION

FOR THE STATE TO PAY FOR ELECTIVE ABORTIONS OR ABORTIONS 
THAT ARE NOT MEDICALLY NECESSARY

The Alaska Supreme Court’s decision in Planned Parenthood cannot reasonably be read to 
require the State to fund elective abortions or those abortions that are not medically necessary. The 
Alaska Court emphasized in its Opinion that the Planned Parenthood case did “not concern State 
payment for elective abortions.”10 The Court repeatedly limited the application of its decision to 
“medically necessary abortions.”'1 The Court specifically and deliberately referred to the “medically 
necessary” nature of the abortions that it was addressing in the case on thirty-four (34) separate 
instances in its Opinion.12 Given the Court’s repeated limitation of its decision to “medically

9 See State v. Planned Parenthood of Alaska, Inc., 28 P.3d 904 (Alaska 2001).
10 Planned Parenthood, 28 P.3d at 905.
" Id at 905-915.
12 See Planned Parenthood, 28 P.3d at 905 (“it denies funding for medically necessary 
abortions”); id. (“the medically necessary procedure”); id. (“state funding of medically necessary 
abortions”); id. (“assistance to eligible women whose health depends on obtaining abortions”); id. 
(“women who’s health is in danger”); id. at 906 (“women who medically require abortions”); id. at 
906 n.7 (“government support for medically necessary abortions”); id. at 907 (“’’Medicaid 
assistance for medically necessary abortions”); id. (“a woman who medically requires an abortion”); 
id. (“face significant risks if they cannot obtain abortions”); id. (“funding for medically necessary 
abortions”); id. (“coverage for medically necessary abortions”); id. at 907 n. 11 (“funding for 
medically necessary abortions” .. .  “available to pay for medically necessary abortions”); id. at 908 
(“women who need abortions”); id. (“necessary care to eligible women”); id. at 908 n.2I 
(“jeopardize the health o f. . .  of poor women by excluding medically necessary abortions”); id. at 
910 (“medically unnecessary inpatient treatment” is different); id. (“coverage for medically 
necessary abortions”); id. at 911 (“public assistance for medically necessary abortions”); id. (“State 
grants needed health care” to some but denies for abortion); id. (“provides necessary medical care” 
but not to those needing abortion); Id. (“women who medically require abortions”); id. at 912 
(“jeopardize the health. . .  of poor women by excluding medically necessary abortions”); id. at 913 
(“women who for health reasons, require abortions”); Id. (“denying medically necessary care to 
women who need abortions”); Id. at 914 (“exclusion of medically necessary abortions”); id.at 914, 
n.78 (“require legislative funding for medically necessary abortion”); Id. at 915 (“to fund medically 
necessary abortions”); Id. (“medically necessary abortions”); Id. (“may not deny medically 
necessary services to eligible individuals”); Id. (“women who medically require abortions”); Id. at
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necessary” abortions, and given the fact that Medicaid only provides funding for medically 
necessary medical care, it would be truly remarkable for anyone to claim that the Alaska Supreme 
Court’s decision in Planned Parenthood requires the State to fund “elective” abortions or abortions 
that are not “medically necessary.”
V. THE STATE CAN DEFINE MEDICAL NECESSITY FOR ABORTION USING

STANDARD, NEUTRAL MEDICAL CRITERIA
Under the Planned Parenthood decision the State of Alaska may not “grantQ needed health care 

to some Medicaid-eligible Alaskans, but den[y] it to others, based on criteria unrelated to the 
Medicaid program’s purpose of granting uniform and high quality medical care to all needy persons 
of this state.” Planned Parenthood, 28 P.3d at 911. Thus, if the State provides “medically 
necessary” care to Medicaid eligible women desiring childbirth, it must also provide “medically 
necessary” abortions to Medicaid eligible women who choose abortion. By repeatedly emphasizing 
that its decision required the State to pay for “medically necessary abortions” and by emphasizing 
that its decision did “not concern State payment for elective abortions,”13 the Court unmistakably 
concluded that there is a distinction between “elective” and “medically necessary abortions.” The 
Court drove home the distinction between elective abortions and medically necessary abortions by 
detailing the rare but potential medical conditions that could make an abortion medically 
necessary.14 By the Alaska Court’s 2001 decision, not all abortions are medically necessary and the 
State is not obligated to pay for abortions that are elective or that are not medically necessary.

The Alaska Supreme Court’s decision in Planned Parenthood did not define the difference 
between what is or what is not a “medically necessary” abortion. The Court simply summarized the 
“medical evidence” that had been provided to the superior court in that case to demonstrate that 
some abortions are “medically necessary.” Id. at 907 (“According to medical evidence provided to 
the superior court, some women. . .  face significant risks if they cannot obtain abortions.”). The 
Court did not constitutional ize a definition of“medical necessity” in Planned Parenthood end it did 
not rule that any particular medical condition constitutionally rendered an abortion medically 
necessary. Id. Instead, the Court simply noted that medical evidence in the case established that 
some abortions are medically necessary. Id.

915 n. 79 (“funding medically necessary abortions”).
'* See Planned Parenthood, 28 P.3d at 905.
14 See id. at 907 (“The range of women whose access to medical care is restricted by the regulation 
is broad. According to medical evidence provided to the superior court, some women-particularly 
those who suffer from pre-existing health problems-face significant risks if they cannot obtain 
abortions. Women with diabetes risk kidney failure, blindness, and preeclampsia or eclampsia- 
conditions characterized by simultaneous convulsions and comas-when theirdisease is complicated 
by pregnancy. Women with renal disease may lose a kidney and face a lifetime of dialysis if they 
cannot obtain an abortion. And pregnancy in women with sickle cell anemia can accelerate the 
disease, leading to pneumonia, kidney infections, congestive heart failure, and pulmonary conditions 
such as embolus. Poor women who suffer from conditions such as epilepsy or bipolar disorder face 
a particularly brutal dilemma as a result of DHSS’s regulation-medication needed by the women to 
control their own seizures or other symptoms can be highly dangerous to a developing fetus.”).
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The State is permitted to distinguish between the two types of abortions (those that are elective 
and those that are medically necessary) by way of “neutral criteria” that are related to “the purposes 
of the public health care program.” Id. at 915." The Alaska Court found in Planned Parenthood 
that the purpose of the Alaska Medicaid program is to grant “needed health care” to Medicaid 
eligible Alaskans. Id. at 911. The Court concluded that the constitutional problem with the 
Medicaid regulation at issue in 2001 was that it “grant[ed] needed health care to some Medicaid- 
eligible Alaskans, but denie[d] it to others, based on criteria entirely unrelated to the Medicaid 
programs purpose of granting uniform high quality medical care to all needy persons ofth[e] state.” 
Id. at 911. In other words, by simply excluding all abortions from the Medicaid Program the State 
was excluding care from the Program without regard to medical evidence and medical knowledge. 
The Court observed that restrictions which limited funding based upon criteria like “medical 
necessity, cost and feasibility” are permissible; i.e., distinguishing between medical care that is 
“medically necessary” and other medical care which is not, and then providing Medicaid funding 
only for that care which is “medically necessary”, involves the permissible use of neutral criteria 
which does not violate the Alaska Constitution. Id. at 910. The “neutral criteria” that the Court 
found permissible in Planned Parenthood was accepted medical knowledge regarding what is or is 
not medically necessary.

The constitutional key to distinguishing between “elective abortions” that the State is not 
obligated to fund, and “medically necessary” abortions that the State is obligated to fund, is the use 
of “neutral criteria” derived from accepted medical knowledge. The Court has already recognized 
“medical necessity” as being a “neutral criterion.” Id. at 910. Thus, the distinction between 
“medically necessary” care and “non-medically necessary” care is a constitutionally “neutral” 
distinction. If the criteria for distinguishing between what the state must fund and need not fund 
must be “neutral,” then the terms and concepts used in drawing that distinction must likewise be 
“neutral.” Medical necessity is a neutral medical concept. Thus, drawing a distinction between 
“medical necessity” and “election” with respect to abortion using accepted medical knowledge, 
terms and concepts is likewise constitutionally neutral. So long as the State defines the difference 
between “medically necessary” abortion and “elective” abortion using accepted medical knowledge, 
terms and and concepts, there is no constitutional infirmity in the State’s action in adopting such a 
definition for purposes of funding “medically necessary” abortions.

The State is not obligated to leave the definition of “medical necessity” for purposes of Medicaid 
funding in the sole and unquestioned discretion of the physician. If that were the case, then the State 
would not be permitted to define the types of medical care that is covered by Medicaid and the types 
of medical care that is not. But, the Alaska Court plainly indicated that it was permissible for the 
State to draw such a distinction independent ofthe physician. See Id. at 910 (unnecessary inpatient 
treatment and beautifying cosmetic surgery). The notion that the Legislature cannot define “medical 
necessity” for some or all, or even one, of the various medical procedures covered by Medicaid is 
simply incorrect. The Alaska Supreme Court recognized in its 2001 decision that “medical 
necessity” is a neutral criterion. Planned Parenthood, 28 P.3d at 910. And, the Court recognized 
that the Legislature or the Department of Health and Human Services could draw a distinction 
between “medically necessary” medical care and other elective medical care independent of the

,J See also 28 P.3d at 908 (“when the State government seeks to act for the common benefit, 
protection, and security of the people in providing medical care for the poor, it has an obligation to 
do so in a neutral manner so as to not infringe upon the constitutional rights of its citizens”).
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physician. See id. at 910 (the state was permitted to exclude from Medicaid such things as 
unnecessary inpatient treatment and beautifying cosmetic surgery; i.e., the State was not required 
to leave it to a physician to decide whether such things were “medically necessary” but instead could 
place them in that category on its own).

Alaska abortion providers have proven themselves to be unreliable with respect to distinguishing 
between abortions that arc medically necessary and those that are not. For example Dr. Whitefleld, 
one of Alaska’s leading abortion providers and now employed with Planned Parenthood, has 
testified under oath three separate times in three separate cases that he has consistently defined 
medical necessity to include women who believe pregnancy will interfere with their employment 
or education plans, as well as women who view their pregnancy as being an “affront" to them (which 
essentially means nothing more than that the woman does not want to be pregnant). See attached 
Trial Transcript from the Alaska Parental Consent litigation.

If the Legislature receives medical testimony and opinion from recognized and qualified medical 
experts as what physical or medical conditions make an abortion “medically necessary,” and then 
crafts a definition based upon that expert medical testimony and opinion, then the Legislature is not 
running afoul of the Alaska Constitution in any manner or form.
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1099

13 Q Now, in your practice th e  5 ta te  will pay for a minor

14 girl's abortion -  and again w e're -  I'm speaking now at

15 th is tim e o f  -  w h en  I speak o f  a minor I'm talking about

16  th e  classification o f  16 and under for our purposes o f

17 definitions -  and th e  State will pay for any abortion

18 th a t is m edically necessary; is that correct?

19 A Correct.

2 0  Q And since you 've b een  practicing since 1985 you  have been

21 ab le to  find a m edical n ecessity  for State-paid abortions

22 for th ese  girls excep t perhaps for only 10; is that

23 correct?

24 A I believe that's w hat I said in m y deposition.

25 Q And your definition o f  m edical necessity is w hat you refer

1100

1 t o  if th e  pregnancy is an affront to  the minor; Is that

2 correct?

3 A It's that th e pregnancy in som e way is a threat to  th e

4  patient's m edical or psychological well-being.

5 Q  And w hat you  use for a definition is a theoretical hazard

6 t o  her m ental health; is that correct?

7 A I think I've u sed  th ose  term s.

8 Q  And this could m ean that if, in fact, th e  pregnancy w ould

9 cau se her som e c o n e -  problem s in dealing with education ,

10 her continued em ploym ent, things o f this nature, w ould be



11 the kind o f  affront you're talking about; is th a t correct?

12 A Independence w ould  be another o n e , th e  ability to  raise a

13 family. There's m ultip le factors that will g o  into it.
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R ew ording o f  th e  H yd e A m en d m en t to  apply to  Alaska s ta te  g o v ern m en t rules a b o u t p ay m en t for  
ab ortion  serv ic e s  is b o th  su b tle  and stark. W h ile th e  e ffe c t  will red u ce a b o rtion s a m o n g  Alaskan w o m en , 
th e  real m e s s a g e  s e e m s  o v erp o w erin g  and th e  e f fe c t  is d isresp ectfu l. T he c le a res t  w ay I can describe SB 
4 9  is t o  say  o u r  in te n s e  fee lin g s  -  really like an em o tio n a l w ar -  cloud  ju d g m en t and thinking.

Rem oval o f  m en ta l injury o r  em otion a l s tr e ss  a s  a m on g  th e  a llow able risks t o  th e  m o th er 's  health  
co n trad icts p r e se n t  m ed ica l an d  psychologica l sc ien c e . P ut sim ply, m ind an d  b od y  c a n n o t b e  sep arated  
in u n d ersta n d in g  h u m an  d is e a s e . M ore th an  3  d ec a d es  o f  research a b o u t P ost T raum atic S tress d isorder  
(PTSD) su p p o rts  ou r u n d erstan d in g  th a t em o tio n a l injury can b e  sev er e  and m ay  ta k e  m ore tim e  and  
w ork t o  h ea l th a n  p h ysica l injury. Indeed such  injuries prod u ce physical an d  b ioch em ica l ch a n g es  in our  
n ervo u s and en d o cr in e  s y s te m s  a t th e  m olecu lar level. It is ob v iou s any sign ificant physica l injury has  
em o tio n a l injury w ith  i t  T h ese  injuries and resu lting em o tio n a l ch a n ges ab o u n d  in th e  co m p lex  interplay  
b e tw e e n  an d  a m o n g  w o m e n  an d  m en , boys and girls, th rou gh ou t life. M istak es are m ad e . F eelings are 
hurt. S o m e tim e s  physica l v io le n c e  en su e s . Y et th e s e  d a m a g es can b e  u n d ersto od , tr e a te d , an d  
even tu a lly  h ea led .

B ecau se  su ch  injuries by th e ir  very nature are p erso n al and exquisitely  in tim ate , a d d ed  o u ts id e  input 
m ay in crease  th e  m en ta l injury -  ev e n  m ake it m u ch  w o rse . I am  n o t talking ju s t  ab o u t w a r  a n d  physical 
v io le n ce  injuries. N o d o u b t  th e y  are real. The h istory o f  hu m an  ch ild hood  ab o u n d s w ith  m urd er, 
a b a n d o n m en t, s lavery , a n d  s h e e r  terror. Nearly co n sta n t w arfare, m ixed  w ith  starvation  an d  fo rced  
m igrations, a s  w e ll as recu rren t natural d isasters m ea n s  PTSD has b ee n  around for m illenn ia . W e have  
survived , but w ith  brain injury a n d  em otion a l w o u n d s. G en etic  sc ien c e  t e a c h e s  su ch  m en ta l injuries  
fo llo w  u s  throu gh  g e n e r a tio n s . Just a s  dam aging to  ou r n ervou s and en d o cr in e  sy s te m s  a re  th e  
unrelenting tra u m a s  o f  e c o n o m ic  exp lo itation , rad ai discrim ination, and soc ia lly  to ler a ted  p ov erty . Sol 
G ordon has d escr ib ed  th is  d a m a g e  a s  "soul m urd er0 o f  children and fam ilies . Y et, in ou r en lig h te n e d  
tim es  su ch  su p p re ss io n  o f  p erso n a l id en tity  and s e lf  w o rth  a b ou n d s in chron ic n e g le c t  and e m o tio n a l  
m a ltrea tm en t. T he m ajor su sta in in g  forces  o f  th is are paternalism  an d  patriarchy. It to o k  w o m e n  
h u n d red s o f  y e a rs  t o  g a in  t h e  right to  v o te , o w n  p roperty , and control th eir  o w n  bank a cco u n ts . The  
"double standard" in m a le  and fem a le  sexual b eh av ior  h a s  on ly  recen tly  b egu n  to  lo s e  its h o ld . The stark  
im pact o f  ex clu d in g  full o p tio n  m ed ica l reprodu ctive care fo r  m ental h ea lth  issu e s  in p regn an t w o m en  
co n tin u es  th e  h er ita g e o f  d o m in a n t m ale control. It m in im izes th e  real traum a o f  u n in ten d ed  and  
u n w an ted  p reg n a n c ies.

Conflicting id e a s  an d  d iffere n ces  in strongly h eid  con v iction s a b o u t ab o rtion  a re  real. T hey ail d eserv e  
to  be ex p ressed  an d  h eard . I s in cerely  try to  re sp ec t th e s e  d ifferen ces  in m y co n v ersa tio n s. It is all t o o  
ea sy  to  f e e l  a ttack ed , b e c o m e  d efen siv e , and start d ow n  a slippery s lo p e  o f  d em o n iz in g  o th er s . Our 
b o d y  politic, in d e ed  th e  w h o le  g lob al hum an pop u lation , ca n n o t help  but b e  a w are o f  such  im p a sse  on  
severa l u rgent is su e s  o f  o u r  tim e . Our d ee p  con v iction s blind our ey e s  and m u ffle  o u r  ears. W e th en  
m o v e  Into a s ta te  o f  e m o tio n a l w arfare. This is n o t only d a n g ero u s an d  so m e t im e s  leth a l, but 
p erp e tu a te s  th e  co n flic t. B lam ing and insulting d o e s  n o t so lv e  hum an p ro b lem s. As o n e  o f  th e  W W I



su rv iv o rs , w h o  e x p er ie n ced  th e  1 9 1 4  C hristm as Oay tru ce  o n  th e  w e ster n  fro n t has sa id , "On th e  o th er  
e n d  o f  th e  rifle w e  are all th e  sam e" .

A s  y o u  are  ou r e le c te d  re p resen ta tiv e s , w h o  tak e y o u r  p ublic serv ice  d u ties  w ith s in cere  responsib ility, 
I r e s p e c t  th e  b u rd en s y o u  b ear. I k n o w  y o u  ca n n o t p a ss  th e  buck o n  d ifficu lt d ec is io n s. I h av e shared  th is  
b r ie f  h istorical v ie w  o f  v io le n c e  an d  m en ta l h ea lth  issu es  to  p u t in to  p ersp ectiv e  ou r op p o rtu n ity  for  
o p p o s in g  fo rces  o n  th e  issu e  o f  a b o rtio n  t o  p a u se  and s e e k  s o m e  co m m o n  ground.

T h e  b ed -rock  princip le w h ich  m y  co llea g u e s  an d  I w h o  p ro ved  h ea lth  care for children and fam ilies  is, 
"First, do n o  harm ". I b e lie v e  th e r e  are a rea s o f  co m m o n  a g r e e m e n t, esp ec ia lly  in d o in g  all th a t m edical 
s c ie n c e ,  socia l policy, an d  legal stru ctu res  con  d o  to  p rev en t a s  m any u n w a n ted  and u n in ten d ed  
p r e g n a n c ie s  a s  p o ss ib le . I k n ow  th is  is  in no w a y  ea sy , b u t th e r e  are reliable, b e s t  practice w a ys  
a v a ila b le .

O ur Alaska and U n ited  S ta tes  C o n stitu tion s ex p ressly  p ro m ise  freed o m  o f  sp eec h , o f  th e  press, o f  
p u b lic  a ssem b ly  to  p e titio n , and fr e e d o m  o f  and from  relig ion . T h ese  are so lem n  and ch allenging  
p ro m ise s . T hey are not all y e t  k ep t for m an y o f  us, sad ly  fo r  to o  m any o f  us. If I had so m e h o w  b een  ab le  
t o  a d d  a n o th e r  co n stitu tio n a l p ro m ise , I w ould  h av e  a d d ed  " freed om  to  practice to lera n ce  everyw h ere  
a n d  a s  o fte n  a s  a n y o n e  p o ssib le  could" .

It is im p ortan t fo r  y o u  to  u n d ersta n d  th at th e h ea lth  o f  b od y  and m ind ca n n o t b e  d ivided . I ask y o u  to  
ca refu lly  co n sid er  th e  n eg a tiv e  im p a ct th a t p a ssag e  o f  SB 4 9  will h ave on  th e  e m o tio n a l and physical 
h e a lth  o f  m any Alaskan w o m e n .

THANK YOU G eorge W . Brown, MD

Pediatrician

1 6 4 0  S ec o n d  St. D ouglas, AK 99B 24  3 6 4  2 7 2 6  g b r o w l7 7 6 3 7 @ v a h o o .c o m
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March 5,2013

To th e  S en a te  Judiciary C o m m ittee  

Re: S e n a te  Bill 4 9

I h a v e  sa t  th rou gh  tw o -d a y s  o f  h ea tin g s  on SB 4 9 , w ith o u t b e in g  gran ted  th e  o p p o rtu n ity  to  testify . I 
w a ite d  2  h ou rs y e ster d a y  and a n o th e r  1 .5  hours tod ay , a lo n g  w ith  six o th er  w o m e n  a t th e  A n chorage  
LIO.

A fter  h earin g  to d a y 's  te s tim o n y  I am  m ore stron gly  co n v in ced  th a t  SB 4 9  is a  bad bill. For a bill th a t Is 
pu rp orted ly  a b o u t fu n d in g , w e  w e r e  dragged throu gh  an  id eo lo g ica l b attlegrou n d  tod ay . It w o u ld  b e  a 
m ista k e  for th e  c o m m itte e  to  th ink  th a t every  w o m an  w h o  h as had an ab ortion  m a k es  th e  ch o ic e  lightly, 
th inks o f  h er  p regn an cy  a s  an  in co n v en ien ce , lives a  m iserab le  life  w racked  by guilt, th inks G od has  
an y th in g  to  d o  w ith  it, o r  w o u ld  w a n t p eo p le  w ith  radically d ifferen t id eo log ica l, m ed ica l an d  political 
v ie w s  to  h av e  a say  in su ch  an  im p ortan t d ecision . This bill will e n d  up in co u rt and will fail, but n o t  
b e fo r e  co stin g  A laskans m o n e y  th a t could  b e  b e tte r  sp e n t  e ls e w h e r e .

S e n a te  Bill 4 9  will hurt p e o p le , specifica lly  p oo r Alaskan w o m e n . SB 4 9  v io la te s  a p o o r  w o m a n 's  
C on stitu tion a l rights t o  privacy, eq u a l trea tm en t and eq u a l a c c e s s . It s in g les  o u t th e  m o st vu ln erab le  
s e g m e n t  o f  ou r  p o p u la tio n  u p on  w h ich  to  ca st m oral ju d g m en t. It is n o t neutral; far from  it.

R egard less o f  p erso n a l o r  relig iou s b elie fs , abortion  is legal and m ed ica lly  eth ica l in Alaska. B eca u se  o f  
th is , it is sa fe  an d  m u st rem ain  s o  for th e  w elfa re  o f  A laskan w o m e n . Yet throu gh  SB 4 9 , th is  c o m m ittee  
Is b en d in g  o v e r  backw ards to  find a w a y  to  m ake ab ortion  illegal w h ile  d isregard ing th e  c o n se q u e n c e s  
th is  cou ld  h ave o n  A laska's lo w  in co m e  popu lation . M ed ica l d e c is io n s  a ffec t n o t  on ly  a w o m a n  but entire  
fa m ilies , th e  p e o p le  w h o  d e p e n d  o n  her, and th e  p eo p le  w h o  ca re  a b o u t her. P oor w o m en  d o n 't n e e d  
th e  Alaska Legislature q u e stio n in g  th eir  m oral fiber or  w o rth  a s  a  p rereq u isite  to  h ea lth care .

S e n a te  Bill 4 9  rep resen ts  g r o ss  go v ern m e n t overreach . It is a b o u t  ex ertin g  con tro l over  a particular 
s e g m e n t  o f  th e  p o p u la tio n  th a t is w ith in  reach only b e c a u se  o f  th e ir  ec o n o m ic  s ta tu s . N o o n e  sh ou ld  be  
m a d e  to  clim b political an d  relig iou s h urdles to  g e t  h ea lth care  to  w hich  th e y  are  legally  en titled , 
particularly n o t to  sa tisfy  s o m e o n e  e ls e 's  ideo logica l b e lie fs .

R espectfu lly ,

Lynda G iguere  
2 3 9  W . Cook A ven u e  
A n ch ora ge, AK 9 9 5 0 1
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S B  4 9  D e f in in g  M e d ic a lly  N e c e s s a r y

W e  s h o u ld  n o t  b e  w a s t in g  le g is la t iv e  t im e , e n e r g y  a n d  s t a t e  m o n e y  o v e r  id e o lo g ic a l  
d if f e r e n c e s .  W e  h a v e  b e e n  d o w n  t h is  r o a d  b e fo r e .  I f  S B 4 9  Is p a s s e d ,  i t  w i l l  b e  
c h a l le n g e d  i n  o u r  c o u r t s  a n d  fo u n d  u n c o n s t itu t io n a l .  O ur le g is la tu r e  h a s  fo r  m o r e  
p r e s s in g  I s s u e s  t h a t  h a v e  r e a l Im p a c t o n  th e  m a jo r ity  o f  A la sk a n s  a p d  o u r  fu tu r e . 1 
w o u ld  p r e f e r  y o u  f o c u s  y o u r  e f fo r ts  o n  e n e r g y  i s s u e s ,  th e  e c o n o m y  a n d  im p r o v in g  
e d u c a t io n . i

I o p p o s e  S B  4 9 .  In  o u r  p lu r a lis t ic  s o c ie t y ,  w e  a ll e n d  u p  f in a n c ia lly  s u p p o r t in g  
a c t io n s  w e  d o n ' t  a p p r o v e  o f  o r  b e l ie v e  In. T h is  i s  b e in g  ta k e n  t o  e x tr e m e s  in  th is  
c o u n t r y  w h e n  It c o m e s  t o  c o n tr a c e p t io n  a n d  a b o r t io n . I t  i s  w r o n g  fo  im p o s e  o n e 's  
p e r s o n a l  b e l i e f s  o n  e v e i y o n e  e ls e .  t

N o th in g  I s a y  w i l l  c h a n g e  a n y o n e 's  b e l ie f s  h e r e  to d a y . B u t j u s t a s n p n e  o f  u s  w a n t s  a  
w o m a n  t o  b e  fo r c e d  t o  h a v e  a n  a b o r t io n , I d o  n o t w a n t a  w o m a n  fo r c e d  t o  c a r r y  a  
p r e g n a n c y  t o  fo r m  a n d  p o te n t ia lly  r is k  h e r  h e a lth . 1 a s k  t h i s  c o m m it te e  t o  g iv e  a ll  
w o m e n  t h e  s a m e  r e s p e c t  O n ly  a  w o m a n  s h o u ld  m a k e  t h is  c h o ic e  w it h  t h e  h e lp  o f  
h e r  p h y s ic ia n .

* T h e im p a o c s .o f  u n in f o n ij t e d .p r e g n a n c y ^ r e ty g e .  I t c a n h a r m  a  w o ip a r t  a n d  h e r -fa m ily  
p h y s ic a lly ,  e m o t io n a l ly  a n d  fin a n c ia lly . T h e r e  a r e  a  m y r ia d  o f  s i tu a t io n s  th a t  c o u ld  
m a k e  a n  a b o r t io n  m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s s a r y .

A n  abortUgntGQstj! q p p c p x in ta te ly  $ 7 0 & F o r w o if t e n p lr e a d y -o n  d r e d g e  f in a n c ia lly  
t h is  i s  a  h u g e  p r o b le m . SB 4 9  w il l  f o r c e  s o m e  w o m e n  w h o  w a n t  aft a b o r t io n  t o  c a r r y  
t h e ir  p r e g n a n c y  t o  te r m , d e la y  c a r e , a t t e m p t  t o  a b o r t  o n  t h e ir  ow rj o r  a s  y o u  h e a r d  
y e s t e r d a y  c o n s id e r  Su ip id p , W p fo r g e t  th a t  b e f o r e  a b o r t io n  w a s  le g a l iz e d  m a n y  
w fo m g n  d ie d  fr o m  b a d e  alF ey a b o r d o n k

W h a t  i s  “m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s sa r y *  q q d w fo o jsh o u ld  d e d d e ?  Is p re n a ta )  c a r e  r e a lly  
“m e d ic a l ly  n e c e s s a r y *  o r  d o  w e  p r o v id e  th is  c a r e  fo r  th e  b e n e f i t  o f  th e  m o t h e r  a n d  
f e tu s .  I d o  n o t  w a n t  g o v e r n m e n t  d e t e r m in in g  w h e t h e r  m y  h e a lth c a r e  i s  “m e d ic a l ly  
n e c e s s a r y ” o r  n o t

I b e l i e v e  m e n  f e e l  t h e  s a m e  w a y . R e c e n t ly , t r e a tm e n t  o f  p r o s t a t e  q a n c e r  h a s  b e c o m e  
c o n t r o v e r s ia l  D o  t h e  g e n t le m e n  o n  t h is  c o m m it t e e  r e a lly  w a n t  f o e  g o v e r n m e n t  
d e t e r m in in g  t h e ir  t r e a tm e n t  i f  t h e y  h a v e  p r o s t a t e  c a n c e r ?  O r d o  y o u  w a n t  y o u r  
p h y s ic ia n  h e lp in g  y o u  m a k e  th o s e  c h o ic e s ?

I f  S e n . C o g h ill r e a lly  w a n ts  t o  r e d u c e  t h e  n u m b e r  o f  a b o r t io n s , wej h a v e  m u c h  b e t t e r  
o p t i o n s  I u r g e  S e n . C o g h ill t o  s u p p o r t  p r o g r a m s  t o  r e d u c e  u n in te n d e d  p r e g n a n c ie s

w h o  r e a l ly  n e e d  i t  

T r u s t  w o m e n  a n d  t h e ir  d o c to r s . V o
*v6c.

r  ■ — ■ — -  —- w .

X Z & u *'
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P a l g e H o d » o n

F rom :
S en t:
To:
S u b jec t:

Paige Hodson [paigeh@alaska.net] 
Tuesday, March OS, 2013 9:01 AM 
'Paige Hodson*
HB 4 9  tsstim ony/Senate Judiciary 3/5/13

My n a m e  Is Paige Hodtom.
I am  th e  m other o f  3  children and a life lo n g  Alaskaj^urrently residing in Senator McGuire's d istrict

t

M y p aren ts cam e to  Alaska before Statehood.
My fa th er  w as a long haul truck driver w ho cut his tee th  during th e  w ar building th e  Alcsjn Highway.
My p aren ts w ere  quite poor and struck ou t for Alaska to  try to  b etter  them selves.
T hey w e re  young and In love, and as  things happen, babies kept com ing.

This w a s  before th e ad v en t o f  th e  pill, and birth control m ethods w ere  clearly not as effective.

T hey th ou gh t baby 4  w ould b e  th e  last, but 9 years later my m other found herself pregnjant with num ber 5.
Living In a  1-room  house, w ith  no car, barely enough m oney to  feed  th e  4  children sh e hpd, raising them  essentially  
a lo n e  d u e to m y fathers work, m y m other collapsed from a com bination o f exhaustion, jtress  and depression and w as  
hospitalized.
Safe an d  legal abortion w asn't available and m y m other w as not a w ell wom an. Our fam ily dove d eeper into poverty 
w h en  m y father could not work to  take care o f  a pregnant, fragile and ailing w ife and 4  voung children.
M y m oth er  recovered  and th e  pregnancy continued. During childbirth, som ething w en j wrong. Her doctor told her th at 
b oth  sh e  and th e  baby w ere in grave danger, and that it m ight com e dow n to  a ded siorvof which life to  save.
M y m oth er  ch o se  th e  baby's life. Thankfully, both survived.

That 5 *  baby w a s m e.

M y o w n  fam ily's story underlines vividly why w om en and their doctors m ust be given th e choice over their ow n lives, 
th e ir  ow n  health , their ow n fam ilies.
I w o u ld  have gladly exchanged my life for my m others. W ho knows w h at might have happened to  m y 4  brothers and  
s ister s  had m y m other died.
But th e  bottom  line is that it w as her decision to make.

T h ese  sorts o f  decisions should never b e limited by w hat an Alaska S tate Legislator d ecides Is "necessary*.
W o m en 's m ental and physical health is to o  com plex to  be se t dow n In a predeterm ine^ list for politicians to  pick and  
c h o o se  w hat th ey  deem  m edically necessary.
Respectfully, you  are n o t qualified to  make th ese  decisions.

P lease , p lease g e t on  to  m ore Important s ta te  business.
W e can not afford th ese  continued attem pts to m icrom anage w o m en 's lives.
The Alaska courts have held consistently that w e w om en have a fundam ental right to  privacy and that you m ay not  
discrim inate b etw een  classes and genders In m edical decisions.
It Is especially unnerving th at you  continue to  try to  underm ine and take aw ay rights frpm disadvantaged w om en  w h o  
are le ss  likely to  have the ability to  fight for their rights.
W e can not afford m ore million dollar legal battles.

I kn ow  that som e o f  you w h o have deep ly  held convictions about abortion are well intentloned.
B elieve me, all o f  your constituents love babies as much a s  you d o . But th e reality Is th at you  will save m ore lives by fully 
funding family planning servlci ‘ n by trying to  deprive w om en  o f  th e  riaht to  control
th eir  own lives and bodies.

mailto:paigeh@alaska.net
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Senate bill 49 n
■s i d e A A J c i f k .  < L r \ » i

M y name is Shirleen Rannals and ] am testifying in favor of Senjate bill 49

I have gone regularly to abortions clinics in Anchorage and listened to hundreds of 
mothers over the past 25 years who regret their abortions.

They don't understand that their baby in their wombs will be vacuumed out like a 
piece of dirt and thrown away or put into an incerterater-and burned,

t n C . i n « - r a T o r
Any time women experience a difficult pregnancy I  support all pfiforts to save both 
the mother and the baby.

As a member o f the public I  regret that my tax money has been used to fund 
abortions.

I

I  support Senate bill 49 and any measures that w ill limit tax funding o f abortion



Karen Lidster

F r o m :
S e n t :
T o :
S u b j e c t :

Sen. John Coghill
Wednesday, March 06,2013 12:26 PM 
Karen Udster
FW: O p p o se  S B  4 9  ~  No G overnm ent B etw een  W om en and D octors

— O riginal M e ssa g e —
F rom : P la n n ed  P a ren th o od  V o te s  N o r th w est  fm ailto:opaction(S>ppvotesw a.orgl On B ehalf O f A ndrea P eterson  
S e n t:  W e d n e sd a y , February 2 7 ,2 0 1 3  4 :4 3  PM  
T o: S e n . J o h n  Coghill
S u b jec t: O p p o se  SB 4 9  -  N o G o v ern m e n t B e tw e e n  W o m en  and D octors

F eb  2 7 , 2 0 1 3

S e n a to r  Joh n  Coghill 
S t a t e  C ap ito l, R oom  119  
1 2 0  F ou rth  S treet  
J u n e a u , AK 9 9 8 0 1 -1 1 8 2

D e a r  S e n a to r  Coghill,

I a m  w r itin g  to  ask y o u  to  r e sp e c t  A laska's C onstitution  and o p p o s e  S e n a te  Bill 4 9 . S en ato r  John Coghill and co -sp o n so rs  
S e n a to r s  C athy G iessel, D onny O lson , Fredy D yson and o th ers  are m aking a b latant g o v ern m e n t overreach  into a 
w o m a n ’s  p erso n a l and private d e c is io n  m aking and a ttem p tin g  to  sh a m e  and d em e a n  lo w -in co m e w o m en  w h o  seek  
s a fe  a n d  leg a l ab ortion .

T his is a b o u t  fa irn ess for  lo w -in c o m e  w o m e n . All w o m en , n o  m a tter  th e ir  in com e, d eser v e  th e  freed o m  and privacy to  
m a k e  t h e  b e s t  p regn an cy  d e c is io n s  for  th e m se lv e s  and th eir  fam ilies. O ur C onstitu tion  says th a t privacy is  a 
fu n d a m e n ta l right, an d  th e  A laska S u p rem e C ourt has already sa id  TWICE b efo re  th a t p oliticians can n ot restrict a c c e s s  t o  
a b o r t io n  fo r  lo w -in co m e w o m e n .

P le a s e  O p p o se  S en a te  Bill 4 9 . O ur s ta te  g o v ern m en t n ee d s  to  fo cu s  o n  th e  issu es  th a t  m a tter  to  A laskans m ost, not  
in se r t in g  politicians b e tw e e n  w o m e n  a n d  th eir  doctors.

S in cere ly ,

M rs. A n d rea  P eterson  
9 3 3 8  N orth land  St 
J u n e a u , AK 9 9 8 0 1 -9 6 4 4

1
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Karen Lidster

F ro m :
S e n t :
T o :
S u b je c t:

S e n . John Coghill
W e d n esd a y , M arch 06, 2 0 1 3  12 :2 5  PM  
K aren Lidster 
FW: S B 4 9

F r o m : T am m le  W ilson [m ailto:balotab ookbind in g@ gm all.com ]
S e n t :  T u esd a y , March 0 5 , 2 0 1 3  7:0B  PM
T o :  S en . Joh n  Coghill; S en . Lesll McGuire; S en . Fred D yson; S en . D onny O lson; S en . Bill W lelechow skl 
S u b j e c t :  SB 49

Dear Senate Judiciary Committee,

RE: Senate Bill 49

I currently live in Senate District J, and grew up in Palmer, AK. After viewing the testimony today on this bill, I 
was immediately compelled to respond to Senator Dyson's comment that abortions are morally repugnant. This 
medical procedure may be morally repugnant to Senator Dyson, but thankfully he does not determine what is 
medically moral for me or any other women on this earth. I have the freedom to define my own morality and I 
find that comment extremely offensive and would hope that in the future Senator Dyson refrain from such 
judgement of women who are faced with making such a difficult choice in their life. Have your opinion about 
abortion, but it is not your choice. It is M r N E . My choice. Fought and won by women and men across this 
country.

I would urge any person in support of this bill to stop wasting our taxpayer money on redefining legal 
definitions that have already been hashed out through court processes and previous legislation. As a matter o f  
fact I am embarrassed that our elected politicians are cheapening the office of legislator to claim moral 
superiority at the expense of underprivileged women and men. There are much larger looming problems in our 
society that I would prefer elected professionals focus their efforts on. Defining what is medically necessary for 
individuals needs to be determined by medical experts not policy makers. Further definitions and decisions 
about my ovaries and uterus belong in a private room protected by the Hippocratic Oath with the help of a 
caring medical professional. This bill is insulting to a woman's and a trained doctor's intelligence.

Currently I run my own business in Anchorage. I have a Bachelor of Physics, and a Master’s in Engineering. 
Before obtaining my education and becoming a professional I went to Planned Parenthood for over 20 years for 
my primary health care. I lived below the poverty level for most of that time. My primary employment for 13 
years was early childhood education and I was not offered any affordable health care in my teaching position. 
However, to put myself through college and graduate school without ending up in too much debt 1 also worked 
in the food service industry, and was never offered health care in those positions either. I relied on Planned 
Parenthood's services.

When applying for graduate school I was an intern at the University of W1 in Madison, W1 in Physical 
Oceanography. During that time, 1 had an unplanned pregnancy. 1 threw myself on the floor and cried after 
taking that test, because I knew this would mean a PhD would be out of the question now if i had this child. 
When I told my boyfriend of four years of our situation, he told me he wasn't ready. He was also a graduate 
student in Madison, and said that he could not be involved with helping me if I kept it. He actually told me to 
have an abortion or leave him. In fact when pressured, I asked him if I miscarried would he take me back and he 
said yes. I was needless to say shocked, and devastated. Everything I thought I had was suddenly gone, and I

l
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could give this (excuse the language) jerk what he wanted, abort the baby, or face single motherhood on my 
own.

To confirm my pregnancy and document it to fly home to Alaska, I went to Planned Parenthood. I heard 
Senator McGuire in testimony today ask for a less speculative situation when a pregnant women comes into 
Planned Parenthood. Well, I'll tell you exactly what happens. You go in saying "I think I'm pregnant and need to 
know for certain". They confirmed my pregnancy and inquired if 1 understood all of my choices. I said yes. 
Then they asked what sort o f support network I had.

Here is what they heard; I was unemployed, no money in savings, no family nearby, and a boyfriend that was 
begging me to abort my child. In the several times I went back before returning to Alaska not a single time did 
any person at planned parenthood encourage me to do anything but what I wanted. I always knew I would keep 
the baby, but these circumstances were not ideal. How could I get a job pregnant? At that time I only had a 
bachelor in Physics, much to my dismay, not a very employable degree without graduate school.

That was the hardest year of my life. I cried every day of my pregnancy and wondered how I would make 
it...buy shoes...afford hockey, but I made it thanks to a supportive family, Planned Parenthood, food stamps and 
childcare assistance. I had never been treated so disrespectfully in my life until my boyfriend dumped me 
because I was carrying his baby and then had to experience the welfare office in Muldoon. I do not say all this 
to endorse my particular choice, but to illustrate how planned parenthood helped me do what was right for me. 
Not a single Planned Parenthood nurse or physician mentioned abortion even though I was a complete wreck 
every time I went in. It's usually not the same person and each time I had to explain where the father was, and 
my economic circumstances, I was a mess. There was no judgment. I felt safe and encouraged. They provided 
resource information for what I would need to make it through.

When he was three months old I walked into UAA and found an advisor in the engineering program to put 
myself into graduate school and become more employable. I needed all of those social services to accomplish it. 
And I did. I am proud to say my son is a smart and healthy boy. I am now happily married with a second child. I 
am happy to have my first child, and I am thankful for the support from Planned Parenthood. In fact, I donate 
yearly now. But, I understand what I accomplished is not possible for everybody. I don't belong in the room 
with a woman or doctor making that choice and either do you. So please, vote no on this offensive and useless 
legislation and please put your mind on something that really does something to help people.

Thank your for you time and attention. Your actions do not go unnoticed.

Most Sincerely,

Tammie L. Wilson

Balota Bookbinding and Restoration 
1508 Nunaka Drive 
Anchorage, AK. 99504 
balotabookbindinu@gmail .com

907-306-9344
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March 6,2013
D ear S en a to rs /R ep resen ta tiv e s ,

I am  w riting to  su p p o r t S en a te  Bill 4 9 . 1 o p p o se  th e  u se  o f  taxp ayer's  m o n ey  b e in g  u se d  to  p ay  for  an 
e le c t iv e  ab o rtion . M y d efin itio n  o f  an  e le c tiv e  ab o rtion  is a n y  abortion  p erform ed  o th e r  than  to  save the  
life  o f  th e  m o th er . If a w o m a n  w a n ts  an  ab o rtion  for a n y  o th e r  reason , it sh ou ld  n o t  b e  d o n e  a t th e  
ta x p a y er 's  e x p e n s e . I h o n e st ly  stru g g le  w ith  th a t fa ct th a t ab ortion  is m ad e s o  c o n v e n ie n t  in th is nation  
w h ile  a d o p tio n  is m a d e  so  d ifficu lt.

I w a s  to ld  a t a y o u n g  a g e  th a t  I co u ld  n ev er  h ave ch ild ren  d u e  to  fertility issu e s . M y h u sb an d  an d  I 
lo o k ed  in to  a d o p tio n  in a c o u p le  s ta te s  but d isco v ered  tim e  and again th at is w a s  an ard u ou s and  
e x p e n s iv e  p ro cess  th a t  is s e e m in g ly  u n atta in ab le u n le ss  o n e  is in d ep en d en tly  w e a lth y . M ea n w h ile , 
a b o r tio n s  are p er fo rm ed  in  a lm o st ev ery  p o p u la ted  area fo r  a nom inal fe e  and p ro v id ed  to  girls an d  
w o m e n  o f  all a g e s . W e  w e re  b le s se d  after  13 y ea rs  o f  m arriage w ith a d au g h ter  and s h e  will a lw ays  
k n o w  h o w  p rec io u s  life  is an d  to  re sp e c t  It.

Y es, th is  is  p erso n a l for m e. I u n d ersta n d  th a t I ca n n o t e v o k e  m y m orality o n  o th ers  n or w o u ld  I try to in 
a fr e e  cou n try . I d o  h o w ev e r , h ave a  say  on  h o w  m y tax m o n e y  is sp en t. In financially difficult t im e s  such  
a s  th e s e ,  it sh ou ld  b e  sp e n t  on  ed u ca tio n , jo b s , and in frastructure. P erhaps if w e  n e e d  to  b e  in vo lved  in 
u n w a n ted  p reg n a n c ies , w e  co u ld  h e lp  th e s e  m o th ers  th rou gh  th e  p regnancy an d  find h o m e s  for th e  
ch ild ren  w h ere  th e y  w o u ld  b e  w a n te d , loved , and ca red  for.

I urge m y S en a to rs  an d  R ep resen ta tiv e s  to  su p p ort th is leg isla tion  and thank yo u  for th e  op p ortu n ity  to  
sh a re  m y op in io n .

S in cerely ,
Ju lie  G illette  
4 3 0 1  S. W ell S ite  Rd 
W asilla  AK 9 9 6 5 4  
9 0 7 -3 7 6 -5 4 S 5



Karen Lidster

F r o m ;
S e n t :
T o ;
S u b j e c t :

S e n . Jo h n  Coghill
S u n d ay , M arch 1 0 ,2 0 1 3  7:32 PM
K aren Lidster
FW: S B 4 9  M edically N ecessa ry

F r o m ;  L a n c e  Roberts rm ailto:roberts.lance@ am ail.com 1  
S e n t :  S u n d a y , March 10, 2 0 1 3  7 :2 7  PM
T o :  S e n . J o h n  Coghill; S en . Lesll McGuire; Sen . Fred Dyson; Sen . D onny Olson; Sen . Bill W ielechowski 
S u b j e c t :  S B 4 9  Medically N ecessa ry

To the Senate Judiciary Committee:

The State o f Alaska desperately needs a solid definition of medically necessary, since the activist Alaska 
Supreme Court has demanded that we pay for killing babies that are seen as health impediments. I certainly 
don't want my share of the state revenue going for abortions for reasons of mental stress or other reasons of 
convenience.

Please move this bill forward, I'm certainly hoping we can see a good legal definition implemented this year.

G o o d  l a w  d e m a n d s  g o o d  d e f i n i t i o n s .

Thanks,

Lance Roberts 
Fairbanks

l
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Karen Lidster

F ro m : S e n . Joh n  Coghill
S e n t :  M onday, M arch 1 1 ,2 0 1 3  3:51 PM
T o : K aren Lidster
S u b j e c t :  FW: I c o m e  in agreem en t with bill S B 4 9

F r o m : C h ey en n e  N orberg rm alltojch even nenorberg20@ h otm ail.com l 
S e n t :  M onday, March 1 1 , 2 0 1 3  3 :4 9  PM 
T o :  G O V .A LL legislators@ alaska.aov  
S u b j e c t :  I  c o m e  In a g r e e m e n t w ith bill SB49

My name is Cheyenne Norberg, I’m a resident in Wasilla, Alaska. The pro-life movement is something I greatly 
care about. Abortions at any rate should be illegal, however if  we can make them, under a more narrow category 
for a choice, I am for it. The Internet definition of an 
a bor tion is:

Noun
The deliberate termination of a human pregnancy.
A miscarriage.

Synonyms 
miscarriage - failure

The deliberate termination of a human pregnancy.. To be pregnant, to have a child inside of you.
How can we terminate, our children? Why are we getting away with it? So lets take a look at what 
miscarriage is defined ad since that is part of the definition of what abortion is defined as:

miscarriage

/m iskarij/

Noun
The expulsion of a fetus from the womb before it is able to survive independently, esp. 
spontaneously or as the result of accident.
An unsuccessful outcome of something planned: "the miscarriage of the project".

Synonyms
failure - miss - misbirth

how is an abortion unsuccessful, If it is planned, by the mother to terminate the pregnancy?
What I am trying to say, is we should never be able to terminate something so beautiful without 
some rocket scientist explanation, we shouldn't be able to walk into an abortion clinic and say "doc, 
I’ve got stress, I can't have this baby."
Therefore I again say again, I come in agreement with bill SB49

i
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Karen Lidster

F ro m : S e n . Joh n  Coghill
S e n t :  M onday, M arch 11. 2 0 1 3  3 :47  PM
T o :  K aren Lidster
S u b je c t :  FW: Support S B 4 9

F r o m : Ja n  D e Land rm ailto:deland@ cfaith .com 1  
S e n t :  M onday, March 11, 2 0 1 3  3 :2 5  PM 
T o :  G OV.AIILeolslators@ alaska.gov  
S u b j e c t :  Support SB49

Please support SB49. We should not finance abortion except to save the physical LIFE of the mother. We 
should not be paying to sacrifice human life.
Jan De Land, Anchorage, Alaska

t
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Karen Lidster

F rom :
Sent:
T o :
S u b j e c t :

S en . Joh n  Coghill
M onday, March 11, 2 0 1 3  3:47 PM
Karen Lidster
FW: Support o f  bill S B 4 9

 O riginal M essa g e ------
From : T am ara B oeck m a n  f m ailto :tam ara .b oeck m an @ gm all.com 1  
S en t: M o n d a y , M arch 1 1 ,2 0 1 3  3 :21  PM 
To: g ov .a llleg i5 la to rs@ a la sk a .g o v  
S u b jec t: Supp ort o f  bill S B 49

H ello  L egislators,

I a m  ju s t  lettin g  y o u  k n o w  th a t I su p p ort Bill SB 49, d efin in g  w h a t is a m edically  n ecessa ry  ab o rtion , limiting State fu n d in g  
o f  a b o r tio n s .

T hanks,

T am ara B oeck m an  

S e n t  fro m  m y iP hone

l
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Karen Lidster

F ro m : S e n . John Coghill
S e n t :  M onday, M arch 1 1 ,2 0 1 3  3:47  PM
T o :  Karen Lidster
S u b j e c t :  FW : I support S B 4 9

F r o m : Phil D e Land fm ailto:dakkanom s@ Q m ail.com 1  
S e n t :  M onday, March 1 1 , 2 0 1 3  3 :1 7  PM 
T o :  G OV.AHLeolslators@ alaska.oov  
S u b j e c t :  I support SB 49

Hello, my name is Phillip De Land, from Anchorage, and I have been an Alaska Resident my entire life. I 
support SB49- our state funds should not go to fund abortions for the reason of the "health" of the mother, 
which may include normal stress.

l
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Karen Lidster

S e n . Joh n  Coghill 
M onday, M arch 11, 2 0 1 3  3:47 PM 
Karen Lidster  
FW: s b 4 9

F r o m : D o u g  Som ers fmallto:douQ(5)d ou a so m ers.com  1 
S e n t :  M onday, March 11, 2 0 1 3  3 :1 2  PM 
T o : GOV.AIILeaislators@ alaska.Qov 
S u b j e c t :  sb 4 9

I f e e l  th is  to  b e  co m m o n  s e n s e  le g is la tio n . W ith ou t a d efin ition  o f  "m edically  n ecessary"  th ere  is n o  direction, only  
a g e n d a . D ou g  Som ers, (9 0 7 )3 4 7 -9 5 2 5 , PO Box 5 5 3 2 9 , N orth P o le , Alaska 9 9 7 0 5 . (Physical: 2 1 8 5  PeedeR d., North P o le)

F ro m :
S e n t :
T o :
S u b j e c t :
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Karen Lidster

F ro m :
S e n t :
T o :
S u b j e c t :

S en . Joh n  Coghill 
M onday, March 11, 2 0 1 3  3 :46  PM  
K aren Lidster 
FW : S B  4 9

F r o m : b zem a n  f m ailto:bzem an@ acsa laska.n et1  
S e n t :  M onday, March 1 1 ,2 0 1 3  2 :5 8  PM 
T o :  S e n . Joh n  Coghill 
S u b j e c t :  SB 49

T h a n k  y o u  s o  m u c h , S e n a t o r  C o gh ill e t  a l fo r  y o u r  w o r k  o n  SB  4 9 .
J u s t  a s  s p e c i f i c  r e q u ir e m e n t s  e x is t  fo r  a  p h y s ic ia n  t o  d e t e r m in e  a n  e v e n t  su c h  a s  d e a th  a c tu a lly  o c c u r r e d ,  
it  b e h o o v e s  A la sk a n  p h y s ic ia n s  t o  h a v e  s p e c if ic  r e q u ir e m e n t s  t o  d e te r m in e  n e e d  fo r  an  a b o r t io n  e v e n t .  
T h a n k  y o u -  
B o n n ie  Z e m a n  
D o u g la s ,  A la sk a

i
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