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TESTIMONY ON HOUSF BILL 500
PUBLIC HEARING

BEFORE HOUSE HESS COMMITTEE
September 14, 1981

Anchorage

Good afternoon. My name is Susan A. Vaillancourt. I will 
testify today as president of the ANCHORAGE ASSOCIATION OF WOMEN 
LAWYERS against Hcuse Bill 500.

House Bill 500 is entitled " an act limiting the use of state 
money to pay for abortions." This bill is abhorrent to the constitu­
tional rights of Alaska citizens. It should not be allowed to pass 
out of this committee.

The right to decide whether to continue or terminate one's 
pregnancy is founded in the constitutional right to privacy. See,
Roe v. Wade. 401 U.S. 113 (1973).

The Alaska Constitution, contrasted to the federal constitu­
tion, has an express, rather than implied, right to privacy. Article 
I, Section 22. Our Supreme Court has consistently maintained that 
our right of privacy affords greater protection than does the federal 
constitution. See. e.g., Skanloak v. State. 597 P.2d 142 (AK.1979)*
State v. Glass. 583 P. 2d 872 (AK.1978); Ravin v. State 537 P.2d 494 
(AK. 1975).
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While the language of this bill has the potential of effecting 
many areas of state funds, let us focus on the state medical assis­
tance program. The effect of this bill to a person receiving medical 
assistance is that' it requires the recipient to waive her constxtu- 
tir.jal right to privacy in order to receive this s'-ate benefit. This 
is tantamount to a situation which would require a recipient to waive 
his or her constitutional due process rights to a involuntary commit­
ment hearing in order to receive mental health assistance. Such a 
result is deplorable.

The legislature cannot make a law to abridge a constitutional 
right such as the right to privacy. This bill is broadly drafted to 
prohibit the use of «*tnte medical aid funds, welfare funds, any state 
benefits or divider.-- or even state salaries for payment of elective 
or non-elective abortions except in rare cases. This bill makes no 
exceptions for abortions required for victims of rape or Incest. It 
does not permit a woman and her doctor to make a sound medical and 
versona? decision that a pregnancy should be terminated to prevent 
serious and permanent damage to the health of the mother or of the 
fetus. UnquestionaLly, this bill has substantial Impact on a woman's 
right of privacy regarcless of whether the fetu.- has any potential 
for surviving, healthy or otherwise. If this biil becomes law. it 
will undoubtedly be struck down under the Alaska Constitution as a 
measure which unduly restricts a woman's access to abortions and
which directly interferes with protected activity.

It should be noted that the Hyde Amendment upheld by the
United States Supreme Court in Harris v. McRae. 100 S.Ct. 2671 (1980) 
under the more narrow federal richt to privacy, at least provided for
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abortions for victims of rape and incest. The Hyde Amendment addres-ed 
in the Harris case limited use of federal medicaid funds for abortions 
exc.pt in a few cases.

It is also evident that this bill wjuld not pass an equal 
protection challenge under the Alaska Constitution. In Harris v.
McRae, supra, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Hyde Amendment against 
equal protection challenge based on the least stringent analysis 
afforded under the federal constitution. It is recognized, however, 
that the Alaska Constitution affords a more stringent standand for 
equal protection. See, Commercial Fisheries Entry Commission v. 
Aookedak, 606 P.2d 1255 (AK.1980). Under such scrutiny, House Bill 
500 would be struck down.

Finally, this bill cannot be logically justified as a measure 
to prevent government spending or even government spending on abortions. 
If this bill wore to pass, the result would be that state spending 
would shift from abortion services to abortion-related litigation.
We should not allow state government and state programs to advocate 
a special interest position sucit as the anti-choice position advanced 
by this bill. It would be more appropriate to allow those special 
interest groups to attempt to lnfluenece individual choice through 
their education and service programs rather than restricting a 
person's decision-making process by state sanctioned economic 
barriers.

1 urge you not to allow this bill to pass out of this 
committee. Thank you.



September 14, 1981
Mrs. Kristine M..Fardig 
3404 Oregon Drive 
Anchorage, Alaska 99503
Ladies and gentlemen of the committee:

My name is Kristine Fardig and as President Emeritus of Alaska 
Right to Life, Inc., I represent in excess of 20,000 registered 
voters. Almost our entire me bership has been built by 
clrru^at^ng petitions, and now an initiative drive, always 
add'ess;ng the issue o' state-funded baby killing. We have 
the Hyde amendment on the Health and Human Services bulget, 
a similar restriction soon to govern the Indian Health „*»rvice, 
and already 2/3 of our states have stopped their bureaucratic 
war on poverty, which is de facto war against the poor.
Alaska is quickly becoming a dinosaur.

Racism and social elitism are ..*e true issues here. The majoritv 
of poor people are white, but are still a minority of the white 
population. On the other hand a majority of minority citizens 
are poor, socially and economically disadvanta *d and easy prey 
for the racist, elitist philosophy of groups like Planned 
Parenthood, which attempts to eliminate poverty by exterminating 
the poor. This trans’ateo into genocide for our black, His- 
ran1's and Native Ame^l^an brothers and sist.e^a.

In CaMfo’-nia 40^ of the abo’tions a-e paid fo^ oy Medi-Ca1 
ti the tune of $38.00').'10'1 annua’1y. br. Edward C. Allred, 
who owns 12 baby killing factories in California, collects 
a third of that fortune. He thinks that Hispanics are a threat 
to white socie" ~ ses free sterilization and abortion

before they can further pollute our lily-white lives with their 
brown babies. Dr. Allred has the same contempt for blacks and 
tfS offers abortions free or at reduced cost to the racially 
impure.

clinics along border to intercept Mexican women



black women are having 1/3 of the nearly 2,000,000 abortions
performed annually in the U.S.

. r' •**r : . .
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In Alaska the Alaska Native Medical Center continues to kill
Eskimo and Indian-babies,Ldafying the clear intent of Congress* *•» *’ *■* * * ■*to stop federal assistance. We have been informed by nurses 

*on the obstetrical service at ANS that from March through July, 
1981, an average cf 20 babie^were being killed, 25% of them older 
than 12 gestational weeks. It has been further alleged that at 
least two women were aborted without their knowledge, one before 
she even knew she was pregnant. Alaskan Natives are tradition­
ally and culturally pro-life, and it is only through the brain- 
washing of government employees and Planned Parenthood,deceptive, 
fraudulent, coercive counselling and w'at ran only be described 
as criminally abusive practices which parallel those of the 
Third Reich, only through lies that the death peddlers have 
managed to endanger their sufviVal as a people. *

Any poor woman who ever wanted to keep her baby can testify 
to the pressure exerted by so-called counsellors to abort.
I was told eight years ago to abort my son Jonathan and that 
I could have him (not another baby, but him) later.. I was 
also told that it would be easier for me to qualify for abortion 
money than for prenatal aid. I opted for life and scraped the 
money together. So much for the benevolence of'state welfare 
off!. e.

F-ecd-'m to choose (to kill unborn babies) is supposed to be a 
mattec of pr’vary. yet the anti-Mfe agitators are constantly 
oushing to ma> e it a matter **f public policy through the use 
of pubVir money, wh^e they hawk this abhorrent practice as 
good. Poor people are poor because our generally racist, 
socially elite society cripples them with greed and prejudice. 
THEY ARE NOT POOR BECAUSE OF OVERPOPULATION!!! "he poor need 
docent educational opportunities, housing and a sound social 
policy which encotr ̂ js economic independence and political 
enfranr* ement not to mention equal opportunity and due process. 
Instead wu hustle poor women into surgery under enormous eoelal, . 
legal and economic pressure to kill their children, effectively



eliminating even the thought of free choice. When we have 
killed their babies and mutilated their bodies have we helped 
them secure a better education, taught them a skill or given 
them dignified, productive work?

Every pepsin has the right to expect basic, medically necessary 
rare and I don’t mind paying for it. I do object, resent and 
vehemently protest the use of my money to destroy our ethnic 
populations. Already 2596 of American Indian women have been' V- • v, i • •
sterilized, most in early adolescence and most without their 
knowledge or consent. Indians and Eskimos don't have a birth 
rate anymore, they are vanishing, and what the Supreme Court 
could not accomplish with Custer and the cavalry, it will 
accomplish with the curette and the all too willing help of 
physician-executioners.

It is an obscenity to squander our money and pretend that we Qr<^ 
helping women by killing their children and mutilating their 
bodies. That is discrimination against the poor.
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piUhi urfl\ dim ponds V wiê  uu&Jd l ui# k  foaJa a .

tp ^o j. hip bM(i iMfitfa L(we A> oLivthjp a. /vu?cuu- 
^  n o b jiy  ppopfa id Lo bundbf jfrf inh ifA td i /k. pXjUtnHij

QlfrvhatM Vltuif. I lept 'H a i thMuJkoi ^  Oohotodfai.

Hm buaU - /k btQj tywd q/o not <?<ju.4v*
H ^  'is H 'fjin j 4*̂  jk io v  i /Ai /»//.

my t{a fm e o j' / (ataJW //̂

S oppJ^od U A  M s, /Ijbslca CuuLVtodly dou iuf/
CAiVKtWitc QXjdtoSi poo* pro pin Ay priWcJUusj •&’ hXj dsdi.

\ttcSk com p LW jiU 'i' in<iLoLii\y aIvrh<M. +lR>$u mivScl rv u j^

-fW  f»in p*op& ivoJjf no /'atf & £  / oUhjc ^^c£4j



0h  \^cUcoJ M v ilu  fa ptopJU wily fa no u. f l& S S l )

V^UA W  /iCULCd W K y  ( jU J L ilm J *

ns cl ^ H j u  e/ & cP/z a/<u. <^oL ouû y cl,
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The present situation in America is remarkably similar 

to the final days of American slavery. The pro-slavery 

people called themselves "pro-choice". They self-righteously 

said slavery was a private personal matter and an economic 

necessity. No Yankee was going to tell them what to do.

The anti-slavery movement was castigated for attacking 

private property, for trying to impose its morality on others, 

and for being abrasive and obnoxious. It was a movement of 

common people and had arrayed against it the combined weight 

of the Senate, the judiciary, the press, most large churches, 

and the vested interests of the slave owners.

The anti-slavery people lobbied, demonstrated, and ran 
the famous underground railroad at great peril and cost to 

themselves. The issue ceased all pretense of being & private 

issue when the Fugitive Slave Act, and especially the 

Compromise of 1850, forced anti-slavery people to participate 

by using their tax money and Northern (anti-slave) police, 

judges, and legislatures to return escaped slaves to their 

owners and to punish the operators of the escape routes.

The anti-slave people were enraged at being forced to support 

with their taxes the moral atrocity of slavery and the perse­
cution of their selfless heroes. The result was the worst 

war America has ever experienced.
Now this state is forcing those who believe in civil 

rights and the sanctity of life to finance the killing of 
developing chlldrer without due process and the incarcera­

tion of those who would try to defend these innocents.



We who stand for the rights of the unborn have nothing 

to gain. We derive no pleasure in seeking to impose a 

respect for life on others. We are giving our time and’ 

money to help the helpless and to defend the defenseless.

This is in the proudest of American traditions.

The Republican party was b o m  out of the single issue of 

the anti-slavery movement, and brought forth the largest 

advancement of civil rights in our history. It strayed from 

that calling, but has been being reborn from last November 

with a serious call to individual responsibility and resnect 

for civil rights. Those who demand the pri- *e right to kill 

their children have not won a vote in America in twelve years, 

ihe federal government is no longer paying for abortions and 

neither ar^ forty other states.

The wind is blowing in favor of civil rights for all. 

History and the voters will not treat kindly those who oppress 

th3 defenceless.

The ball is in your court, gentlemen. I encourage you 

to have the courage to eland for the rights of all humans.

The lives of hundreds of children, the future of civil rights 
in Alaska, and your political careers hang in the balance.
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1344 K Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
September 15» 1981

Representative M.F. Beime 
Soite 1, 1020 I Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501
Representative Beime:

I attended the hearings on House Bills 500 and 550 this week 
but did not have the opportunity to testify. I request that 
the following testimony be forwarded to the other members of 
the committee and be incluied in the record.

I am an Anchorage resident and voter. I strongly oppose 
both bills and urge the Committee to oppose them as well. My 
opposition comes from a background as a former social worker 
and recent law school graduate and from personal convictions.
I have concerns relating to both bills and to eac- bill specifically.

I find both bills antithetical co our fundamental notion 
of the separation of church a d state. I was shocked to hear 
testimony before the Committei quoting the Bible as a source 
for the bills. Our laws cannot reflect the religious tenets 
of any particular::groups.)' . * see no secular purpose in these
bills; 1 see them only as promoting a particular set of religious 
beliefs. I do not bolieve there is a purpose of saving taxpayer 
monies, particularly when there is talk of providing economic 
incentives for carrying unwanted pregnancies -«o term and with 
the addii&onal costs of welfare for such children. Any attempt 
to write the beliefs of a religious group into law is contrary 
to the United States Constitution and personally abhorrent.

If a woman's religious beliefs do not allow her to choose 
an abortion, no one is suggesting that she do so or forcing her 
to do so. But that does not mean that a woman wit.h different 
convictions should have that option foreclosed when the right 
to an abortion is guaranteed by the Supreme Court's decision in 
Ro» v Wade.

Re: Bill 500
Medicaid was established to equalize medical services between 

the poor and the rich. Bill 500 discriminates against poor women 
in their ability to obtain medical services to which they have 
a right. Middle and upper Income women will be able to obtain 
safe, legal abortions. It is only poor women (and,apparently , 
women in the employ of the state of Alaska) who are discriminated 
against by this bill. Poor women seeking a particular medical 
service should not >e singled out. Alaska has a strong guarantee 
of equal protection in its laws and Constitution. This is 
something of which we should be proud. IThis bill violates that 
guarantee.

In addition, our state constitution expressly guarantees 
the right to privacy. Vhat decision can be more private than 
the decision of whether to bear a child? The government should



not be an invisible partner in this decision, which affects all 
aspects of a woman's life. Yet elimination of /\mding for 
abortions for women dependent of state assistan e makes the 
government such a partner. For these women, there is no longer 
a decision that can be made.

During the hearings I heard much said about the availability 
of adoption as an alternative to abortion. Poor women should 
not be forced to bear children for the rich who are unable 
to bear their own. I hate to think of the implications of such 
a notion. Yet to me, this is what the advocates of adoption 
over abortion are saying. In addition, there are many older 
and handicapped children waiting for families to adopt them.
Our attention should be turned to them.

It is imply unrealistic to think adoption is a viable 
alternative to aborcion for those women who do not wish to 
raise a child or another child. Each time I hear this argument 
raised a family I worked with as a social worker comes to my 
mind. The mother had two children already in the custody of 
the state due to her neglect and inability to care for them.
She was young, uneducated, unskilled, hac no family, a husband 
in prison. She became pregnant and made the decision, on her 
own ar.d withcut prompting from any welfare or social service 
officials, to have an abortion. Without medicaid funding, 
abortion would not have been possible for her. She woulu have 
carried an unwanted pregnancy to tern, but 1 can assure you she 
never would have released it for adoption. The only way that 
child would have been available for adoption would have been 
through lengthy court proceedings initiated by the state to have 
the child adopted without the parents' consent. And she would 
fought such proceedings every step of the way*, as she had previous 
proceedings regarding her children. Those two children already 
had severe emotional nroblems and scars that will< follow them 
their entire lives his is Just one instance. I could describe 
others. I am sure t*nere are thousands. Adoption is not a 
realistic alternative.

The lack of provisions for funding abortions for victims 
of rape or incest is cruel. Simply cruel. How can we say we 
care about the protection of women.and then force poor women 
to be constantly reminded of their victimization by forcing 
tL m to carry its result to term? No victim of rape or incest 
should be forceu into such a position.

Finally, it appears that the b.'ll would prohibit employees 
of the state of Alaska from receiving abortions through their 
health insurance programs. The Issues raised above would apply 
equally to these women. They should/pe discriminated against 
because they happen to work for our state.
Re: Bill 550

fhere are adequate criminal statutes to deal with the problem 
allegedly addressed by Bill 550 and it is then fore unnecessary.
If the real concern and intent of this bill is to protect women, 
than a substitute bill dealing solely and explicitly "ith this 
Issue should be drafted.

My belief, however, is that the protection of women is not
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in fact the real impetus behind the bill. I believe Bill 550 
is a backdoor attempt to make all abortions illegal and thus 
is unconstitutional under both the Alaska and U.S. Constitutions.

I strongly oppose both Bill 500 and Bill 550 and urge this 
Committee to do the same.

Respectftespect:
o v LT/L
Terri Ann Pollock



Alaska Civil Liberties Union 
affiliate of the American 
Civil Liberties Union 
P. 0. Box 10-1226 
Anchorage, \laska 99511

The Hon. Terry Martin
Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811 
Re: HB 500 and HB 550
Dear Representative Martin:

At the recent hearing on HB 500 and HB 550, you
requested that I provide you with a copy of the American 
Civil Liberties Union's policy on abortion. I am pleased to 
include a copy of that policy.

As I discussed in my testimony, the recent decision
in Moe v. Secretary, 517 N.fc.Td 387 (Mass. 1981), which 
struck down a bill practically identical to HB 500 on the 
grounds that it violated the right to privacy and due process 
in the Massachusetts constitution, recognized the constitu­
tional invalidity of bills such as H6 500. A menber of the 
ACLU'n national Board of Directors represented the plaintiffs 
in that case. As I testified, the ogini^n of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Union is that -he per^HTent provisions of 
the Massachusetts and Alaska constitutions a-c sufficiently 
alike so as to render the constitutionality of HB 500 highly 
suspect. The Alaska Civil Liberties Union urges the Committee 
to refuse to approve HB 500 and )!L 550.

A copy of this letter it» being sent to other 
members of the Committee.

Sine

JSCskh
James S. Crane
On behalf of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Union
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% Policy #260

Abortion

The ACLU_asserts that a woman has a right to have_an
akor_tion - that is, a termination of pregnancy prior to the 
viability of the fetus j-- and Jfchat A.licensed^physic^n^has a 
right to perform an abortion, without the threat of_criminal 
sanctions. In pursuit of this right the Union asks that 
state legislatures abolish all laws imposing criminal penalties 
101 abortions.1/ The offeet of this stop would be that any 
woman could ask a doctor to terminate a pregnancy at any time..^/ 
In turn, a doctor could accede to the woman's request in ac­
cordance with the physician's professional judgment without 
fear of criminal prosecution. Thus, the decision of whether 
or not to continue a pregnancy would become one of the woman's 
personal discretion and the doctor's medical opinion. Both 
would be free to follow their private consciences in deter­
mining whether their religious or moral c candards were being 
violated. No fear of criminal punishment would enter into the 
decision.

The ACLU_holds that every woman, as a matter of her right 
to the enjoyment of life, liberty, and privacy/ should be free 
to determine whether and \ hen to boar children. The Union 
itself offers jio comment on the wisdom or the moral implica­
tions of*abortion, PtfUViny that such judgments belong r»olely 
in the province of inc*vidual conscience and religion. We 
maintain thit the penal sanctions of tho state have no proper 
application to such matters.

Th* discriminatory effect of tho prohibition of abortion 
involves another area of civil liberties interest, that of 
orjuality. The rich can circumvent or violate the law with 
impunity, but tho poor are at tho law's tncrcy. This treatment 
is simply too unequal for civil libertarians to accept. More­
over, tho very tendency of the law to be so irbitrarily applied 
and so widely ignored itself weakens tho principlo of the rule 
of law which io essential to the protection of civil liberties.

\y The termination of a pregnancy prior to the time when a 
fetus could live outside of tho mothor'r body is what is me­
dically defined as an abortion. The modical profession appears 
to agree that ouch independent viability could not occur until 
some time after the twentieth week of pregnancy and, as a prac­
tical matter, oven with the best medical care now available, not 
until several weeks later.

f j  Cacnarian sections -- the termination of a pregnancy after 
the fotus hrj become capable of living independently —  a r t  
not customarily regulated by tho criminal laws.
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Although the social and medical problems created by pro­
hibition of abortion are without doubt extremely serious (for 
example, the physical, psychological, and social costs of 
backstreet abortions, and the consequences to the mother, .ier 
unwanted child, and the rest of her family when not even a 
criminal abortion is available), in pressing for legislative 
abolition of the abortion laws the Union is guided by its 

 desire to protect and promote the civil liberties of all citi­
zens. Wo believe that the abortion laws violate civil liber­
ties in the following specific wayot

1) They deprive women of the liberty to decide whether 
and when their bodies are to bo used for procreation, without 
due process of law.

2)' They infringe upon the right to dccido whether and 
when to have a child, that is, the marital right of privacy.

3) They deny to womon in the lower economic groups the 
equal protection of the lawd guaranteed by the Fourteenth 
Amendment, since abortions are now freely available to the 
rich but unobtainable by the poor.

4) Thoy are unconstitutionally vague.
5) Thoy impair the right of physicians to practice in 

accordance with their professional obligations in that they 
forbid doctors to perform what their professional judgment 
may dictate as a necossary medical procedure. In many cases 
thoir failure to porform this medical procedure would, but 
for the statutory prohibitions on abortion, amount to mal­
practice.

Total repool of al̂ l such lawo will meet those civil 
- liberties' criteria. /Board Minutes, January 25, 1960; News 
Roleaoo, March 25, 1968^/
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j g D i k :
m m n  1  U l a n  A b u s e d  W o m e n ' s  A i d  i n  C r i s i s , In c .D ,

TESTIMONY ON HOUSE bILLS 500 and 550 
_________September 14, 1981_________

My name is Karla Huntington. I am an attorney with Abujed 
Women's Aid in Crisis, which I will refer to as AWAIC, and I am 
testifying on behalf of AWAIC. As most of you know, AWAIC is a 
non-profit corporation that offers both shelter for battered women 
and their children and a counseling prcjram for men who have pro­
blems with violence. We wish to comment on HB 500 and HE 550 
because we believe thev will impact our clients and, therefore, 
we need this Committee to be aware of our concerns.

First I wish to comment on HB 550. We are encouraged to see 
that the sponsors of this bill recognize the aggravated nature of 
an assault that interups a pxegnancy. We believe that no woman's 
choice to bear a child should be Invaded by violent assault. It 
is not uncommon for n. woman to be assaulted by her nate when she 
is pregnant, in fact, many times the first incidence of violence 
in a family occurs when the wuman becomes pregnant and the blows 
are directed specifically at the stomach nrea. We agree with the 
spirit of HB 550 in so far as It asserts that the State has a 
legitimate interest in Imposing harsh sanctions on any assailant 
whose actions result in miscarriage. We are, however, concerned 
with the sponsors choice i place these sanctions under the 
homicide chapter. There will be four major pra^ticnl problems if 
this form of assault is classified as murder:

1. The womai , and major witness, will frequently have complex 
emotion"! attachments to the assailant. It is Jifficult 
enough for a woman to come forth and report domestic 
assault. 1 believe that very few women will even consider 
coming forth if the result will be that their husband or 
mate is prosecuted for murder.

2. Prosecution by the State will be difficult arJ costly. 
Usually there will be no outside witnesses and the State 
will need to provo extensive medical testimony, which will 
lengthen the trial. A person charged with murder is not
as apt to plead guilty or no contest as is n person charged 
with assault.

\

3. Our present criminal code and this bill do not provide a 
definition for "fetus" and, therefore, to place it in the 
homicide chapter without careful study of how any defini­
tion of fetus would interact with the rest of Alaskan sta­
tutes seems premature and dangerously vaguo.

4. We believe that the interest to be protected is that of 
the woman. Che is the person whose bodily integrity is

AdwaMnUnn 
417 W Blh Arrau*
Anchors**, A K  f f ^ O l(»07 ) 27&-9581(•07)

Woman's Sh*lt*»
POD 4 #19
An. horaf*. AK J*»60* 
(•07) 274-4601

6 si* Ana
4 7 W Ilk Anna* 
Anchor if a, AK 99601
(•07)277-2345
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being violated and our present criminal code places invasions 
of bodily integrity, which do not result in death of a person) 
under the assault statutes.

Therefore, we would recommend that the Committee consider alternative 
placement and, for example, either structure a separate degree of 
assault that would speak directly to the assaultive termination of 
a pregnancy or they could modify the sentencing chapter to make it an 
aggravating factor in sentencing that a result of the assault was the 
unwanted termination of a pregnancy.

Since the effect of this bill is to terminate State monies 
being used to cover the medical costs of abortion, we believe that 
it could have n. devastating impact on some of our clients. For 
example, a woman may be choosing not to bring a child into a home 
already torn apart by violence or she may be deciding to flee a 
dangerous home with her children and the cost of carrying and raising 
an additional child could, in fact, prohibit her from being able to 
leave. AWAIC does not believe that such a major decision should be 
clouded by the issue of finances.

Furthermore, much domestic violence takes the form of sexual 
assault on the mate or incest against the children and it seems 
patent that the State has an interest in providing the victim of 
th-'Se assaults the widest range of choices.

AWAIC staff doets not advocate abortions to any of our clients.
We do, however, stive to inform our clients on the available options 
and we feel that no woman should be forced to bring a child into a 
violent home or bear a child conceived in violence.

HB 500

Thank you.
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Ms. Laura Noland 
1720 W. 11th Ave. #A, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

September 14, 1981
r.-r^arrr:

House Committee on Health, Education, and Social Services 
Alaska State legislature.
Public Hearing cn HB 500 and HB 550

Dear Committee Members,

Good Evening, my name is Laura Noland, I am a residant of Anchorage, Alaska 
and a stu lent at the Anchorage Community College. I am not a lawyer, therefore 
I will noc discuss the constitutionality of these bills. Although from previous 
testimony the constitutionality of House Bill 500, and House Bill 550 appears 
to be in seroius doubt. I am a private citizen, and Z am also a woman. As a 
woman I am strongly opposed to both House Bill 500 and Houso Bill 550.

I believe that both of these bills roprosont the desiros and ideologies of 
a special interest group. To me these bills represent more than they may appear 
to on the surfaco. They aro intundod as the bogining of the end to a woman's 
right to reproductive freedom in the state of Alaska, and perhaps the United 
States, if these groups succeed in mandating their ideologies an tho rost of 
the nation.

Refusing poor women the right to an abortion reduces the choi~as available 
to them. Just as making aborting: illegal for all women will frcce many 
women to choose illegal abortions.

Nomen will continue to have abortions. That is a fact. If abortion is made 
illegal in this country then women with the means will leave the country. Women 
without the resources necessary will have an illegal abortion.

My great grandmother had nine childern. She loved everyone of them. Site hoc 
pregnant for the tonth time, and for roasono known only to herself, decided to 
give herself an l-.ducod abortion, With a coat hanger. She died of gangrene of 
the uterus.

The point is this, her choices were limited. X refuse to accept proposed 
legislation that will limit my choices, or that of any other woman, to contrrl 
my body and lifo.

Z urge the committee not to allow House Bill 500 and 550 to leavo the com­
mittee.

Thankyou



House HESS Committee Hearing on HB 500,
September 14, 1981 

Holli I. Ploog, Attorney-at-Law

My name is Holli Ploog and I am an attorney in private practice 
in Anchorage. As you know, Rep. Beirne, I was legal counsel to 
the HESS Committee during the 1980 Legislative Session when Rep. 
Clocksin chaired the committee. Today ' am speaking for myself 
and I wish to address my remarks to i'B 500, specifically the 
constitutionality of this piece of legi'ljtion. My intent is to 
analyze this bill in light of recent state court decisions which 
were decided under state constitutional provisions similar to 
those contained in the Alaska Constitution and enunciated by the 
Alaska Supreme Court.

Recently the highest courts in California and Massachusetts have 
ruled on state constitutional grounds that if their state's 
Medicaid program pays for childbirth it must also fund medically 
necessary abortions.

Both courts interpreted their respective state constitutions to 
afford greater protection to the right to abortion than the U.S. 
Supreme Court found in the U.S. Constitution. In McRae v. 
Harr 1 s, 48 LW 4941 (1980), the Supreme Court held that the
Federal Constitution does not require the federal government or 
the states to pay for abortions, even whe*. they are medically 
necessary. The Court concluded that restricting funding for 
abortions, while paying the full costs of childbirth, did not 
significantly interfere in a woman's right to decide about 
abortion and served the government's legitimate Interest in 
protecting potential human life.

The California and Massachusetts courts determined, however, 
that under their state's constitutions a woman's right to decide 
whether to terminate a pregnancy was jeopardized by the funding.



restriction and outweighed the state’s interest in potential 
life.

Similarly, the Alaska Supreme Court has made it clear that our 
constitution provides broader protections than the U.S. Constitu­
tion [see Shagloak v. State, 597 P.2d 142 (1979)]. The Alaska 
Constitution contains an explicit guarantee of the right to 
privacy which has no parallel in the federal constitution. 
Alaska Constitution, Article I, section 22. It also sets a 
higher standard for the doctrine of equal protection, [see State 
v. Erickson, 574 P.2d 1 (1978); Wi 11 lams v. Zobel, Op. No. 2170 
(Sept. 9, 1980)]. Because the California decision is written in 
the context of a state constitutional right of privacy, the 
decision seems predictive of what the Alaska courts may do if 
faced with the same question.

'.he issue is whether the state, having enacted a general program 
to provide medical services to the poor, may selectively 
withhold such benefits from otherwise qualified persons solely 
because such persons seek to exercise their constitutional right 
of procreative choice in a manner that the state does not favor 
and does not wish to support.

Elective abortions have been covered under the General Relief 
Medical Assistance Program since 1970. Chapter 101, SLA 1970. 
Medicaid funds became available in 1972 when the State of Alaska 
enrolled in the Medicaid Program (sec AS 47.07.010 080). 
Assistance is defined in AS 47.25.300 as "... financial 
assistance to or on behalf of a needy person, including ... 
medical needs (including but not limited to, hospitalization, 
nursing and convalescent care)...." Existing regulations of DHSS 
specifically provide that payment will be made for family 
planning services, including abortions not available under 
Medicaid. See 7 AAC 43.005(c), 7 AAC 43.140(b), 7 AAC 43.835, 7 
AAC 47.170.



So, too, the state Medi-Cal program funded outpatient and 
inpatient medical services for recipients of public assistance 
and the medically indigent. Abortions, in the absence of funding 
restrictions, would be funded under the Medi-Cal program.

However, in 1978, 1979 and 1980, budget acts restricted Medi-Cal 
funding of abortions to occasions 1) when pregnancy would 
endanger the mother's life, 2) when pregnancy would cause severe 
and long-xisting physical health damage to the mother, 3) when 
pregnancy was the result of illegal intercourse, or 4) when 
abortion was necessary to prevent the birth of a severely 
defective infant, giving greater latitude in performing 
abortions than does HB 500.

"By virtue of the explicit protection afforded an individual's 
inalienable right to privacy by... the California Constitution, 
the decision whether to bear a child or to have an abortion is 
so private and so intimate f hat each woman in '•his state - rich 
or poor - is guaranteed the constitutional right to make that 
decision as an Individual, uncoerced by government intrustion," 
Justice Matthew 0. Tobriner wrote for the court. "Because a 
woman's right to choose is explicitly afforded this 
con. itutional protection... the question of whether an 
individual woman should or should not terminate her pregnancy is 
not a matter that may be put to a vote of the Legislature."

The court further held that a public benefits program, that 
offers such benefits in a fashion that discriminates against the 
exercise of constitutional rights, can only be upheld If the 
state can show that the restriction is related to the purposes 
of the benefit program, that it outweighs any Impairment of 
constitutional rights that may result and that there is no less 
offensive alternative. This test is similar to the 3 tier test 
enunciated by the Alaska Supreme Courc as a standard for equal 
protection.



The California Court analyzed the statutory program under this 
test as follows:

1) The restrictions imposed on poor v’̂ men's right of 
procreative choice did not relate the purposes of the
Medi-Cal program. The stated purpose o: the program is "to
afford health case... to recipients of pu lie assistance and to 
medically indigent...." The restrictions, in fact, impede this 
fundamental purpose.
2) In light of the fundamental and intimate nature of the 
constitutional right of procreative choice and the severe 
impairment of that right that would in practice result from the 
restrictions at issue, the utility of imposing such restrictions 
does not manifestly outweigh the resulting impairment of 
constitutional rights. What the restriction actually does is 
threaten the woman's interests in life, health, personal bodily 
autonomy and her right to decide for herself whether to parent a 
child. The state is utilizing its resources to ensure that women 
who are too poor to obtain medical care on their own will 
exercise their t ght of procreative choice only in the manner 
approved by the state. Moreover, the state has not undertaken to 
protect the potential life of <*11 fetuses by promoting their 
Interests over the consitutional rights of all women, but has 
singled out poor women and has subordinated only their 
constitutional right of procreative choice to the conct.n for 
fetal life.
3) The scheme does not serve the state Interest In providing 
medical care for indigents in a manner least offensive to the 
woman's right to procreative choice. The state could readily 
meet the needs of Indigent women without burdening ..heir right 
of procreative choice simply by funding impartially the expenses 
of childbirth and abortion.

Recently the Alaska Attorney General reviewed for the governor 
state choices on funding of general relief abortions in Alaska.



His conclusion was that the only choice tnat was free from legal 
difficulties was the choice to continue funding general relief 
elective abortions. In addition, he concluded that the only
choice that might be valid apart from the status quo would be a
legislative decision to terminate all elective surgery for those
on assistance. Since he concluded that the only choice free from
doubt on state funding of medicaid abortions is a decision to 
continue funding it seems HB 500 cannot withstand constitutional 
scrutiny and therefore, should not be enacted by this 
Legislature.
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T e s t i m o n y  P r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  H o u s e  H E S S  C o r a l t t e e  
B o n n i e  B o e d e k e r  

S e p t e m b e r  1 4 ,  1 9 8 1

My name I s  B o n n i e  B o c O k c r ,  a n d  I  am a t w e n t y - n i n e  y e a r  r e s i d e n t  

o f  A l a s k a .  F o r  man y y e a r s  n o w ,  I  h a v e  h ad  t h e  o p p o r t u n i t y  o f  w a t c h i n g  

t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t h e  A l a s k a  L e g i s l a t u r e .  T h e  l a w m a k e r s  o f  t h i s  s t a t e  

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

f r e e d o m s ,  a n d  p r o t e c t i n g  I n d i v i d u a l  p r i v a c y .  I  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  

t r a d i t i o n  h a s  b e e n  I n v a l u a b l e  1r.  q e t t i n g  l a w m a k e r s  r e - e l e c t e d .

T h i s  c o r a l t t e e  I s  now c o n s i d e r i n g  HB $00 -  a b i l l  t h a t  w i l l  

r e s t r i c t  t h e  r e p r o d u c t i v e  f r e e d o m  o f  p o o r  w o o e n  I n  t h i s  s t a t e .  I  u r g e  

y o u  t o  s t o p  t h i s  b ' 1 1  f r o m  b e c o m i n g  l a w .

On e  t h i n g  t h a t  I c a n  a s s u r e  y o u  o f  t o n i g h t ,  1 s  t h a t  women w i l l  

c o n t i n u e  t o  e x e » t : 1 s e  t h e i r  r e p r o d u c t i o n  f r e e d o m - - t h e i r  r i g h t  t o  

c o n t r o l  t h e i r  own b o d i e s - - r e g a r d l e s s  o f  t h e  d e c i s i o n  o f  t h i s  c o m m i t t e e  

o r  o f  t h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e .

F o r  p o o r  v o o » n  who w a n t  a b o r t i o n s ,  HB 5 0 0 w o u l d  a s s u r e  t h a t  t h e i r  

m a i n  c h o i c e s  a r e  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n  o r  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d b i r t h .  F o r  m o s t  

p o o r  w o o e n ,  l e g a l  a b o r t i o n  I s  n o t  a c h o i c e ,  b e c a u s e  t h e  c o s t  I s  

p r o h i b i t i v e .

I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n s  a r e  c h e a p e r  t h a n  l e g a l  o n e s ,  a n d  much mor e 

d a n g e r o u s .  T h e r e  c a n  b e  no r e a s o n  o t h e r  t h a n  a w o m a n ' s  d e s p e r a t i o n  

f o r  t h e  u s e  * *  c o a t  h a n g e r s ,  t u r p e n t i n e ,  l y s o l  a n d  a n y  o f  a n u o b e r  o f  

p a i n f u l  a n d  r i s k y  m e t h o d s  o f  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n .  Many p o o r  wo me n ,  

k n o w i n g  a b o u t  t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n  o n  p u b l i c  f u n d i n g  o f  a b o r t i o n s ,  w o n ' t  

e v e n  c o n s u l t  a d o c t o r .  T h e y  w i l l  g o  s t r a i g h t  t o  a n  I l l e g a l  

a b o r t i o n i s t .



T h e  o t h e r  o p t i o n  i s  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d b i r t h .  T h e  r i s k  o f  d e a t h  f r o m  

c h i l d b i r t h  I s  t e n  t i m e s  g r e a t e r  t h a n  f r o m  l e g a l  a b o r t i o n 1 .  HB 500 

s a y s  n o t h i n g  a b o u t  t h e  woman f o r  whom a n  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d  I s  t h e  f i n a l  

b u r d e n  t h a t  r e s i g n s  h e r  t o  a l i f e  o f  p o v e r t y .  L i f e  means m o r e  t h a n  

J u s t  p h y s i c a l  s u r v i v a l .  T h e s e  women m u s t  b e  a f f o r d e d  t h e  r i g h t  t o  

c h o o s e  a l i f e  o f  q u a l i t y .

A g a i n ,  f o r  p c o r  w o o e n who w a n t  a b o r t i o n s ,  HB 500 w o u l d  a s s u r e  t h a t  

t h e i r  m a i n  c h o i c e s  a r e  I l l e g a l  a b o r t i o n  o r  u n w a n t e d  c h i l d b i r t h .  E a c h  

c h o i c e  I n c r e a s e s  t h e  r i s k  o f  d e a t h ,  I n j u r y  a n d  s u f f e r i n g .

Muc h o f  o p p o s i t i o n  t o  a b o r t i o n  t h a t  we h a v e  l i s t e n e d  t o  t o d a y ,  

c o n c e r n s  t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  a b o r t i o n  I n v o l v e s  k i l l i n g  a human b e i n g .  Yo u  

a r e  b e i n g  a s k e d  t o  a n s w e r  t h e  q u e s t i o n :  " W h a t  p r e s l c e l y  I s  a human

b e i n g ? " .  T h e  a n s w e r  I s  a m a t t e r  o f  r e l i g i o u s  b e l i e f ,  n o t  s c i e n t i f i c  

f a c t .  T h e r e  a r e  a s  many a n s w e r s  a s  t h e r e  a r e  I n d i v i d u a l  r e l i g i o u s  

b e l i e f s .

R e s t r i c t i v e  a b o r t i o n  f u n d i n g  b i l l s  s e r v e  no  s e c u l a r  p u r p o s e .  T h e y
a

d o  n o t  p r o m o t e  h e a l t h ,  o r  s a v e  p u b l i c  f u n d s .  T h e i r  o n l y  p u r p o s e  I s  t o  

p r o o o t e  a p a r t i c u l a r  r e l i g i o u s  v i e w  I n t o  t h e  l a w s  o f  o u r  c o u n t r y .

T h e y  v i o l a t e  o u r  r e l i g i o u s  f r e e d o m ,  t h e y  v i o l a t e  o u r  r e p r o d u c t i v e  

f r e e d o m ,  a n d  t h e y  I n f r i n g e  o n  o u r  r i g h t  o f  p r i v a c y .

1 w o u l d  a l s o  l i k e  t o  s a y  a f e w  w o r d s  a b o u t  H9 5 5 0 .  I f  t h e  I n t e n t  

o f  t h i s  b i l l  I s  t o  p r o t e c t  w o o e n  a g a i n s t  a s s a u l t ,  t h e n  I c o c n a e n d  I t .

I f e e l ,  h o w e v e r ,  t h a t  t h e  A l a s k a n  p u b l i c  1 s  b e i n g  m i s l e a d  a b o u t  t h e  

I n t e n t  o f  t h i s  b i l l .  I f  t h i s  b i l l  I s  t r u l y  c o n c e r n e d  w i t h  t h e  

p r o t e c t i o n  o f  women a g a i n s t  a s s a u l t ,  t h e n  I t  w o u l d  h a v e  s o o e  k i n d  o f  

p r o v i s i o n  f o r  n o n - p r e g n a n t  w o m e n .  I t  d o e s  n o t .  1 b e l i e v e  t f * t  t h e  

I n t e n t  o f  HB 5 5 0 1 s  t o  e v e n t u a l l y  ma k e a l l  a b o r t i o n s  1 n  t h i s  s t a t e  

p u n i s h a b l e  w i t h  t h e  c h a r g e  o f  f i r s t  d e g r e e  m u r d e r .  B e c a u s e  o f  t h i s ,  I 

u r g e  t o  r e j e c t  t h i s  p i e c e  o f  l e g i s l a t i o n .



F o r  women w i t h  u n w a n t e d  p r e g n a n c i e s ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  

t h e  r i g h t  t o  c h o o s e  a b o r t i o n .  W h a t e v e r  t h e  d e c i s i o n  o f  t h i s  c o m m i t t e e  

o r  t h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e ,  women w i l l  c o n t i n u e  t o  e x e r c i s e  t h e i r  

r e p r o d u c t i v e  f r e e d o m .  I f  t h e r e  1 s  o n e  m o r e  c o a t  h a n g e r  a b o r t i o n  t h a t  

t h r e a t e n s  t h e  l i f e  o f  a n  A l a s k a n  w o m a n ,  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  w i l l  l i e  

w i t h  me mb e r s  o f  t h i s  c o m m i t t e e ,  a n d  me mber s o f  t h i s  l e g i s l a t u r e .

1 M o o r e ,  E .  C .  Women a n d  H e a l t h ,  U n i t e d  S t a t e s ,  1 9 8 0 .  P u b l i c  

H e a l t h  R e p o r t s ,  S e p t .  1 9 8 0 ,  p . 1 7 .
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.n heritage have made public pronoucements favoring 
some form of choice on the issue of abortion.
In neither the Old nor the NewXc^iment of the 
Bible is the issue of abortiou^iudressed, therefor 
there is no# clear Scriptural warrant for either 
ppsition. Yet even the most cursory historical 
perusal of the life and times of the Biblical 
peoples will demonstrate that the cessation of 
pregancy was rather common under various circum­
stances, and that sentient life was never thought 
to begin prior to birth.
So it is thai, as a Christian, I can support the 
right of choice with a clear conscience. Yet, 
there are those with equally clear conscience who 
stanrf on the other side of the fence. You have 
to listen to both positions, after which you will 
make a choice. That's the system, and it's a good 
one. It's a system which supports freedom.

I can only urge that your free choice will not 
destroy the right to an equally free choice o n  t h e  
part of potential mothers. XJrant them the same 
opportunity to excerciso tl/» f re e d o m  that you 
enjoy. I

0

Ladies and gentlemen of the Committee. My nam«. is 
Nirbard fcu Madden, and I serve as pastor to the 
Immanuel United Presbyterian Church here in Anchoi 
aye.

I wish to begin by making it quite cloar^that T an 
"pro-life." I am also pro-liberty, and I stand 
s-̂ ua M u  C lit- the pursuit of happiness. In short, 
fir ily accept ani defend those ideals of governmen 
which grant the people o f  this nation the freedom? 
s o  dearly bought, and i4 Op- OJUlCV YOV
HA\/e a *j  u tJiq yg - o fP H Z f iJ f J iT i rz> p & r c a Y .
I ?ra a Christian, and just exactly what that means 
is known only to my God and myself. An.l that's as 
it should be, and always has been. As a
Christian, I believe it is my responsibility and 
my calling to speak ahou t_ God. However, i t i * not 
my right, nor- is iL anyone elses to arrogantly 
presume to speaV for Jod.

Despite the fact that you have been bombarded by 
many voices who tell you what God wants you to di, 
it is inv fervent hope tha-t you will be *wayod only 
by the voicef/of your own conscience iniorccting 
with -your understanding of the the just ideals 
which this country represents.

I am hero to wake a single position known to you, 
foi Church#and individual churchmoplv should
be prepared to inform the State, but fcVrnust never 
presume to dietate to or force will upon*the 
State. * '

Ours is a laud of pluaralisru... .religious plrral-- 
i'.m, which ial.es it qultu obvious that no one Cdfl 
either identify or represent a single dortrjr« 
which could bo railed The t>nc tree Church. 'f t . i \fc
should he pointed out that the vast majority of 
mainlin religious hr lies, both Judeo-Chr I «f i • .«n



STATEMENT ON HOUSE BILLS 500 and 550

September 14, 1981
By Barbara L. Schuhmann, Chairperson 
Alaska Commission on the Status of Women

Mr. Chairman, I regret that I cannot personally be 
present for your hearings. However, I have an active law practice 
in Fairbanks and could not come to Anchorage for your hearing. I 
have asked the Executive Director of the Alaska Commission on the 
Status of Women to deliver these comments for me.

The Commission first adopted a policy statement on 
abortion on April 26, 1980. We reconsidered and reaffirmed that 
statement on December 6, 1980. The Commission's policy is as 
follows:

There are few more divisive issues than abortion.
The United States Supreme Court, in its landmark 
decision of Roe v^ Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973), 
conceded that fact:

We forthwith acknowledge our awareness 
of the sensitive and emotional nature of 
the abortion controversy, of the vigorous 
opposing views, even among physicians, 
and of the deep and seemingly absolute 
convictions that the subject inspires.
One's philosophy, one's experiences, 
one's exposure to the raw edges of human 
existence, one's religious training, 
one's attitudes toward life and family 
and their values, and the moral standards 
one establishes and seeks to observe, 
are all likely to influence and to color 
one’s thinking and conclusions about 
abortion. !n addition, population 
growth, pollution, poverty, and racial 
overtones tend to complicate and not to 
simplify the problem.

It is difficult to formulate policy or jn issue 
where there is very little middle grot... . To 
some, every abortion performed is the wrongful 
taking a human life. To others, every abortion 
prohibited is uninvited meddling xn a difficult 
and profoundly private decision.

Having been called upon to decide the issue, 
however, the United States Supreme Court has ruled 
that, with certain limitations, the decision to 
bear or not to bear a child lies within the mother's 
constitutional right of privacy. The Court stated:
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This right of privacy ....is broad 
enough to encompass a woman's decision 
whether or not to terminate her preg­
nancy. The detriment that the State • 
would impose upon the pregnant woman by 
denying this choice altogether is apparent. 
Specific and direct harm medically 
diagnosable even in early pregnancy may 
be involved. Maternity, or additional 
offspring, may force upon the woman a 
distressful life and future. Psychological 
harm may be imminent. Mental and physical 
health may be taxed by child care.
There is also the distress, for all 
concerned, associated with the unwanted 
child, and there is the problem of 
bringing a child into a family already 
unable, psychologically and otherwise, 
to care for it. In other cases, as in 
this one, the additional difficulties 
and continuing stigma of unwed mother­
hood may be involved. All these factors 
the woman and her responsible physician 
necessarily will consider in consult­
ation.

The United States Supreme Court's position on 
privacy has a special significance in Alaska.
Article I, C22 of our Alaska State Consititution 
provides:

The right of the people to privacy 
is recognized and shall not be infringed.
The legislature shall implement this 
section.

The United States Supreme Court has interpreted 
the Constitution to provide that abortion is a 
matter to be dealt with in privacy between physician 
and patient. The Alaska Constitution reinforces 
that interpretation by reflecting Alaska's fundamental 
dedication to the privacy of its citizens. We, 
therefore, believe the Legislature should carry 
out tne mandate of the State and Federal Constitutions 
by protecting this precious right.
We have been attentive to the views of those who 
oppose abortion. We have heard from Pro-Life 
representatives on several occasions and ha%'e 
reviewed written materials fiom the Pro-Life point 
of view. We are mindful of the particular concern 
that abortion is in some instances being there is



an answer through better sex education, both in and 
outside the home, which would Itad to a more respon­
sible understanding by men and women of their 
reproductive nature.
Having considered the matter, we oppose and urge 
the Legislature to oppose legislation on abortion 
which would destroy the right to privacy by in­
truding political judgments in the intimate 
physician-patient relationship. We further oppose 
and urge the Legislature to oppose legislation 
which would bar abortions in hospitals funded by 
the State. Again this would substitute political 
judgments for medical ones. We favor and urge the 
Legislature to favor continuation of current 
funding patterns with respect to abortions for the 
poor. The poor are least able to cope with un­
intended pregnancies and their unwanted children 
often become society's problem.
Thus, for the reasons just cited, the Commission on 

the Status of Women opposes House Bill 500 or any bill that does 
not continue current funding patterns with respect to ibortions 
for the poor. In addition, the Commission opposes adopuicr'. of 
House Bill 550, which would destroy the right to privacy of 
Alaskan women.

The remainder of my comments are personal, and while I 
have discussed them with other commissioners, I do not represent 
them to be those of the Commission on the Status of Women.

The wording of House Bill 550 points out the basic 
problem in attempting to legislate in this entire area. You must 
realize that the Bill would be unconstitutional under Roe v.
Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973). I believe it would also be unconstit­
utional under Alaska's State Constitution, Article I, §§3, 7 and 
22.

The Bill, as presently worded, would subject the present 
Alaska statute outlining murder to constitutional challenge for 
vagueness. Convictions of persons having committed the crime of 
murder against "persons" could be overturned because the statute, 
as the bill proposes to amend it, would be too vague. I would 
very much hate to see convicted murderers obtaining new trials or 
going free because the legislature had made the statute defining 
murder unconstitutionally vague.

T would ask that you consider for a roment the effect 
that HB 55 i will have on the people that you are trying to control 
girls and /omen pregnant or who may become pregnant in the future, 
and their doctors. Although the exception section of HB 550 is 
very vague, and probably unconstitutionally so, the intent appears 
to me to allow abortions if consented to by the mother or if 
performed by a licensed physician where the mother of the fetus 
would more likely than not die from childbirth. Think for just a 
moment what the result of such language would be. In the case of
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any termination of pregnancy, there would be an investigation to 
determine whether murder in the first or second degree had been 
committed. Instead of the burden of proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt being upon the state, this bill would seem to place a 
preponderance of the evidence burden upon the accused. That 
would be the least burden listed in section 3 of the bill.

Do we as a state really wish to have st<.te troopers and 
district attorneys reviewing the medical records of every abortion 
performed? I think not.

I would ask the committee to consider the further 
effects this bill or any similar bill would have upon women 
considering having a family. Many of my friends in Fairbanks are 
attempting to become pregnant. They want to start or continue 
their families, and they have sought medical advice on any problems 
they may have in that regard.

Some of my friends have suffered as many as three 
ectopic pregnancies. This is a pregnancy where a fertilized egg 
emplants itself within the Fallopian tubes of the mother. There 
is no chance that a child can be born as a result of such pregnancy, 
and, without medical assistance, the death of the mother would be 
substantially certain. Her deal would not come from "childbirth", 
hut rather from the pregnancy itself. Other women also face the 
possibility of death or serious medical complications rot only 
from childbirth, but from the fact of pregnancy itself. The 
wording of the bill's exception section would leave them with the 
option of dying themselves or facing a charge of murder.

Others of rty friends undergo medical tests to determine 
why they may he having trouble in becoming or staying pregnant.
These tests oftentimes discover the problems which can then be 
corrected. There is the possibility with some of the tests that 
they could cause a miscarriage or "abortion" if the patient were 
pregnant at the time. Are young women, seeking to become pregnant, 
to be charged with murder for undergoing such tests because they 
result in miscarriage? Under HB 550 they would. In addition, 
many women have various medical problems which make it more 
likely for them to suffer miscarriage before they have a successful 
pregnancy. If HB 550 were enacted, why should any woman willingly 
face a pregnancy, knowing of the likelihood of their suffering a 
nusnrriage and thus an investigation or charge of murder?

In every case, the investigators would be faced with 
the fact of a miscarriage or abortion, and would have to determine 
the cause. Thus, I feel HB 550 will have the effect of dis­
couraging women from becoming pregnant. It would be far easier 
to arrange some method of birth control and never be faced with a 
murder charge than it would be to attempt to become pregnant, 
suffer a miscarriage, and be faced with an investigation into the 
causes, and possibly even be faced with a charge of murder.



In summary, the results I see from passage of HB 550 or 
any bill similar to HB 550, would be: 1) that it would be declared 
to be unconstitutional, with the possible result of requiring new 
trials for persons convicted of murdering other "persons"; 2) it 
will cause the state to invade an area in which the people have a 
right to privacy: their personal decisions about medical assistance 
and procedures; and 3) it will greatly discourage women who know 
about the bill from becoming pregnant.

I would respectfully suggest that instead of this 
approach to the question, that your committee and the legislature 
direct your efforts to trying to help prevent the need for abortions. 
If there is increased information on birth control and family 
planning, this will help. If we prevent incest and rape, this 
will help. If we provide as much medical information and assistance 
as possible to women who are considering becoming pregnant or who 
are pregnant, this will help. If we provide assistance to families 
who have children such as child care assistance, and child abuse 
prevention, this will help.

I am sure that I speak for the Commission in saying 
that we would be happy to work togetner with you in trying to 
prevent the need for abortions. Neither HB 500 nor HB 550 would 
prevent the need or likelihood for women to seek abortions. And, 
for all the reasons just stated, the Commission or. the Status of 
Women opposes passage of Hour** Bills 500 and 550.

Page 5
Statement on House Bills 500 & 550
September 14, 1981



H0 -QD P>
p  V
^ U -

4r> V
3 r <*• >
<+- 2-
1 dC1 v>

o>

r i  rn -9
* ?  3f V. ;

£ r ?
* £ >  Sc

* ? c*
i -  ^
cf -V

rf - *•

&• S T

I  f-
Kor r -  n c

<T
9, T > -»■*

>rL
n ^

o
nv
o



.1l.i:
I

4
v6«D
v>
&
V
o

o
4»
$

u
o

o
o

3 -  c5 A  W s: c

i « . r l  J  |
3 S T  S')*
5 j t +  3 O J

i  U  J s S *
•2 v -  v ■» £  .a

C
-I+»

■6
,o
v>

«
■5 u  S
I- c ^
r « ^•<r

<t
■d

a
v> «*

^  .P u t
c ^ n i ' >C t? -L> <  .

8 00- ■ ‘ -H

C
o £ 1

c
i-
-5

C ,2--»~9 ‘V -H ^
W »0 o

c - *g | *C u
»  2  4  ■ '  *
> *  v  r  •? *)c  c

- wu

£•cu
30

I  l < t "  i  i2 ^ 2  o - 4

u -g 

*
V-J

u v/><£
<r
€

1*i
-5

3 -6

<5
V -

0 "« ^c ii cc
o o-_ < o

'» llJ <L ^U  -y C O  £
j"5
s  i = :-

V.
v>C "0 < t ^ u
i ? 5

r f 2  r
•cC5̂

/I■aJl

10
a-3<
£

3
£

<1

M c 
^ £ (*■
T *  5 t

5  ^  H*  r i  w 
f 1 ?  V  (1i. AJ *j
*  W - f
*  s i ' 0

3 -  « *  £

sit

tM?

IjT

s



PLEASE. NOTE: THE PRECEDING PAGES HERE TREATED I
AS A UNIT IN THE ORIGINAL DOCUMENT.. • • • j



STATEMENT ON HOUSE BILLS 500 and 550

September 14, 1981
By Barbara L. Schuhmann, Chairperson 
Alaska Commission on the Stafcs of Women

Mr. Chairman, I regret that I cannot personally be 
present for your hearings. However, I have an active law practice 
in Fairbanks and could not come to Anchorage for your hearing. 1 
have asked the Executive Director of the Alaska Commission on the 
Status of Women to deliver these comments for me.

The Commission first adopted a policy statement on 
abortion on April 26, 19F0. We reconsidered and reaffirmed that 
statement on December 6, iv Z ' ' The Commission's policy is as 
follows:

There are few more divisive issues than abortion.
The United States Supreme Court, in its landmark 
decision of Roe v^ Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973), 
conceded that fact:

We forthwith acknowledge our awareness 
of the sensitive and emotional nature of 
the abortion controversy, of the vigorous 
opposing views, even among physicians, 
and of the derp and seeTinoly absolute 
convictions tnat the sublet inspires.
One's philosophy, one'i, experiences, 
one's exposure to the raw edges of human 
existence, one's religious training, 
one's attitudes toward life and family 
and their values, and the moral standards 
one establishes and seeks to observe,

all likely to influence and lo colot 
one's thinking and conclusions about 
abortion. In addition, population 
growth, pollution, poverty, and racial 
overtones tend to complicate and not to 
simplify the problem.

It is difficult to formulate policy on an issue 
where there is very little middle ground. To 
some, every abortion performed is the wrongful 
taking a human lil>.. To others, every abortion 
prohibited is uninvited meddling in a difficult 
and profoundly private decision.

Having been called upon to decide the isHue, 
however, the United States Supreme Court haB ruled 
that, with certain limitations, the decision to 
bear or not to bear a child lies within the mother's 
constitution*! right of privacy. The Court stated:
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This right of privacy ....is broad 
enough to encompass a woman's decision 
whether or not to terminate her preg­
nancy. The detriment that the State 
would impose upon the pregnant woman by 
denying this choice altogether is apparent. 
Specific and direct harm medically 
diagrosable even in early pregnancy may 
be involved. Maternity, or additional 
offspring, may force upon the woman a 
distressful life and future. Psychological 
harm may be imminent. Mental and physical 
health may be taxed by child care.
There is also the distress, for all 
concerned, associated with the unwanted 
child, and there is the problem of 
bringing a child into a family already 
unable, psychologically and otherwise, 
to care for it. In other cases, as in 
this one, the additional difficulties 
and continuing stigma of unwed mother­
hood may be involved. All these factors 
the woman and her responsible physician 
necessarily will consider in consult­
ation.

The United States Supreme Court's position on 
privacy has a special significance in Alaska.
Article I, C22 of our Ala.ika State Constitution 
provides:

The light of the people to privacy 
is recognized and Khali not be infringed.
The legislature shall implement this 
section.

The United Stales Supi erne Court hai. interpreted 
the Constitution to providu that abortion is a 
matter to be dealt wit.i in nrivaiv between physician 
and patient. The Alaska Constitut.on reinforces 
that interpretation by reflecting Alaska's fundamental 
dedication to the pilvacy ot its citizens. We, 
therefore, believe the Legislature should cany 
out the mandate of the State and Federal Consti(.ution* 
by protecting this precious right.
We have been attentive to the views of those who 
oppose abortion. We have heard fiom Pro-Life 
representatives on several occasions and have 
reviewed written matenalu tiom the Pro-Life poi.it 
of view. We are mindful of the particular concern 
that abortion in in some instances being there is
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an answer through better sex education, both in and 
outsxie the home, which would lead to a more respon­
sible understanding by men and women of their 
reproductive nature.

Having considered the matter, we oppose and urge 
the Legislature to oppose legislation on abortion 
which would destroy the right to privacy by in­
truding political judgments in the intimate 
physician-patient relationship. We further oppose 
and urge the Legislature to oppose legislation 
whi^h would bar abortions in hospitals funded by 
the State. Again this would substitute political 
judgments for medical ones. We favor and urge the 
Legislature to favor continuation of current 
funding patterns with respect to abortions for the 
poor. The poor are least able to cope with un­
intended pregnancies and thei*- nwanted children 
often become society's prcblen
Thus, for tho reasons just cited, the Commission on

the Stt us of Women opposes House Bill 500 or any bill that does
not continue current funding patterns with respect to abortions 
for the poor. In addition, the Commission Gppo&es adoption of 
House Bill 550, which would destroy the right to privacy of 
Alaskan women.

The remainder of my comments are personal, and while I 
have discussed them with other commissioners, I do not represent
them to be those of the Commission on the Status of Women.

The wording of House Bill 550 points out the basic 
problem in attempting to legislate in this entire area. You must 
realize that the Bill would be unconstitutional under Roe v.
Wade, 410 U.S. 113 (1973). 1 believe it would also be unconstit­
utional undi r Alaska's State Constitution, Article I, §§ 3, 7 and 
22.

The Bill, as presently word'd, would subject the present 
Alaska statute outlining murder to constitutional challenge tor 
vagueness. Convictions of persons Laving committed the crime of 
murder against "persons" could be overturned because the statute, 
as the bill proposes to amend it, would be too vague. I would 
very much hate to s»»o convicted muidereis obtaining new trials or 
going free because the legislatuie had made the statute defining 
murder unc< istitutionally vague.

1 would ask that you consider for a moment the effect 
that HB 550 will have on the people that you are trying to control 
girls and women ptegnant or who may become pregnant in the future, 
and their doctors. Although the exception section cf HB 550 is 
very vague, and ptobably unconstitutionally so, the intent appears 
to me to allow abortions if consented to by the mother or if 
performed by a licensed physician where the mother of the fetus 
would more likely than not die from childbirth. Think for just a 
moment what the result of such language would be. In the case of



any termination of pregnancy, there would be an investigation to 
determine whether murder in the first or second degree had been 
committed. Instead of the burden of proof beyond a reasonable 
doubt being upon the state, this bill would seem to place a 
preponderance of the evidence burden upon the accused. That 
would be the least burden listed in section 3 of the bill.

Do we as a state really wish to have state troopers and 
district attorneys reviewing the medical records of every abortion 
performed? I think not.

I would ask the committee to consider the fur;her 
effects this bill or any similat bill would have upon women 
considering having a family. Many of my friends in Fairbanks are 
attempting to become pregnant. They want to start or continue 
their families, and they have sought medical advice on any problems 
they may have in that regard.

Some ot my friends have suffered as many as three 
ectopic pregnancies. This is a pregnancy where a fertilized egg 
emplantb itself within the Fallopian tubes of the mother. There 
is no chance that a child can be born as a result of such pregnancy, 
and, without medical assistance, the death of the mother would be 
substantially certain. Her death would not come fr^m "childbirth*, 
but rather from the pregnancy itself, other women also face the 
possibility of death or serious medical complications not only 
from childbirth, but from the fact of pregnancy itself. The 
wording of the bill's exception section would leave them with the 
option of dying themselves or facing a charge of murder.

Others of my friends undergo medical teste to dewc 
why they may be having trouble in becoming or Gtaying prcgi.ai v 
These tests oftentimes dmcovei the problems which can th**n tc 
corrected. There is the possibility with some of the tvstL that 
they could cause a miscarriage or "abortion" if the patient were 
pregnant at the time. Are young women, seeking to become pregnant, 
to be charged with murdei lor ucdcig«iing such teste because they 
result in miscarriage? Under HB 550 they would. In addition, 
many women have various medical problems which make it more 
likely for them to sutler miscarriage before they have « successful 
pregnancy. If HB 5C0 were cndcted, why should any woman willingly 
face a pregnancy, knowing of the likelihood of th*ir suffering a 
miscarriage and thus an investigat n»n or charge of murder?

In every case, the investigators would be faced with 
the fact of a miscarriage or abortion, and would have to determine 
the cause. Thus, 1 feel HB 55u will have the offoct of dis­
couraging women from becoming pregnant. It would be far easier 
to anange some method of birth control and never be faced with a 
murder charge *h*n it would be to attempt to bcc«»me pregnant, 
ruffer a miscarriage, ~d 'r with n investigation into the
causes, and possibly even tc i charge o f murder.
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In summary, the results I see from passage of HB 550 or 
any bill similar to HB 550, would be: 1) that it would be declared 
to be unconstitutional, with the possible result of requiring new 
trials for persons convicted of murdering other "persons"; 2) it 
will cause the state to invade an area in which the people have a 
right to privacy: their personal decisions about medical assistance 
and procedures; and 3) it will greatly discourage women who know 
about the bill from becoming pregnant.

I would respectfully suggest that instead of this 
approach to the question, that your committee and the legislature 
direct your efforts to trying to help prevent the need for abortions. 
If there is increased information on birth control and family 
planning, this will help. If we prevent incest and rape, this 
will help. If we provide as much medical information and assistance 
as possible to women who are considering becoming pregnant or who 
are pregnant, this will help. If we provide assistance to families 
who have children such as child care assistance, and child abuse 
prevention, this will help.

I am sure that 1 speak for the Commission in saying 
that we would be happy to work together with you in trying to 
prevent the need for abortions. Neither HB 500 nor HB 550 would 
prevent the need or likelihood for women to seek abortions. And, 
for ail the reasons just stated, the Commission on the Status of 
Women opposes passage of House 'Hi Is 500 am. 550.
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Ms. Laura Noland 
1720 W. 11th Avo. «A, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

September 14, 1991

House Comittoe on Health, Education, and Social Services 
Alaska State Legislature,
Public Hearing on HB 500 and HB 550

Dear Committee Members,

Good Evening, my name is Laura Noland, I am a resident of Anchoraqe, Alaska 
and a student at the Anchorage Ccessunity College. I am not a lawyer, thorefor*
1 will not discuss the constitutionality of these bills. Although from previous 
testimony the constitutionality of House Bill 500, and House Pill 550 appears 
to be in seroius doubt. 1 am a private citizen, and X am also a woman. As a 
woman I am strongly opposed to both House Bill 500 and House Bill 550.

X believe that both of those bills represent the desires and ideologies of 
a special interest group. To rj these bills represent more than they may appear 
to on the surface. They are i itonded as the begining of the end to a wmun s 
right to reproductive freedom n  the state of Alaska, and perhaps the United 
States, if these g-oups succeed l,i mandating their Ideologies on the rest of 
the nation.

Refusing poor woman tho right to an abortion reduces the choices available 
to them. Just as making abortion illegal for all women will force many 
women to choose Illegal abortions.

Women will continue to have abortions. That is a fact. If t irtlon is made 
illoga. in thin country then women with the moans will leave the country. Women 
without the resources necessary will have an illegal abortion.

Ny great grandmother had nine childarn. She loved evoryone of them. She beca 
pregnant for the tenth timo, and for reasons known only to herself, decided to 
give herself an induced abortion, With a coat hanger. She died of gangrene of 
the uterus.

The point is this, her choices were limited. I refuse to accept proposed 
logialat on that will limit my choices, or that of any other woman, to cont.-r 1 
my body and life.

1 urge tho comittea not to all"* House Bill 500 and 550 to leave the com­
mittee.

Thankyou
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Gail Dailey
9499 Broyton Drive #317 
Anchorage, Ak. 99507
Dear Gai1,

Thank ;mi for your recent letter exnren3inp 
support, for HB 500.

Our hear Inp« inir Mond«i generated much public 
interest. A healthy exchange ot information regarding 
was important lsmc should prove valuable it. 
preparing the legislature to confront this bill when 
t ie new session starts. 0u'* agenda Is not oet at t!:ii 
toe, hut we will certolnlv give thin legislation 

proper attention in January. Further public hearings 
tn other com-unities are a possibility.

Again, thank you for taking the rime to write, 
will r iko vour views into account when further 

action . taken regarding rhir legislation.
Sincet lv

Mike Reirnc 
State Representative

m



Abused Women's Aid in Crisis, Inc.

TESTIMONY ON HOUSE BILLS 500 and 550 
_________September 14. 1981_________

My name 1b Karla Huntington. I am an attorney with Abused 
Women's Aid in Crisis, which 1 will refer to as AWAIC, and I am 
testifying on behalf of AWAK . As most of you know. AWAIC is a 
non-profit corporation that offers both shelter for battered women 
and their children and a counseling program for men who have pro­
blems with violence. We t.ish to comment on HB 500 and HB 550 
because we believe they will impact our clients and, therefore, 
we need this Committee to be aware of our concerns.

First I wish to comment on HB 550. We are encouraged to see 
that the sponsors of this bill recognize the aggravated nature of 
an assault that interups a pregnancy. We believe that no woman's 
choice to bear a child should bo Invaded by violent assault. It 
is not uncommon for a woman to be assaulted by her mate when she 
is pregnant, in fact, many times tho first incidence of violence 
in a family occurs when the woman becomes pregnant and the blows 
ure directed specifically at the stomach nrea. We agree with the 
spirit of HB 550 in so far as it asserts that the State has a 
legitimate interest in imposing harsh sanctions on any assailant 
whose actions result in miscarriage. We are, however, concerned 
with the sponsors choice to place these sanctions under the 
homicide chapter. There will be four major practical problems if 
this form of assault is classified as murder:

1. The woman, and major witness, will frequently have com ilex 
emotional attachments to the assailant. It is difflcu.t 
enough for a woman to co.ae forth and report domestic 
assault. I believe that very few women will even consider 
coming forth if the result will be that their husband or 
mate is prosecuted for murder.

2 Prosecution by the State will be difficult and costly. 
Usually there will be no ou side witnesses and the State 
will need to p.'ove extensive medical testimony, which will 
lengthen the trial. A person charged with murder is not 
as apt to plead guilty or no contest as is a person charged 
with assault.

3. Our present criminal rode and this bill do not provide a 
definition for "fetus" and. therefore, to placo it 1m the 
homicide chapter without careful study of how any de tui­
tion of fetus would Interact with the rest of Alaskan sta­
tutes seems premature and dungcrously vague.

4. We believe that tho interest to be protected is that of 
the woman. She la the person whose bodily integrity is

Wi m m'i U«U A v i m w
4»7 W nth A »»*»*• f O B 4 * l 9  417 W Hlh A . . n u .
Am Iu h w  AX f t 401 Aarfcoraf*. AK * 9 4 0 9  Am Ootm*. AK .* 4 0 1
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4. (cont.)
being violated and our present criminal code places invasions 
of bodily integrity, which do not result in death of a person) 
under the assault statutes.

Therefore, we would recommend that the Committee consider alternative 
placement and, for example, either structure a separate degree of 
assault that would speak directly to the assaultive termination of 
a pregnancy or they could modify the sentencing chapter to make it an 
aggravating factor in sentencing that a result of the assault was the 
unwanted termination of a pregnancy.
HB 500

Since ♦he effect of this bill is to terminate State monies 
being used o cover the medical costs of abortion, we believe that 
it could have a devastating impact on some of our clients. For 
example, a woman may be choosing not to bring a child into a home 
already torn apart by violence or she may be deciding to flee a 
dangerous home with her children and the cost of carrying and raising 
an additional chile* could, in fact, prohibit her from being able to 
leave. AWAIC does not believe that such a major decision should be 
clouded by the issue of finances.

Furthermore, much domestic violence takes the form of sexual 
assuult on the mute or incest against the children and it seems 
patent that the State his an interest in providing the victim of 
these assaults the widest range of choices.

AWAIC staff does not advocate abortions to any of our clients.
We do, however, stive to inform our clients on the nvailnhlc options 
and we feel that no woman should bo forced lo bring a child into n 
violent home or bear a child conceived in violcnct .

Thank you.
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Alaska Civil Liberties Union 
affiliate of the American 
Civil Liberties Union 
P. 0. Box 10-1226 
Anchorage, Alaska 99511

The Hon. Tei.ry Martin
Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V
Juneau, Alaska 99811 
Re: HB 500 and HB 550
Dear Representative Martin:

At the recent hearing on HB 500 and HB 550, you
requested that I provide you with a copy of tilt American 
Civil Liborties Union's policy on abortion. I am pleased to 
include a copy of that policy.

As I discussed in my testimony, the recent decision
in Moc v. Seii.ct.ary, 517 N.E.2d 387 (Mass. 1981), which 
struck down a bill practically identical to HB 500 on the 
grounds that it violated the right to privacy and due process 
in the Massachusetts constitution, recognized the constitu­
tional invalidity of bills such as HB 500. A member of the 
ACLU's national Board of Directors represented the plaintiffs 
in that case. As I testified, the opirUon of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Un m  is that the penTTnent provisions of 
the Massachusetts and Alaska constitutions are sufficiently 
alike so as to render tho constitutionality of MB 500 highly 
suspect. Tho Ala :ka Civil Liberties Union urg-*a tho Committee 
to refuse to approve HB 500 and HB 550.

A copy of this letter is bring sent to othet 
members of tho Committee.

JSC:kh
James S. Crane
On behalf of the Alaska 
Civil Liberties Union



National Policy of the American Civil Liberties Union
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Policy #260

Abortion

The_ACLU asserts that a woman has a right to have an 
abortion —  that is, a termination of pregnancy prior to the 
viability of the fetus —  and that a licensed physician has a 
right to perform an abortion, without the threat of criminal 
sanctions, in pursuit of this right the Union asks that 
state legislatures abolish all laws imposing criminal penalties 
for abort ions .i./ The effect of this stop would be that my 
woman could ask a doctor to terminate a pregnancy at any time.2 
In turn, a doctor co ild accede to the woman's request in a —  
cordance with the physician's professional judgment withoe* 
fear of criminal prosecution. Thus, the decision of whether 
or not to continue a pregnancy would become one of the woman's 
personal discretion and the doctor's medic.nl opinion. Doth 
would be free to follow their private consciences in deter­
mining whether their religious or moral standards were being 
violated. No fear of cri.ninal punishment would enter into the 
decision.

The ACLU holds that every woman, as a matter of her right 
to the enjoyment of life, liberty, and privacy, should be free 
to determine whether and when to boar children. The union 
itself offers no comment on the wisdom or the moral implica­
tions of abortion, believing that such judgments belong solely 
in the provinco of individual conscience .»nd religion. Wo 
maintain that the penal sanctions of the state have no proper 
application to such matters.

The discriminatory effect, of tho prohibition of abortion 
involves another area of civil liberties interest, that of 
equality. The rich can circumvent or violate the law with 
impunity, but tho poor are at tin? law's mercy. This treatment 
is simply too unequal for civil libertarians to accept. More­
over, tho Very tendency of the law to be r.o arbi fieri ly applied 
and so widely ignored itself weakens the principle ol the* rulo 
of law which in essential to tho protect ion of civil libortios.

i/ The termination of a pregnancy prior to the time when a 
fetus could live outside of tho mother's body is what is me­
dically defined as an abortion. The medical profession appeals 
to agroo that such independent, viability could not occur until 
sometime after tho twentieth w«-ek of pregnancy and, as a prac­
tical matter, ov*»n with th < boot medical cat't* now available, not 
until several weeks later.

2/ Caesarian sections -- tho termination of a pregnancy after 
tho fetun has become caj able of living independently —  arc 
not cuntomuriIy regulated by the criminal laws.
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Although the social and medical problems created by pro­
hibition of abortion are without doubt extremely serious (for 
example, the physical, psychological, and social costs of ^
backstreet abortions, and the consequences to the mother, her 
unwanted child, and the rest of her family when not even a 
criminal abortion La available), in pressing for legislative 
abolition of the abortion laws the Union is guided by its 
desire to protect and promote the civil liberties of all citi­
zens. We believe that the abortion laws violate civil liber­
ties in the following specific ways:

1) They deprive women of the liberty to decide whether 
and when their bodieB are to be used for procreation, without 
due process of law.

2) They infringe upon the right to decide whether and 
when to have a child, that is, the marital right of privacy.

3) They deny to women in the lower economic groups the 
equal protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth 
Amendment, since abortions are now freely available to the 
rich but unobtainable by the poor.

4) They are unconstitutionally vague.
5) Thoy impair tho right of physicians to practice in 

accordance with their professional obligations in that they 
forbio doctors to perform what their professional judgment 
may dictate as a nocossnry medical procedure. In many cases 
their failure to perform this medical procedure would, but 
for tho statutory prohibitions on abortion, amount to mal­
practice.

Total repeal of oJLi ouch laws will meet those civil 
_ liberties criteria. /Board Minutes, January 25, 1960; News 
Rcloaoo, March 25, 1968./



1344 K Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
September 15, 1981

Representative M.F. Beime 
Suite 1, 1020 I Street 
Anchorage, AK 99501
Representative Beime:

I attended the hearings on House Bills 500 and 550 this week 
but did not have the opportunity to testify. I request that 
the following testimony be forwarded to the other members of 
the committee and be included in the record.

I am an Anchorage resident and voter. I strongly oppose 
both bills and urge the Committee to oppose them as well. My 
opposition comes from a background as a former social worker 
and recent law school graduate and from personal convictions.
I have concerns relating to both bills and to each bill specifically.

I find both bills antithetical to our fundamental notion 
of the separation of church and state. 1 was shocked to hear 
testimony before the Committee quoting the Bible as a source 
for the bills. Our laws cannot reflect the religious tenets 
of any particular groups^ I see no secular purpose in these 
bills; I see them only as promoting a particular set of religious 
beliefs. I do not believe there is a purpose of saving taxpayer 
monies, particularly when there is *alk of providing economic 
incentives for carrying unwanted pregnancies to term and with 
the additional costs of welfare for such children. Any attempt 
to write the beliefs of a religious group into law is contrary 
to the United States Constitution and personally abhorrent.

If a woman's religious beliefs do not allow her to choose 
an abortion, no one is suggesting that she do so or forcing her 
to do so. But that does not mean that a woman with different 
convictions should have that option foreclosed when the right 
to an abortion is guaranteed by the Supreme Court's decision in 
Roe v Wade.

Re: Bill 500
Medicaid was established to eqi lize medical aervices between 

the poor and the rich. Bill 500 discriminates against poor women 
in their ability to obtain medical services to which they have 
a right. Middle and upper income women will be able to obtain 
3afe, legal abortions. It is only poor women (and,apparently , 
women in the employ of the state of Alaska) who are discriminated 
against by this bill. Poor women seeking a particular medical 
service should not be singled out. Alaska has a strong guarantee 
of equal protection in its laws and Constitution. This is 
aomething of which we should be proud. (This bill violates that 
guarantee.

In addition, our state constitution expressly guarantees 
the right to privacy. What decision can be more private than 
the decirion of whether to bear a child? The government should



not be an invisible partner in this decision, which affects all 
aspects of a woman's life. Yet elimination of funding for 
abortions for women dependent of state assistance makes the 
government such a partner. For these women, there is no longer 
a decision that can be made.

During the hearings I heard much said about the availability 
of adoption as an alternative to abortion. Poor women should 
not be foiced to bear children for the rich who are unable 
to bear tneir own. I hate to think of the implications of such 
a notion. Yet to me, this is what the advocates of adoption 
over abortion are saying. In addition, there are many older 
■•nd handicapped children waiting for families to adopt them, 
i attention 3hould be turned to them.

It is simply unrealistic to think adoption is a viable 
alternative to abortion for those women who do not wish to 
raise a child or another child. Fach time I hear this argument 
raised a family I worked with as a social worker comes to my 
mind. The mother had two children e"> ready in the custody of 
the state due to her neglect and int..’lity to care for them.
She was young, uneducated, unskilled, had no family, a husband 
in prison. She became pregnant and made the decision, on her 
own and without prompting from any welfare or social service 
officials, to have an abortion. Without medicaid funding, 
abortion would not have been possible for her. She would have 
carried an unwanted pregnancy to term, but I can assure you she 
never would have released it for adoption. The only way that 
child would have been av;.liable for adoption would have been 
through lengthy court pr ceedings initiated by the s*..te to have 
the child adopted without the parents' consent. And she would 
fought such proceedings every step of the way, as she had previous 
proceedings regarding her children. Those two children already 
had severe emotional problems and scars that will follow them 
their entire lives. This is just one instance. I could describe 
others. 1 am sure there are thousands. Adoption is not a 
realistic alternative.

The lack ol provisions for funding abortions for victims 
of rape or incest is cruel. Siaply cruel. How ea we say we 
care about the protection of women and then force poor women 
to be constantly reminded of their victimization by forcing 
them to carry its result to term? Ho victim of rape or incest 
should be forced into such a position.

Finally, it appears that the bill would prohibit employees 
of the state of Alaska fr^m receiving abortions through their 
health insurance programs. The issues, raised above would apply 
equally to these women. They ahouldjftie discii minnted against 
because they happen to work for our state.
H e :  B i l l  h »30

There are adequate criminal statutes to deal with the problem 
allegedly addressed by Bill 550 and it is therefore unnecessary.
If the real concern and intent of thio bill is to protect women, 
than a substitute bill dealing solely and explicitly with this 
issue should be drafted.

Hy belief, however, is that the protection of women is not
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in fact the real impetus behind the bill. I believe Bill 550 
is a backdoor attempt to make all abortions illegal and thus 
is unconstitutional under both the Alaska and U.S. Constitutions.

I strongly oppose both Bill 500 and Bill 550 and urge this 
Committee to do the 3ame.

Terri Ann Pollock
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ANCHORAGE ALASKA 09910

TESTIMONY ON HOUSE BILL 500 

PUBLIC HEARING 

BEFORE HOUSE HESS COMMITTEE 

September 14. 1981 

Anchorage

Good afternoon. My name is Susan A. Va11lancourt. I will 

testify today as president of the ANCHOR\GE ASSOCIATION OF WOMEN 

LAWYERS against House Bill 500.

House Bill 500 is entitled '* an act limiting the use cl state

money to pay for abortions." Thin bill in abhorrent to the constitu­

tional riohts of Alaska ntizers. It should not be allowed to pans 

out of this committee.

The right to decide whether to continue or terminate one's 

pregnancy is foaided in t hr constitutional right to privacy. See.

Roe v. Wade. 401 U.S. Ill (1971).

The Alaska Constitution, contrasted to t he federal const itu- 

t ion, has an express, rather than 'milled, right Vo privacy. Article 

I. Section 22. Our Supreme Court has consistently maintained that 

our right of privacy affordn greater protection than does the federal 

constitution. See. e.g.. Skadloak v. State. 597 p.2d 14• (AK.1979)j 

Slaty V. 01 flan. 58 1 p. 2d 872 (AK.I978),- KJLYJIL _Y_._J&»iC. P. 2d 494

(AK. 1975).



While the language of this bill has the potential of effecting 
many areas of state funds, let us focus on the state medical assis­
tance program. The ffect of this bill to a person receiving medical 
assistance is that it requires the recipient to waive her constitu­
tional right to privacy in order to receive this state benefit. This 
is tantamount to a situation whic'* would require a recipient to waive 
his or her constitutional due process rights to a Involuntary commit­
ment hearing in order to receive mental health assistance. Such a 
result is deplorable.

The legislature cannot make a law to abridge a constitutional 

right such as the right to privacy. This bill is broadly drafted to 

prohibit the uac of state medical aid funds, welfare funds, any slaLt 

benefits or dividends or even state salaries for payment of elective 

or non-elcctive abortions except in rare cas-’s. This bill makes no 

exceptions for abortions required for vict'ms of rape or incest. It 

does not permit a woman and her doctor to mike a sound medical and 

personal decision that a pregnancy should be terminated to prevent 

serious ond permanent damage to the health of the mother or of the 

fetus. Unquentionably. this bill has substantial Impact on a woman's 

right of pr ivacy regard lens of whether the fetus has any potential 

for surviving, healthy or otherwise. If this bill becomes law. it 

will undoubtedly be struck down under the Alaska Constitution an a 

measure which unduly restricts a woman * a access to abortions and

»nich directly interferes with protected ac* ivity.
ft should be noted t nat the Hyde Amendment upheld by the

United Matos Supreme Court 'n Hat rts v McRae lOu 8.Ct. 2671 (I9B0) 

under the moir. narrow fed«ral right to privacy, at least provided for

HB 500
Anchorage Association of Women Lawyers
Page 2



abortions for victims of rape and incest. The Hyde Amendment addresred 
in the Harris case limited ise of federal medicaid funds for abortions 
except in a few cases.

It is also evident that this bill would not pass an equal 
protection challenge under the Alaska Constitution. In Harris v.
McRae, supra, the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Hyde Amendment against 
equal protection challenge based on the least stringent analysis 
afforded under the federal constitution. It is recognized, however, 
that the Alaska Constitution affords a more stringent standand for 

equal protection. See. CfllgnglSIflJ. FlfihfifiCA.-Ell*LY-gMT •
Apokedak. 606 P.2d 1255 (AK. 1 *#80) . Under such scrutiny. House Bill 
500 would be struck down.

Finally, this bill cannot be logically Justified as a measure 

to prevent government spend inn or even government spending on abortions. 

If this bill were to pass, the result would be that state spending 

would shift from abortion services to abortion-roiated litigation.

We should not allow state government and state programs to advocate 

a special interest position such as the anti-choice position advanced 

by this bill. It would be more appropriate to allow those special 

interest groups to s’tenpt to influenece individual choice through 

their education and service programs rather than restricting a 

person's decision-making process by state sanctioned economic 

barrlers.

I urge you not to allow this bill to pass out of this 

caovdttee. Thank you.

HB 500
Anchorage Association of Women Lawyers
Page 3



My name Is Mary Wheelock, I live at 5301 Dorbrandt St. 9 2 , Anchorage 
Ak, 99502, district 12. I vote and I'm a member of eh'. Procholce 
Coalition. W V s l U i

I'm here testifying to appeal to you oll/Bill 500, which will eliminate 
needed health care for poor women. <

At the preifat I'm a divorced single parent who works part time and goea 
to school full time. I'm on various welfare programs right now, which 
include Aid to Dependent Children, Medicaid, Alaska State Housing Author­
ity section 8, and the Day Care Assistance Program.
Without these programs 1 wouldn't be able to provide for my SS year old 
boy.
Since I'm a women on welfare I truely know how valuable these programs are. 
In my life right now if for some reason Bill 500 passes and I were to be­
come prcgnantmy school would have to be postponed, I would have to 
quit my part’ljob in order to raise another child.
The results   more programs and welfare money I would need from
the st? :e. I probably would be on welfare longer then I hoped to be 
and everything I am working towards In life would have to wait.

I would like to quote a lady who wr^te to the editor of the Daily News, 
(quote),fWomcn with money can choose to have an abortion, or women 
can't. The devastating effects of unplanned, unwanted, v .timely preg­
nancy >n women's life of an unwanted child and our society at lArgr 
are well documented.
In money terms state payment of abortion for poor women makes more sence 
economically than supporting unwanted children through Aid to Dependent 
Children programs.
lhe cost to tax payers Is $4,800 per year to support one women with one 
child on Aid to Dependent Children, while It costs a frig.tion of that 
for the stats to pay for an abortion." (end of quote)

tilght now the State of Alaska wouldn't deny mr money under 'he medicaid 
program If I needed a cancer operation, why should there be a limit to 
state funding for abortions. If I need one??

Our Alaska Constitution was molded after "individual privacy and freedom" 
with the rights to "reproductive frredon."
In my case just because I'm an Indigent person should these lights be 
denied rnr. These Individual rights are what make our stats so unique, 
let me have the right to choose and the rights to my "individualism" 
that la guaranteed In the Alaska Constitution.

Mr. Chair and mrmbers of the committee, don't let Bill SOO go any 
farther, let state funding be aval'able for poor w m n  In my position 
to have abortions If the meed arises, and let us have our Individual 
freedom of choice.



Kcnai, Ak 99611 
September 3, 1981

Mike Belrne 
P.O. Box 4-1539 
Anchorage, AK 99509

Mr. Belrne:

I strongly oppose both HB 5'** and HB 550. I fe.l it is unfair to impose on 
poor women no choice because they lack the funds to get a safe abortion if 
that In their choice. 1 also feel that saying a fetus is a human life to 
have grounds to press charges for murder when the fetus Is misscarr.ed 
through a violent act f ne to the pregnmt woman is abhorable and totally 
unreasonable and throughly inflaming. 1 know there are other ways to protect 
the like of a fetus and the life of the mother from acts of violent crimes.
I urge you to spend more time pssnlng laws that protect women from violent 
arts and then there will he no need for laws like HBS50.

& i|K  »• i v i y  ,

in ln»p« IU.it Ca nr» s.s*n wilt maki- It possible for all rn’it In carry 
attd beat children t hr.nigh whatever wa n *  so I don't leave to listen to this.
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Hearing on HB 500 and HB 550 
Performing Arts Center, UAA 
Anchorage, Alaska

My name is Dorothy Ptxterson and I reside in Anchorage, 
Alaska, Voting Districh #?• I am the natural mother of 
four children and presently three grandchildren.
I have been a voter for 35 years and bills such as 
HB 500 and HB 550* I believe to be hopeful mandates from 
special interest groups which I believe to be Anti-Choice.
It offends my personal sensibilities and my civic respon­
sibilities to know Anti-Choice people wish to legislate 
their ideas into other peoples lives.
HB 500 would make it impossible for poor women to obtain 
abortions regardless of the reason. It would however, 
not in anyway prevent wealthy women from having abortions, 
since they could afford to travel outside the state or the 
country to have their abortions.
HB 5°0 is a discriminatory Bill. It discriminates against 
that class of poor women which is against the Intent of 
taxpayers, personal freedom, and the right to privacy.
Poor people muRt also pay taxes. To force a woman to 
carry an unwanted child would only serve to intensify and 
multiply their problems both financially and emotionally. 
Forcing a woman to bear an unwanted child by means of with­
holding the funds necessary to pay for her abortion would 
afflict an undue burden on the total family life of a 
married woman. I believe in protection of each individual 
member of the family and the family as a whole. I believe 
In a quality family life, one which all families are en­
titled to.
tfhen a woman, married or single, io pregnant through rape 
or incest, she is already suffering a frightful and almost 
unendurable experience which would in most circumstances 
present psycoloeical problems for her for the rest of her 
life. Being unable to have a wanted abortion would cer­
tainly be detrimental to tho woman, the family and tho un­
wanted child. It would, in my opinion, be criminal to 
withhold state funds to prevent an abortion any woman may 
choose to have for any reason.
1 trust this panel of legislators will take a good look at 
HB 500 which appears to be asking for legal discrimination 
of poor women who may need or choose abortion for them­
selves - and vote against it.
HB 550 is unclear to me. To my knowledge there has never
been a constitutional definition of the term or word “fetus*.
I hope this panel will likewise vote against HB 5S<>.
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• V -Tf* O

is over-riding moral issue
The question of "life 

20th ~entury. Race and poverty are dimtn- 
1 sions of the life question, but discussions 
| about abortion have brought t! i issue into 
i focus in a much sharper way. How we will 
‘ respect and understand the nature of life 
Itself is the over-riding moral Issue, not of 
, the Black race, but of the human race.

The question of abortion confronts me In 
j'aevnral different ways. First, although I do 
* not profess to be a biologist, 1 have studied 
biology and know something about Ufc from 
the point of vtew of the natural sciences. 
.•Second, 1 am a minister of the Gospel and 
therefore, feel that abortion has a religious 
and moral dimension that I must consider. 
Third. 1 was born out of wedlock (and against 
the advice that my mother received from her 
doctor) and therefore abortion is a personal 
issue for me. *
From my perspective, human life u the 

highest good, the w m m u m  boo urn. Human 
Ue itself is the highest human gout and God 
is the supreme good because lie is Uie giver of 
life That Is my philosophy. Everytlung I do 
procerdt from that religious and 
pbtlmophical premise. Life is the highest 
good and therefore you fight for life, using 
means ronstotmt with that end.
lafe is the V ihcit human good not «•» tta 

own naturalistic merits, but because life u 
supernatural, a gift (rim Cud Therefore, life 
la the highest human good because life to 
acred UtohgicaUy speaking, thousands of 
nule sperms art ejaculated into the female 
reproductive tract during scsual intercourse, 
but wify once in a while do the egg and sperm 
fanng about ferttliration Some call that 
connection accidental, but I choose to call it 
providential It takes three to make a baby: a 
man. a woman and the Holy Spirit 
I brhnreiafamily planning I do not believe 

Suit fawltrs ought le hare children, as some 
pe«v*e did where I was growing up. by the 
daaeiu I brbcie In methods at cor. inception 
—  prophy lactics, ptlh. rhythm, etc. I believe In in educab'vi We ought to leach It m the 
heme, the arhOM. fee church, and on the 
trirvuKn I thick that if prepir are property 
educated snuaUy they will appreciate the 
ad and know its wituuste fur* tom. purpoue

By THE REV. JESSE L. JACKSON
to The Question of the themselves, it to really a gift from God.

Therefore, one does not have the right to take 
away (through abortion) that which be does

iW ) I hr a a m r has i haaged 
la the s b a t M  diU alr an r of the crucial 

ts whew dors Me brgm  Anythwg 
to living Therefore huanaa life 

k r p m  s l e s  the sperm and egg pan and drop 
M tothrlalkpsais tolar and thr p u lia 'ien af IJe  
lake place Frews *Ksl pewst. Me may be 
p r v r * f d  M li i m l l t  t .«  « •  »gg. rm U v w. 
Irtb». t u b ) . c h U , b v u c c r ,  adult*. M  the 
• r e t i r e  u  the sam e I V  s a : e  t u t  c h a v r d  
but the fanr m u a u  the aamr 

I k n u a  k r l lg i  %uoawt give or vf ra le  kfe by

not have the ability to give.
Some argue, suppose the woman does not 

want to have the baby. They say the very fact 
that she does not v.ant the baby means that 
the psychologic «1 damage to the child to 
reason enough g> abort the baby. I disagree. 
The solution tr that problem to not to kill the 
innocent baby, but to deal with her values and 
her attitude inward life —  that which has 
allowed her not to want the baby. Deal with 
the attitude that would allow her to take away 
that which she cannot give.
Some women argue that the man does not 

have thf'taby and will not be responsible far 
the bubyr after it to born, therefore it to all 
right to kill the baby’. Again the logic to off. 
The premise to that the man to irresponsible. 
If that to the probl.*m, then deal with making 
him responsible. Deal with what you are 
dealing with, not with the weak, innocent nnd 
unprotected baby The essence of Jesus' 
manage dealt wrltn this very problem —  the 
problem ci the inner attitude and motivation 
of a person “If in your heart ..." was fus 
central message The actual abortion (effect I 
to merely the loctral conclusion of a poor 
altitude (r»:isei that one has toward ufc it­
self. Deal w ith the cause not merely the r ftect 
when aUctton to the Issue.
Plraturr, paw and vatfrriag
Some of the moat dangerous arguments lev 

abortion stem from popular judgments about 
life's ullunale me suing, but thr logical 
conclusion of their position u never pursued. 
Some people may. unconsciously, operate 
their Lira os if pleasure u life's tighrst guvd. 
and paui and suffering maa'a greatest 
enemy That position. If followed la Its logical 
ronrtuuon. tnram that that which protwbUa 
pieosute should be done away with by 
wtulrvet means are necessary lly the same 
ratteru'e whatever means are M m s u y  
should U  used to prev ent suffer oat and paw 
My potman b net to negate pleasure nor 
etovale suffering, hut torrefy to argue 
agsu.it thnr bring etouted la an ultimate 
end «f Iff. Beo.j«r J  thev are so etrvalrd. 
anytime wrtudbg usudrr and grftoode. 
can be carried wl in their nan*
Oftrw propir stw analyse and aprrate m 

hr pwUic gWur t soewr utwtnaUi. dortors. 
pfilkuKS. etc I are rsprewUy prune la 
argue w thrse ways km dhtMh argur lar 
pufsiLtbun (tmUuf «• the Uaus if a Iksilgt 
<f hwuioig fond, spore, etr I raue Iww issues 
itfmtwAl 1111| b iWance that they rhcwae 
to start toltong sbto m nU w . svntrut at 
thr sine btiw that Mtorh people w Amrnri 
and |wafdr of tutor mound thr wwrkt «re 
drfiuntmg Pm-it ighlsl (tor m  twtua 
tsUt * m and Oku rtgMlul shore of the

I
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material wealth in the world (2i People of 
color are for the most part powerless with 
regard to decisions made about population 
cuntol. Given the history of propie of color m  
the modern world we have no reason to 
assume that whites are going to look out for 
our best interests 
Politicians argue for abccjlcn largely 

because they do not want to spend Use 
necessary money to feed, clothe and educate 
more people Here arguments for in- 
(on returnee and economic savings take 
precedence aver arguments lor human value 
and human life. I read recently whet* a 
politician from New York was justifying 
abortion because they had prevented Id.Qtt 
welfare bubtrs from being bom and saved thr 
stole IH million/Tn~nn nund wfMu moral 
9iestwns arise snwn pub uctam are w ilhrg to 
pay welfare mothers brtw -en U N  m  SIM to 
have an ahorhon, but will nut pay SJO for abet 
school lunch program to the ahead} U»m 
children of these sum



I think the economic objections are not 
valid today because we arc confronted with a 
whole new economic problem. The basic and 
historic economic problem has been the 
inability to feed everyone in the world even if 
the will were there to do so. They could not 
produce enough to do the Job even if they 
wanted to. An agrarian and 'iisconnccted 
world did not possess the ability to solve the 
basic economic problem. That was tragic, but 
hardly morally reprehensible. Today, 
however, we do not have the same economic 
problem. Our world is basically urban, in- 
dustrial, interconnected, and technological so 
that we now, generally speaking, have the 
ability to feed the peoples of the world but 
lack the political and economic wi'J to do 
so. That would require basic shifts of 
economic and political power in the world and 
we are not willing to pay that price — the 
price of justice. Ita problem now is not the 
ability taproduce but the ability to uiJtribute 
justly.
Psychiatrists, social workers and doctors 

often argue (or aborticn on the basis tliat the 
child wtU grow up mentally and emotionally 
scared. But who of ut is complete? If in­
completeness w err the critrria for taking life 
wc would all be dead. U you can justify 
abortion on the basis of emotional incom­
pleteness. then your logic could also lead 
you to killing (or tttwr forms of in­
completeness — blindness. nippiness, old 
age
l ife  i t  public aod universal

T here a re  those who arg n r that the right to 
privacy is of higher order than thr right to 
life, I do not sh are  that view. I believe that life 
la not private, but rather it ia public and 
u i iv c r u l .  If one accepts the poalt.on that life 
is private, and therefore you have (ne right to 
do v ith it a s  you please, one m ust also accept 
the conclusion of that logic. That was tho 
prem ise of slavery You could not protest tho 
ex isle nee or treatm ent of slaves on the _
plantation brcauae that was private and

sic* has gone on in that mind. That is why the 
Constitution called us three-fifths human and 
then whiles further dehumanized us by 
calling us ‘ niggers." It was part of the 
dehumanizing process. The first step was to 
distort the image of us as human beings in 
order to justify that which they wanted to do 
and not even feel like liny had done any tiling 
wTong. Those advocates of taking life prior to 
birth do not call it killing or murder, they call 
it abortion. They further never talk about 
aborting a baby because that would iinply 
something human. Rather they talk about 
aborting the fetus. Fetus sounds less than 
human and therefore can be justified.
In conclusion, even if one does take life by 

aborting the baby, as a minister of Jesus 
Christ I must also inform and-or remind you 
that (here is a doctrine of forgiveness. The 
God I serve is a forgiving God. The men who 
killed President John F. Krnnedy and Dr. 
Martin Luther King, Jr. can be forgiven. 
Evrryonc can come to the mercy seat and 
find forgivea*ss and acceptance. But. and 
this may be the essence of my argument, 
suppose one is so hard hear u d and so in­
different to life until he assume r that there is 
nothing for vhich to be forgiven. What 
happens to Oir nund of a person, and the 
moral fabric of a nation, that accepta the 
aborting of the h/e of a baby uitho.it a peng of 
conscience? What kind of a person, and what 
kind of a sock ty will we have 20 years hencw 
if life can be Liken so casually?
It is that question, the question of our at­

titude. our value system, and our mind-set 
with regard to thr nature and worth of Ufe 
Itself that la the central question confronting 
mankind. Failure to answer that question 
affirmatively may leave us with a heU right 
here on earth
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OUR OPINION

On the edge of the pit: 

abortion as a racist tool
The great danger of uncon­

trolled abortion Is that it will 
be used f o r  p o lit ic a lly  
motivated purposes.

How  close are we to the 
brink of that fiery pit when an 
abortion specialist, earning 
m ore than 112 million a year 
by perform ing 50.000 to 60.000 
abortions, publicly announces 
that be has a consuming In­
terest in curbing the birth 
rate o( certain populations, 
namely Hispanics and blacks?

D r . Ed w a rd  Allre d , whose 
chain of abortion clinics is 
under investigation for possi­
bly paying kickbacks to a 
state-supported fam ily plan 
mng agency n  exchange for 
c u s to m e r s , sp e a ks w ith  
Hitlerian preciseness about 
his personal and piofessional 
"p o p u la tio n  c o n tro l"  pro­
gram

"Population central is loo 
important to be stopped by 
so m e  rig h t-w in g  p ro -life  
t y p e s .' Allred is quoted by 
the San Diego llnum as 
saying "T a k e  the new in fh u  
o f H is p a n ic  im m ig r a n t! 
Their lack of respect for de 
mocracy and social order is 
frightening I hope I can do 
something to stem that t * * * .  
I 'd  set up a elude in M en cu  
for free if I could Mavbe one 
m C ale u co  would help The 
survival of our society could 
be at stake . . . The Aid to 
F a m ilie s  W ith Dependent 
Children program Is the worst

b o o n d o g fle  e v e r created 
When a sullen black woman of 
17 or IS can decide to have a 
baby and get welfare and food 
stamps and become a burden 
to all o f u2, It's time to stop 
In parts of South Los Angeles 
having b at es for welfare is 
the only intustry the people 
h a v e ."

A b o rtio n  raises e th ical 
questions fo anyone who en­
gages in ifrfoui thought 
Most people have wrestled 
with the question and have 
arrived at a position with 
which they a t  comfortable 
Some take the absolutist posi­
tion that abonion a  wrong tn 
every instanc* Others, in­
cluding thas newspaper have 
takrn the le u  rigid view that 
abortion is -ssentully a 
private mattei between a 
wom an, her h ub an d  and her 
doctor and that rape, n c e st. 
threat to the life or health of 
the mother or the prospect of 
bringing an unwanted and on- 
loved child mlo t ie  world are 
legitimate re a so n  for the 
procedure 

Hut we are appalled and 
revolted by the chiHuigly ra 
cist n e w  adopted by D r A l­
lred, who rails against wel­
fare but nevertheless obtains 
a fourth of his revenue from  
ta t dollars through Medt <’al 
Is this T o m  M etjger the Ko 
Klus KJan lewder. •  medical 
g arb ’  Thove who w a n e d  hew 
easy it wooid be to misuse

abortion as a tool of genocide 
certainly have an ta-the-flesb 
exam ple of what they meant.

There is no indication so far 
that any of the women who 
had abortions did so other 
than w illin gly, but the state is 
investigating whether the al­
leged kick b a t *  scheme pro­
vided for the fa m ily planning 
agency “ an economic m otive 
to advocate that its clients 
choose abortion "  The over­
use of abortion to regulate 
fa m ily u se . rather than re­
liance on less controversial 
contraceptives, to a m atter 
draw ing increasing public a t­
tention as the number of abor­
tions skyrocket, prolonging 
the acrimonious debate and 
contributing unnecessarily to 
damaging divisions in our so­
ciety

The State o f California 
most definitely should not be 
su bsid ising  any operat * t  
which has as its prim a ry goal 
the elim ination, 'o r  severe 
c u ru d m e n l. of populations 
dewmrvi urdrstrabie by a mil 
Uonatrr doctor who on one 
hand condemns tax support 
for dependent children but 
w ith the other hand grabs all 
he can get fro m  the public 
tr e a s u r y  fo r  te rm in a tin g  
pregnancies

D o  you have as upmioo «n
ihts subject *  Send it to Y O U R  
O P I N I O N  Th e  D s d y  Caiilor- 
• u a . D ra w e r I H k  E l  Ca)oo. 
K i l l  ttKJ



The Surrogate Parent Foundation. Inc.. a California 
non-profit organization, has been established to 
gather and disseminate current and accurate infor­
mation on the many aspects of surrogate 
These include soctolottcal. moral, religious ethical 
psychological, icdical and leg*' considerations 
The Foundation also advises legislators and 
establishes ethical and procedural guidelines 
regarding new laws, protecting those involved

Foundation Officers and Directors

William C. Gentry
President

William W. Handel
Attorney at Law Secretary

Bernard A. Shcrwyn
Attorney at law Treasurer

William G. Karow. M D F.A.C.S.

John A. FitzRandoIph. J.D
Pndeuot of law

Nina F. KeUog. Ph.D.
Psysholognt

lone M. Reinuch Ph.D.
D n rifm m til  Piyc ho Endix nnoL yp u

lurthri mforrruMlon jUmt Hirruyplr (varerrturg can 
be oUamrd by cunt* tug

Surrogate Parent Foundation. Inc. 
12415 Oxnard Street 
North Hollywood. CA 91606  
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An Alternate Method Of Child Bearing 
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“We can’t cure infertility, but 
we can cure childlessness”

Nina Kellogg. Ph.D.

A pproximately one out of six couples has an 
infertility problem In cases when the male 
is infertile, artificial insemination by a 
donor provides a widely acceptable alternative But 

even mon females arc infertile, and until recently 
there was no similar procedure 
There ate no longer enough children available 
through adoption The largest public adoption agen 
cies nave a five to seven year waiting list, and 
private adoption likewise cannot meet the need The 
shorty' of adoptable children has become cntical 
for various reasons
□  The wide use of contraceptives
□ Abortions close to 2 million are performed 
each year

□ Unwed mothers keeping their lubies

When all medical and addition Sources haw 
been exhausted these cfrsprrate umplcs 
now have another alternative There are 
women (sunogatrs) willing to bnttg the gift of life to 

child2r» couples Lui Uus alternative a no! willwul 
its problems
Presently there are no laws that apply to sun-oute 
parenting Mar.y legal issues need to be resolved to 
promt the child the patents thr uirrngMr and 
others involved Additionally the ptycholupal 
moral and ethical aspect- must hr onsrdrted along 
with thru long term rflnts on the mdtvufculs 
and society
Lawmakers are iraluim dir nerd to atkfcrw this 
martrr due to mcrrasruawarmna and aurptancc 
fry iV public and psofnMonals I oodahvr measures 
ate hrtng taken to support this | .oendurr and 10 
1'Mjlrlnh and mamiam profess*wsal and 
ethtial siamistch

ThksgfukU htwury man s mmurt> has kept 
up with hts dctnr to srat < hildnm rseit 
wnrn nature fadrd and Sunngalr Parent 
nest Wygcal step in that (ran*

What is Surrogate Parenting?

Surrogate parenting ts an alternative method of 
child bcanr\g for an infertile couple when the wife is 
unable to bear a child In this procedure, a woman 
known as the sunojutr agrees to be artificially in 
semtruted with the nuslcnd s sperm and cany the 
baby for the couple Thr surrogate further agrees to 
relinquish all puicntal rights Irk’ husband rvtng die 
natural father assumes custody with his wife who 
then legally adopts the child 
Tills method o! duldltearing is best accompltshed 
by teamwork of the parents surrogate. physician, 
jnyc liologtsr and attorneys, each making an impor 
tant contnbutim toward their common goal of 
i mating a family

T
ton

hr notion of surrogate juienting dates hark 
almost 4 (Mi years According to thr fcbir 
Genesis chaptri IB Abiuhani s wife Sarah 

f not cr xrtve to die tent her husband to sleep 
1 **■’ 1 matd llagar who bore Abraham s
Ishman for them

A
rtificial unmwution was drveV'jed anJ sue 
crssf'iOv used i itoi.e fVtpe) 
can nuMtiam Ms life f

17TB drvefoprd by m  Kalian pnrsi Laaaro 
Splkam Sirs e d m  over a million children fuse 
Iren Ivrn throĉ h artificial unrmuuticei

nunation was drvrfc'jecl and sue 
rd in 11 SO by I usiadutis jhyskun 
) The lire/lng of r n m  (which 
for aKxit 10 years* clues hark to



£

£
* \

e

c

H^wn . (U; JNU I ni-UL ,U° UUI- Gl
iHnutI. LJni j u d j . run------------------------ ' rhoc wo

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

fp FROM: PATRICIA ERETZIAN, 252o NORTHRUP PL. 99504 (279-9396)
i

—  * STRONGLY OPPOSE HB 5QQ AND URGE YOU TO VOTE Afa t n ^ t  t t  t t  t p

VERY DISCRIMINATORY AGAINST THE UNDERPRIVILEGED.

: ' ?RSM82^ K c ° H . PRTr ’ 01/19/82 1 8 5 \ 29 JN°R!SroLAO° IN- 0031 0UT- 01
TARGET: LJH2 iUBJ. POM . ^  INF° ^  ^

t  * --------------------------------------------------------------
TO REPRESENTATIVES BEIKNb, CATO, MALONE, SMITH

FROM- EILEEN F. LEVINSON, 101 U. 22ND AVE., ANCH 99503 <274-3791 
.RE: ^ HB 500 _
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P.O. BOX 953
K O D I A K . A K .  99615.*486-57*5

AGAINST ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED U01EN.



MSG 82-00002360 PRTY 1 
FROM: MARCIE, ANC INFO 
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ:

01/20/82 13:32:15 ORIG: LAOO IN= 0012 OU T = *0080
TO: POM, JUNEAU INFO 

P O M  PAGE 0001

TO: REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, PEIRNE, CATO, SMITH, AND MALONE

FROM: MICHAEL KASNICK, P. 0. BOX 4177, «NC 99509 (272-6091)

I OPPOSE HOUSE BILL 500 VERY STRONGLY AND I AM SURE THAT THE RFASONS 
BEHIND THAT WILL BE ELABORATELY EXPRESSED BY OTHER MESSAGES RECEIVED 
REGARDING THIS BILL. ‘ THANK YOU.

; .  r j  J— iiJ8» •

' H.0 82-00002M7 RRTY, 0,/20/82 13:24:13 0KI6| LFO, IN- 00,. OUT- 00.
TROM DEBBIt/FMl T0 J LI" f'ACl 00?
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: POMS _________________

I .....................................................................................
£ TO: HOUSE HESS COMMITTEE

REPS. BEIRME. MARTIN.CATO. SMITH, MALONE

t FR JUDY HARVEY
SR BOX 703E7 
FAIRBANKS, AK 99701

RE HD 500
< MSG I'M OPPOSED TO HB 500. WHEN ABORTION IS LEGAL IN ALASKA I T S  NOT AIR

(
»

TO DTSCPiniWUL 'AGAINST LOW INCOME WOMEN.
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M^G 82-00002406 PRTY 1 01/20/&2 14:56:25 ORIG: LAOO IN- 00 ’ 6 oOT^THT
FROM. Cl, 1Y, ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: POM _

TO REF KESENTATIVES BEIRNE, CATO, MALONE, MARTIN, SMITH

FROM: NORMA JEAN ELGAS, 7319 E. 6TH, ANCH. 99504 (337-5228) 

RE: HB 500
I AM VEHEMENTLY OPPOSED TO THE PASSAGE OF HB 500. I URGE YOU TO 

NOT SUPPORT THIS BILL.

MSG 82-00002406 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14 56 25 ORIG. LAOO
FROM CINDY, ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET: LJH2 SUBJ: IOM

IN- 0016 OUT- O K  

PAGE 00<

TO REPRESENTATIVES MARTIN, BEIRNE, CATO. SMITH. MALONE

FROM JOANIE CLEARY. 1420 NELCHINA, ANCH. 99501 (274-9056)

I STRONGLY OPPOSE HB 500 (LIMITING THE USE OF STATE MONEYFOR ABORTION) 
ABORTION IS A CHOICE NOU AVAILABLE TO ALL UOMEN, BUT POOR UOMCN WOULD HAVE * 
FREEDOM TAKEN FROM THEM WITH PASSAGE OF THIS BILL. IT IS NOT RIGHT TO 
DISCRIMINATE ON THE BASIS OF WEALTH. OR FOR YOU TO MAKE THIS PRIVATE CHOICE 
FOR I HE POOR UOMEN OF ALASKA.

MSG 82-00002406 PRTY 1 01/20/82 14 56 25 ORIG LAO A IN- 0016 OUT- 01*
FROM CINDY. ANCH TO: JNU INFO
TARGET LJH2 SUBJ: POM * PAGE 00*

TO REPRESENTATIVES BYIRNE, CATO. MALONL, MARTIN ANl> SMITH

FROM CORRJNC HERT7BAUGMER. 3700 AMBER BAY LOOP. ANCH. 99502 (349-3205)

IT HAS COMt TO MKV ATTLNTIO THAT MB 500 IS AGAIN BEING CON. 1DERED IN 
COMMITTEE HEARINGS. SINCE I WAS UNABLE 10 COMMENT DURING THE HEARING IN 
ANCHORAGE, I WANT TO TAKE THIS OPPORTUNITY TO VOICE MY STRONG OPPOSITION 
TO THIS BILL WHICH UNDULY PENALI2ES POO. UOMEN.



tO:# ALL REPRESENTATIVES
FROM: DOROTHY PATTERSON

423 U 22ND, APT 202 
ANCHORAGE 99503

RE: HB 500

I STRICTLY OPPOSE HB 500.

TO ALL REPRESENTATIVES

FROM LORRINE RAGSDELL
801 AIRPORT HEIGHTS 
ANCHORAGE 99504

I OPPOSE HB 500.

Ljn* wUdj: f-UM

I " \
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