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P.O. Box 20813
Juneau, AK 99802
April 26, 1998

Dear Representative:

SJR 42. proposing a constitutional amendment to prohibit same sex marriages, will be
before you in the House Judiciary committee today. | urge you to vote against this bill and keep it
from moving out ofthe committee.

This bill will create an unnecessary hate campaign that will hurt many people in our state,
not only those who may seek to enter same sex marriages, but also many oftheir friends and
loved ones. It will also hurt people on both sides ofthis issue by the atmosphere of hatred it will
generate. Ifyou view yourselfas a true leader, do not lead the people of Alaska into a tirade of
hatred and the promotion of discrimination.

The Superior Court decision that triggered this legislation will be reviewed by the
Supreme Com ton appeal. Before placing such an issue on the ballot, the legislature should
allow the court to complete its review of the legal questions.

The amendment proposed in this legislation will subject the rights ofa minority to a
majority vote. The amendment itself places discriminatory language within the body of our state’s
constitution. This is a terrible mistake. | feel certain that, in future years, you will be able to feel
proud ofany role you took in preventing the promotion of this cause by voting against SJR 42.
Do the right thing. Just say “no” and vote against SJR 42.

Sincerely,

Kristen Bomengen
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Resolution M

Date of Introduction: Friday, April 24,1998
Sponsored by: Senator Jackson
Title: Opposition to Senate Joint Resolution 42

Purpose: To voice our extreme opposition to the discriminatory and invasive
nature of this proposed resolution before the legislature

W hereas: Article | section 2 of the USUAS-JC Constitution states that the
purpose of the USUAS-JC is to "...promote the rights of students ... regardless
of gender, race, national origin, age, creed, appearance, handicap, social status,
economic background, religious affiliation, political affiliation, sexual

preference, and or lifestyle"

W hereas: The USUAS-JC has an unwavering commitment to the equal rights
and protections of all students regardless of above mentioned factors

W hereas: SJR 42 encroaches upon Alaskan's explicit constitutional right to
privacy

W hereas: SJR 42 goes against the fundamental principals behind a
constitution because it does not protect the rights of any citizen

Whereas: SIR 42 would create ambiguity in the Alaska State Constitution

Be it resolved that the USUAS -JC voices its fundamental opposition to
Senate Joint Resolution 42

This action to take effect

President's Signature: 1\MAaifttt UJj ImL date: Urm/M



CONSTITUTION
OFTHE
UNITED STUDENTS OF UAS
JUNEAU CAMPUS

PREAMBLE

We, the Students of the University of Alaska Southeast Juneau Campus, in Order to Provide for the
Students herein stated Organized Representation within the University System, the State of Alaska,
and the World at-large, do Affirm and Establish this Constitution of the United Students of the
University of Alaska Southeast Juneau Campus.

ARTICLE 1
Section One - NAME

This organization will be known as the United Students of the University of Alaska Southeast Juneau
Campus (USUAS-JC).

Section Two - PURPOSE
The purpose of USUAS-JC will be to:
Clause One: Promote the educational needs, general welfare and rights of the students.

Clause Two: Provide an official and representative student organization with powers to receive
complaints, investigate student problems and participate in decisions involving the student body.

Clause Three: Foster awareness of the student’s role in the campus, local, state, national, and inter-
national communities.

Clause Four: Provide services and activities for the students and the University community at large.

Clause Five: Serve all students equally, regardless of gender, race, national origin, age, creed,
appearance, handicap, social status, economic background, religious affiliation, political affiliation,

sexual preference, and/or lifestyle.



April 27, 1998

Dear Representative Green,

Attached you will find several letters from Alaskan constituents in
support of SJR 42 Please read these and take them into consideration
as you vote on this very important matter.

Thanks so much for your time and attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Ck w-j
Mrs. Chris Schuler



April 27, 1998

Dear Representative,

Thi-j is to let you know that 1sincerely hope that bill SJR
42, defining marriage as the legal union between "one man
and one woman," will pass. Please give this proposed

amendment your support.

Thank you very much.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. Hilda Hoffm an
3610 G lacier Highway
Juneau, AK 99801



April 27, 19938

Dear Representative
It's okay to say YES to SJR. 42.

We hear all the time how our families and society
are being torn apart by divorce, abortion, kids killing
kids, adultery, and now we want to legislate that it is
okay for a man to have sex with another man or a woman

to have sex with another woman. | f they want to have
their sex life with each other, then let them work
through it on their own and with counseling. Let's not

legislate a sexual act is justification for "marriage."'

Thank you for your time.

Gloria Stumpf
9242 Gee Street
Juneau, AK 99801



April 27, 1998

Dear Representative,
This is regardsio SJR 42. Please give this bill your full support!

Structure is basic to our society. When you remove this structure from our society-
society business, and family, - will collapse - every time. Marriage is an institution that
can’t be separated from the natural complementary of men and womep. We can no more
“redefine” marriage than we can redefine gender! Marriage & family are the foundational
structure ofour civilization!

This issue is bigger than the legislature. If passed by the Legislature, SIR 42 will give the
voters of Alaska an opportunity to vote on preserving the traditional “one man, one
woman” definition of marriage. Polls show that j percent of Alaskans are opposed to
homosexual “marriage.” They deserve a chance to decide this issue. PLEASE give the

people of Alaska the opportunity to vote on this issue.

Sincerely,

Juneau, Alaska 99801

(907) 790-2422



April 24, 1998

Dear Representative,

Tliis letter is to ask your support for SJR 42. We only recently became aware that such
a bill was even necessary. Due to Judge Peter Michalski’s February 27 ruling that the
State of Alaska may not be able to refuse marriage licenses to homosexuals on
constitutional bases, we are forced to take a positive step in the form of a constitutional
amendment. We hope you will agree with the majority of the people pfour state that
such a profound change in our social underpinnings as Judge Michalski’s ruling has
created must be subjectto avote ofall the people.

Throughout history traditional marriage between a man and a woman has been
recognized as the foundation of the family. Now Alaska is faced with the dubious
distinction of being the first state in history to recognize other “styles” of marriage. This
not only opens the door to homosexual marriage, but polygamy, incestuous marriage
(e.g., father and daughter) and perhaps others. Even the federal government defines
marriage as a union ofonly “one man and one woman.”

We do not hate homosexuals, or feel that they are second class citizens. Notliing in such
a constitutional amendment would prohibit homosexuals from pursuing their own
lifestyle. However, itwould establish what undoubtedly was the intent of the
constitutional drafters: marriage is the union ofone man and one woman.

Having lived most of our lives here in .Alaska, we have witnessed many bold and positive
changes which have benefited our families. But opening our state up to legalized
homosexual marriage will have a very destructive effect. IfJudge Michalski's ruling is
left to stand, that is whatwe will have.

Thank you for your work on our behalf.

Lance and Judy Elphic
4216 Taku Blvd.
Juneau, AK 99801



Dear Alaska State House of Representatives .

1would like t urge you tvole for SJR 42 S0 thatwe the people would have an opportunity to vole
(011 wether we would accept same sex marriages. As a parent Iwould hope my children would have a
chance togrow up knowing that our laws arc clearly denned just iikc tliiargender is. Ithighly concerns me
that because the homosexual community issmall, that they would be calling themselves an oppressed
minority inhopes ofgetting us to feel bad enough to"qljow same sex marriages. This has absolutely
nothing to do with the fact that we were created as men and towomen to compliment each other aswe join
together in marriage. 1believe the common sense of the majority people would not be able t allow this
play on our emotions toover rule what the truth is.

Thank you , Debbie Eliason

9 ? # > |/



April 27,1998

Dear Representative,

1 su ort R42,"The Definition of Marriage," amendment and urge you
o give L Jour T il support, J gey

We all ca e a@out bﬁause %?f the unlon of one man and one woman.

T urion lS!\P(% ONIERE R 2RRE 0 sockr.
However, if You? It creating alternative 8|ana {lsgrr]naﬁ %Tocﬁ”f}rﬁﬁﬁ es) as
crumbles and t ere 15 10 m re soclety.

an on%nal desian, 1t will chip away ‘at society's founda
Fo these and ot er regsons, Isu rt SIR 42 and ask that you do the
same. T IS'1S an Issue that afrects aIIAas an voters, and they %3/%] have a

chance to vato on their future.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Hemphill
4467 CoﬁJmEQpBoulevard

Juneau AK g9s801



Sharon S. Wilson
PO Box 211391
Auke Bay, AK 99821

Dear Representative:

lurge you to support SJR 42, which defines marriage in the traditional way; one man and
one woman. When the constitution was written, the acceptable union was one man and
one woman, and today should remain the same.

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter.

Respectfully,

Sharon Wilson



April 25, 1998

Dear Representative,

We strongly support SJR 42 and hope you will do the same. For the last 200 years our
country has recognized marriage as a union between one man and one woman. We
believe our founding fathers did an excellentjob ofcreating our government and laws. It
has been sad to see those laws reinterpreted to suit the decaying moralities of recent years.
Our endeavoi to teach our children morals and truth is threatened when our elected
officials make decisions that are contrary to those truths. It is then we feel betrayed and
wonder whatever happened to “government by the people and for the people.”

Thank you for your service in our state government and for considering our request.

Sincerely,

Cary & Shirley Henrichsen
PO Box 210116
Auke Bay, AK 99821



Dear Representative,

| support SJR 42 and | urge you to also support this issue. | believe the
traditional way ofone man and one woman marriage is the only way we
should live. The same sex marriage goes against all my believes and should
also be that way in our society. | again urge you to support this issue so that
we can bring this to all voters in Alaska.

Thanks for your time.

Sincerely, :
\VALCC. (V\Vcl9-&£m

Jean C. Mallett

P.0. Box 35075

Juneau, Alaska 99803



April 23, 1998

Dear Representative,
| am writing to urge you to support SJIR42. | believe that tradi-

tional marriage is one of the foundational principles on which this
country functions best. If we undermine the family, our society will
crumble and fall further into decay.

Thank you.

Julie Wilcke
P.O. Box 210608
Auke Bay, AK 99821

2135 Cascade
Juneau, AK 99801



April 27, 1998

Dear Representative,

I'm writing to urge you to support SJR 42. The
definition of marriage has always bheen used to denote
the legalunion between one man and one woman. This
proposed amendment would simply protect that definition.
For the definition of marriage to be changed to something
else (i.e. same sex relationships), itwould need to be
shown that itis in society's best interest to change Iit.
That has not been shown nor proved. We need to keep
the definition of marriage as one man and one woman.,

Please pass SJR 42 so that Alaskans can vote their
opinion on the matter. Thank you foryour consideration

of this subject,

Respectfully,

(‘hhySticJCcA

Mrs. Chris Schuler
4066 Deborah Drive
Juneau, AK 99801



4066 Deborah Drive
Juneau, AK 99801
(907) 789-2667
aecrsas@ ptialaska.net
April 26, 1998

Re: In Support of SIR 42

Dear Representative:

Please support SJR 42. SJR 42 provides the people of Alaska the
opportunity to uphold the commonly held and long-standing definition of
marriage. | am appalled that a single judge could essentially redefine a written
and assumed definition that has been held by all people groups throughout
time. Judges should only be allowed to interpret existing laws and not create
radically new societal structures, such as homosexual marriages. When judges
get out of line, the legislature has the responsibility and obligation to bring the
judicial system back in line by clarifying what they intended the law to say, or to
bring the issue before the people. This is part of the checks and balances
established within our government. Hence, SJR 42 is appropriate and should
be passed so the people of Alaska can vote on this critical issue. Thank you.

Sincerely,

02L e M i

Alan E. Schuler


mailto:aecrsas@ptialaska.net

- Dear Representatives:

| am here to express my concern with ShbHi 42, involving gay and lesbian marriages. | feel that
this bill is unconstitutional.

The arguments for this bftl range from “the destruction of marriage” to “confusing
our youth” to religion. As | see it, allowing gays and lesbians their constitutional
right to choose a partner and to make the life long commitment to each other will
only enhance the family. Marriage between two adult people who love and care
about each other will set an example for others to follow. This bond can be between
aman and a woman, a man and another man, or between two women,
Unfortunately, in today’s society a lot of couples do not consider marriage as a life
long commitment. | personally know of several marriages which were given God’s
blessing through a church that have ended too quickly, or are filled with
violence/abuse. It is sad for me to look at these marriages knowing that society
approves ofthis union only because it is between a man and a woman. The decay
ofmarriage is already happening and will continue to occur with or without the gay
and lesbian marriages. However, | know that my commitment to my partner, of 8
years and counting, will help turn the tides in creating a stable, concrete, build-up of
the reconstruction of marriage. Some of my heterosexual friends have looked
toward my relationship with my partner as a role model, making statements like:
“Your relationship is the most normal I’ve ever seen in any marriage” and * Ged, |
wish my hushand and | communicated as well as you two.”

As for confusing our youth, well, our youth can be pretty intuitive. Gay and lesbian
youth know that there is something different about them because it is within them, it
isnot a choice. They may not know what or be able to define it in words right
away, but eventually they will realize who they are. At this point they will either try
to hide it or they will follow their heart. Unfortunately, the church will refer to them
as sinners and evil-1 know because it has happened to me. Those gays and lesbians
who are devout Christians/Catholics may either abandon their faith in order to
survive-which is ashame or they may commit suicide because they can’t deal with it.
It is no wonder the suicide rate is highest among gay and leshian teenagers. The
churches need to reach out and love thy neighbors, sisters, and brothers, not push
themaway. <+  *-r “ily

dkVv 1* f o
Please do not support &4xU>th&t is unconstitutional.

Thank you foryour valuable time, | appreciate having the opportunity to read this.



House Judiciary Testimony Opposing SJR-42 April 27,1998

I’'m Sara Boesser of Juneau, with Committee for Equality. | believes it’s far too early to consider
amending the Constitution’s basic privacy rightsjust to match some people’s religious views,
because, gratefully, other religious Ipeople_cl_early DO support us. There’s no need to interfere with
the constitution (especially for implied religious reasons) before the courts are through with a case.

Despite Senator Leman’s coaching people to be polite, it’s been awful, sitting through these
hearln?s. They prove this ballot campaign would declare open season on us and our families. For
example, at Senate Finance recently a pastor declared “the Bible says homosexuals should be
stoned to death.” As an out lesbian, his words make me afraid. Because if that’s not a call to
violence, I don’t know what is. Of course the Bible says many others “deserve death” too (like
bankers, people who eat shellfish, men who shave their beards- but he didn’t go into that).

Religious beliefs differ. In America, at least, constitutions are supposed to protect us from exactly
the land of religious persecution that this ballot campaign would impose.

I’d like to put “marriage” aside, for a moment; because the real issue here is that this bill is
premature. Why? Because the lower court decision has a long way to go to resolve at state and
possible federal court appeals. There’s no need to put Alaska through this ugly, potentially
unnecessary campaign, now. By voting “no” you can save us from this premature and possibly

unnecessary tear in our social fabric.

Speakin% of social fabric, your “no” vote can prevent pain within families, too. Speaking for
myself, 1have two young nieces who would hear so many untrue hateful things about me and
people like me if this went to the ballot. Why should they have to endure that grief? And, more at
risk of permanent g. lage, are those young people my nieces’ ages who arejust now, in junior
hl%h and high school, first realizing they themselves are lesbian or gay. Think of the pressures this
ballot measure would place on them; what intense fear they’d feel; what despair they’d suffer,
I|s_ten|n? to this bombardment of rejection at their vulnerable ages. These Youth and their families
will suffer more than you can imagine if this premature bill goes to the ballot.

SJR-42 should die in committee. The constitutional debate should stay in the courts: the religious
debate should stay in the churches. These hearings are a mild microcosm of the pain-packed fury
ahead for the entire state if you proceed. So please - vote no on this bill.



A Staremeiit in Support op PKf.servina rhe Alaska Consmimon and
or Preveimni; a M orally Indefensible Law
Which Would Ban Same-Sex Marriages

Monissa Lou Williams
P.0. Bor 240791, Douglas, Alaska 99824-0791

Ajm1 27, 1998

My name is Morissa Lou Williams. lam 40yeans old and rhe descendant as mosrAmericans aHe, of
inmgnaiiTS to rhe Unned STares. Most of myfamily /wished [/ Nazi occupied Eimpe. Thoughyou ongln hot
guess it fkom my name, lam Jewish. "Williams" was whar is open called an Ellis Island change. An official
processing coy grandparher's einnv iiito The coinmy gave upon my purlieu's purlieu's Polish name, and ser him
doini poR his fiiTUKe life in America as Williams.

| owe my exisrence to rhe courage op Americans who lovedjustice, compassion and mercy -rhe gnearesT
giprs Gol)has given us - more Than Theyfeared rhe grear challenge op human differences. |have Thus received a
mandare noronly prom my religious rradirwi: burprom rhe madmen op rhe Limred Srares op America to Srop
shorr ar rhe gares oppersecution and lugorry. Beyond Those gares lies rhe corrosion and rum op human souls.

For some reason rhereis'a pnerense -a lie- inour rimes tliar There is somerhing wrong or unusual abour
amanionng a man or a woman loving a woman. | doukr very much rliat rliere is even a single person in This
building who has never beenanracTed to someone op rhein own gender. It is an entirely natural Thing thar one
child op God should find anorher child op Godworthy op love. As Socrares said, love is rhe love op whar is lovely.
Love has norhing ar all to do wnb gender. Love op any kind is rhe natural consequence op our being rhe children op

a loving God.

This is whar 1believe. | Think it may be possible thar supporrers op rhe bill banning same-sex marriage
are slippering prom a crisis in panh: they do nor believe rhar God loves them enough, and they are Trying to
exclude orhen people prom God's love because They are Slippering prom loneliness or pear. But God has inptnne
love. There is hota need to be pniglrrened TimGod will forger one person because God loves anorher. Human
beings may be limned in Them capacmes, buronly to rhe exrem They forger They come prom an inptnne cnearon.
There isplenty op love, and always will be, ip we choose to draw upon it and welcome it into our midsr.

Ihave studied religion anU Theology por a long Time. lreceived a BA m Biblical Studies prom
Wellesley College in 1978. | have studied Old Tesrameur and New Tesrameirr Theology hot only in rhe compom op
rhe academic classroom bur also in rhe more rigorous classrooms op such places as an unegrared school in
Belpasr, Northern Ireland and in other places op racial, economic or religions hisroncal conflict. In America
unegnamn nepers to black and khne. In Belpasrit nepers to Carbolic and Proresram. Elsewhere it migln neper
to Hindu and Moslem, or Moslem and Christian, or Moslem andJew, rich or poor, or rhe good Lord knows whar.

(cominued onpage wo)



Whar Ihave learned is thar it is a very had misrake to imagine thar we can dicrare to anyone whom one loves, ok
on whar Terms. The way Ve love one anorher is a reflection op The way we love God. Ip we despise even one op
God's children por loving anorher, Then we despise God, who created asall. Again, rinsis whar lbelieve. |
understand that many people do hot believe in a God, and I respect rheir peelings. Perhaps rhe framers oprins
bill have stopped believing in God, or Their panh has been shaken. Jcan respect These peelings, too. But lcannor
supporr rhe consequences op such peelings. Ip rhe pramers op this bill wish to pur rins lull Through on a false
noTion rim toprevem The public and legal expression op love would somehow please God, Then Imusrproresron
Three levels: asaamen oprhe Unired Stares, as a cmzen op Alaska, and as a person op panh who has spem rhe

preponderance op her lipe comemplamg Theological Questions.
The poer and songwrner Ysaye M. Barnwell wrore a song por gospel musicians which goes:
Prayer

Lord, musr Ido uiito orhers
before They do uiito me
Must | arm myself

to prorecr myselp
prom harm and injury?

Oh no, Tharis nor the lesson
Thar | learned onmy Mother's knee
when she rold me to
"Do uiito others, only whar I'd have Them do uiito me."

I would hot wish to see any bond injured benveen two people who have The courage to show commnmem and
reverence. In Nazi Germany rhe church nselp was scorned and defiled along wnh Gays, Jews and anyone who
Threatened rhe paranoid illness op The Reich. This kind op bill is immoral and contrary to our consnnmon. It is
a sad reminder op Times when love was considered dangerous. It is, mosropall, a bnnaliiisult to a loving God.
Thank God, we in Alaska need hot supper The paranoid behavior opill leaders. When our leaders have lapses in
judgment, we can guide them gently back to panh. Lot us do so, preserving both Consnnmon and hope.



April 27, 1998
Dear Members of the House Judiciary Committee

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today.

I am here to speak against the passage of SJIR 42. |think we should let the Supreme Court issue
aruling on this matter, before we even consider voting for a Constitutional Amendment.

\' mending Alaska’s Constitution is a very serious matter.

After listen|dIto the debate on this issue in the Senate, I still find no logical reason for amending
Alaska’s Constitution to allow discrimination against a portion of Alaska’s citizens.

I don’t see how my choice of a life partner, can affect anyone else’s marriage. It is not like love
isanon-renewable resource or there are a limited number of marriage licenses for the state to

issue.

Most of the reasons | have heard for supporting this amendment, are based on personal religious
convictions, and an attempt to keep the status quo. Well it’s time for Alaska to move beyond the
status quo. There are many couples who are granted marriage licenses now, who’s marriages |
personally don’t approve of, or agree with, but that doesn’t give me the right to say they
shouldn’t be granted a civil marriage license.

Ifthis measure goes on the ballot, there will be months of divisive debate filled with hate, lies
and stereotypes. We don’t need thatto happen in Alaska.

Please let StTfVjXhe put to rest.

Mary E. Graham
235 5l St.
Juneau, AK 99801



Statement re: SJR 42 April 27, 1998

I'm here to request that you give the people of the state of Alaska the right to vote on an issue that isseen
differently by Judge Michalski and by some ofyou. Some of us believe ingiving the same tough love to
those who choose sex with someone of the same sex as you would to an alcoholic. Would you ®&ll an
alcoholic that his di inking isok? and think that by accepting his behavior you are showing kindness to
him? No. You tll an alcoholic that what he isdoing iswrong, but that you love him. Real love istough
enough to risk rejection - an almost certain rejection - temporarily, to try to give wholeness to one with
difficult temptations.

Because we practice tough love, those ofus who won"t agree to the charade of same sex marriages love
those who choose same sex sex more than those who won"t oppose it

But this debate ismore that about the illusion ofkindness in allowing same sex marriages. [Itisabout
putting the matter before the public. The legislature is supposed to represent the people, but will be seen by
the people as dictators and tyrants ifthey do not want the people to have a voice insuch an important
matter. Ifyou do not vote for this, then you are voting against the right of the people to be heard because
you don"t likewhat they will say. Even though 1say this, 1do expect better of you and expect you to act

honorably and to vote for SJR 42.



HOUSE JUDICIARY HEARING on SJR42

My name is Mildred Boesser. |am 73 years old, mother of 4 and
grandmother of 4, a homemaker and a clergy wife. My husband and | came
to Alaska as Episcopal missionaries in 19S1.This year we celebrate our
50th year of marriage. He would be here today to testify with me, but he
is out of town. Most certainly 1 am not here to shoot down the institution
of marriage. | want to enlarge the concept. | oppose SJR 42.

f
Like you, | say | want to protect and encourage life-long, monogamous
unions. So, why are we moving NOT to protect or encourage life-long
monagamous unions? | know of many same-sex couples who have lived
together for as long as my husband and I, without the benefits we enjoy.

Like you, | want to turn back the tide of broken marriages and address all
the anguish and havoc for adults and children that such breakdowns
wreck on our society. How can we be blind to the fact that this
disintegration of the heterosexual two-parent family is a problem
completely separate from our granting basic civil rights to gay and
lesbian couples?

We live in a nation that prides itself on having in place a system that
treats all persons as equal. Why are we attempting to change the system
to deny equal rights to some? And shame on us for calling these rights
"special rights", a ruse historically used to legitimate discrimination!

We live under a constitutional Bill of Rights that expressly forbids the
intrusion of any religion in affairs of state, yet we are moving to do just
that, and scaring good God-fearing people into believing same-sex
marriage will destroy so-called traditional marriage. Actually, this
whole matter is not about making religious bodies do or believe
ANYTHING they do not choose to do or believe. The push for same-sex
marriage is about civil marriage and the long list of rights and privileges
that are currently given to civil marriage.

however you feel about gay and lesbian persons is not the issue here.
Unfortunately it colors and distorts the issue. This resolution is about
changing the Constitution to say it's all right to discriminate! Who will
we choose to discriminate against next time?/”~'his whole thing brings to
my mind, having lived through it, the incredible injustice done to so many



innocent people by the infamous McCarthy witch hunts in the 30s, not to
mention the unspeakable horror of the mass execution of Jews in the
Holocaust AND during that same time the execution of homosexual
persons, a fact not often mentioned in connection with the Holocaust

/'*
Make no mistake”™any time a government condones the marginalization of a
group of its citizens, the door is opened to unbelieveable hatred and
violence which are sure to follow, and Alaska will be no exception.

Please do not pass SJR 42.

Mildred P. Boesser
17585 Lena Loop
Juneau, Ak. 99801

phone and FAX 789-1445



April 27, 1998

To: House Judiciary Committee
Alaska State Legislature
Juneau, Alaska

Members of the Committee:

I am writing to let you know that | oppose SIR42 being put on the ballot. The issue of same-sex
marriage needs to be defined by the courts;, making it a political issue does not maeke sense. Not
only will it be awaste of taxpayers' money, but | believe it will further divide the people of Alaska
to such an extent that a calm and rational discourse on this issue will be impaossible.

Trying to legislate a moral issue is not your purpose.

Sincerely,

P O. Box 21842
Juneau, Alaska 99802



April 27, 1998

House Judiciary Committee:

| strongly oppose SIR42. Please vote against it.

Juneau, Alaska 99803
(907) 789-3654
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P.O. Box 22866
Juneau, AK 99802
April 27, 1998

Dear Representative:

lurge you to oppose SIR 42. This issue is already being decided in
the courts, where it belongs. It is too bitter and divisive to be put on

the ballot.

Today Sen. Leman said that you should put this on the ballot so that the state
could save money in legal fees. But money is one reason it does not belong on
the ballot. The issue would become a media event where those with the most
money win. i'm sure we'd see many TV ads that prey upon peoples' paranoia
about those who are different. This would make our constitutional rights a
farce, and severely divide our state. 1w'ould hope we are more civilized than

that.

civil rights - and this is politics at its worst. You have the power to stop this
game right now and drop this resolution.

Sincerely,



Testimony on SJR 42
by Alan Schuler (of Juneau)
April 27, 1998

Thank you for this opportunity to testify on SJR 42. | believe the Legislature
should pass SJR 42 so that the people of Alaska can vote on this critical issue.

Many of the opponents to SJR 42 expressed how this bill would "limit"
marriage. | believe the correct perspective is that SJR 42 would "clarify" the
commonly held boundaries and prevent it from being I'0adened to include
homosexual unions. It does not add additional restrictions to marriage.

Opponents have stated that SJR 42 invades privacy laws. If privacy was a real
concern of the homosexual community, they would not be seeking a public marriage
license. In reality, SJR 42 (I0€S NOtinvade privacy laws or personal choice. People
are still free to live with whomever they wish. SJR 42 only clarify that the State is not
obligated to classify homosexual unions as "marriage."”

Similarly, the expansion of marriage is not a judicial responsibility. Laws are
established by the legislature and interpreted by the judicial system. It is not the
responsibility of the judicial system to expand laws beyond their original intent. When
this happens, the legislature has the responsibility and obligation to bring the judicial
system back in line by clarifying what they intended the law to say. Hence, SJR 42 is

appropriate.

SJR 42 has nothing to do with civil rights. A person's race or gender is
intrinsic. In contrast, homosexual activity is a choice. Even if a person believes they
were born as a homosexual, that does not obligate the State to expand marriage laws.
For example, it is commonly accepted that some people are more prone to alcoholism
than others. However, this intrinsic condition has not obligated the State to loosen
drunk driving laws. Similarly, the presence of homosexual activity in our society does

not obligate the State to loosen marriage laws.

| strongly urge the quick passage of SJR 42 so that the legal definition of
marriage may be clarified. Thank you.



P.O. Box 22493
Juneau, AK 99802

Alaska State Legislature
House of Representatives
House Judiciary Committee
Juneau, AK 99801

April 27, 1998

Dear House Judiciary Committee Member:

lam opposed to SJR-42. 1urge you to kill this bill in committee. Iam an Alaskan resident, and
Loppose this bill for several reasons. First. I believe that this bill is unnecessary. This issue is
currently before the courts in Alaska, and | believe that is where it should be resolved.

Second. I believe that this bill is divisive and will create an opportunity for hate-mongering in the
upcoming election season. There are many who will tell you that they do not “hate” gays and
lesbians. This is undoubtedly true. The problem lies in the fact that there are many individuals
who DO hate leshians and gays, and this controversy will bring them out in full force. This is
not conjecture. This scenario has been played out several times across the country, each time
with a rise in anti-gay violence. 1lhave recently had the opportunity to staffthe phone line for the
Southeast Alaska Gay & Lesbian Alliance, and 1can tell you that some ofthe calls are extremely
threatening and unpleasant. We don’t need to foster this kind of hate by creating an unnecessary

ballot measure.

The third and most important reason | oppose this bill is that I believe passage of this bill is the
wrong thing to do. 1believe that you. as legislators, bear the responsibility to support and defend
the basic rights of ALL Alaskans. It does not matter whether you agree with same-sex marriage,
oreven homosexuality in general. What DOES matter is that you defend the rights ofall adult
Alaskans to make their own life choices, including choice of their own partner.

Putting this bill on the ballot, and even possible passage by a general vote will not make these
families go away. What it will do is to continue to foster the misconception that “somehow,”
gays and leshians are responsible for the decline of American society. Rather than recognizing
and giving all stable, long-term relationships the dignity that they deserve, this bill seeks to
pretend that these relationships do not exist. Somehow, itjust doesn’t resonate as true to me that
individuals in long-term relationships will threaten traditional marriages.

[ urge you to exercise your individual freedom as legislators to vote your conscience on this bill.
This kind of intrusive bill is absolutely not what either political party is about. Let Alaskans live
their own lives, and kill this bill in committee.

Susan D. Hargis



April 24, 1998

During this legislative session | have listened with great frustration and sadness to the
attempts to pass SJR-42, the bill banning same sex marriages in the state of Alaska. During
these last few months I’ve also been wondering how many of Juneau’s citizens recall what
happened in the state of Oregon during the 1992 election year? Does Ballot Measure 9 ring any
bells? Ifnot, Ballot Measure 9 was a bill to amend the Oregon state constitution declaring
homosexuality “abnormal and perverse”. Ivividly recall that year. |1 remember watching and
hearing about heated debates between those who opposed “special rights” for one group of
people and those who felt that Ballot Measure 9 was an oppressive, discriminatory and hateful
piece of legislation.

[ remember hearing about the 100% rise in hate crimes during and after the campaign, not
only against gay and lesbian people, but against people of color, religious minorities, and women.
[ remember the story of the catholic church that was vandalized, large swastikas spray-painted
throughout the interior and around the exterior of the building, beautiful stained-glass windows
smashed, and the words, “No Spies, Jews or Gays”, “We hate Catholics and Gays”, “Yes on 9",
“No on special rights”, “Kill Catholics and Gays”, and ironically, “Yes on family values”
covering the walls of that holy sanctuary. Irecall crying when | heard the news about the two
roommates, an African American lesbian and a young gay man who were burned to death when
their apartment was fire-bombed by racist skin-heads who supported Ballot Measure 9. [ also
remember the story of the young gay man who was beaten to death by a group of teenagers after
leaving a night club. These were only a few of the acts of intimidation and terrorization that
occurred in Oregon during 1992.

Imagine this kind of violence taking place in our state and even in our own community. It
seems so unlikely, so horrifying. 1can assure you that if SJIR-42 goes to the ballot this fall, we
W ILL see similarincidences of violence and hate crimes take place in Alaska. Each city and
state in our nation that has experienced this sort of discriminatory legislation has seen violence
increase. Notonly will gay and leshian Alaskans be at risk of being victimized by hate crimes,
ALL minority groups will be at risk. Putting this kind of bigotry and hatred on the ballot only
gives permission for those with the most anger and hatred toward any oppressed group to act out
that anger and hatred in the form of violence. When some of our elected leaders propose
legislation that simply fuels bigotry, how can we expect anything positive to result from it?

I encourage all of Juneau’s citizens to think about what this might mean for our
community and our state as a whole. Do we want to see this divisive bill on the ballot? |
encourage all members of the House of Representatives to think about this when it is time to vote
on SJR-42. Additionally, I encourage all Juneau residents to consider the impact that this could
have on each of you and each of your friends and family members should this bill be passed. We
must remember the famous words of Emma Goldman who said, “The most violent element in
society isignorance”. Finally, for those of you who truly believe that allowing same-sex partners
to marry is a “special right”, please consider this; when you haven’t had the right to be there in
the first place, how can opening the door be a special right? Let us be a model for the rest of the
country and show how we, Alaskans, can work to unite our state and it’s citizens rather than

divide it.

Karen Wood - Juneau, Alaska
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Providing1Reaponeible Information on a Dog's Environment

David Monson. President Mush with PRIDE

P.O. Box 60249
Fairbanks, AK 99706

Sen. Dave Doncly

State Capitol
Juneau. AK 99801 March 18, 1998

RE: SB-284 ANIMAL CRUELTY BILL

Dear Sen. Doncly,

Thank you foryour continuing efforts to strengthen Alaskas animal cruelty laws. We believe that
the lowering o fthe criminal standard for prosecution of cruelly to animals is a necessary step in
protecting Alaska's domestic animals from negligent owners.

Sleddog medicine has become a specially within the veterinary profession. Veterinary members of
die International Sled Dog Veterinary Medical Association (an internationally recognized
professional organization), As well as most veterinarians in the Alaska Veterinary Medical
Association are well aware o fthe conditions and standards used in assessing carc and well-being
ofsleddogs. In a additon. Mush with PRIDE has issued Sleddog Carc Guidelines which set
standards for most common sleddog practices. These PRIDE standards, which have been endorsed
by all major Alaskan racing organizations (Iditarod, Questand ADM A) aswell as most
international sleddog racing groups (ISDRA and IFSS) were developed with constant input from
several mushing veterinarians who are Directors o f PRIDE. Therefore, we believe that the curmei
statute does provide adequate protection against prosecution. We do nor feel that any other
musher-specific defense against prosecution isneeded to protectmushcrs against prosecution.

We are hopeful thatSB-284will be passed this session so that state officials can better deal with
the small minority’ol abusive owners who tarnish the image of our stare and the official state sport

of dogsledding.

David Monson
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March 2, 1998

To Whom It May Concern:

The Alaska Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, SPCA is in full support of SB 284. Efforts
in past cruelty cases have been next to nothing. Alaskaneeds to have a stronger law to support ourjustice
system in prosecution ofanimal abusers. The SPCA in past years, has witnessed animal abusers in the
worst scenarios. Due to insufficient laws, the District Attorney’s office was unable to penalize these
people. Animal abuse is and has been occurring throughout the state. Most people are unaware of the
severity of some ofthese cases. Public awareness is increasing and the state needs to update legislation to

deal with cruelty offenders.

Statistics show that there is a definite link between animal cruelty and spousal, child abuse occurring
within the home.

Again, the SPCA, as well as most ofthe general public, are in strong support of SB 284, and show a very
strong interest in the passage ofthis bill.

Sincerely,

Ethel Christensen, Director

Diane Zarfoss

Lori Cornett

“Kindness Uplifts The World-

NG



7705 GLACIER HWY JUNEAU. ALASKA 9900m (907)7890260 FAX (907) 789-1795

February 26, 1998

Senator Dave Donley

State Capitol Building
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Senator Dave Donley:

On behalfofthe Gastineau Humane Society we would like to go on record as being in support of
Senate Bill 284. The statutory language currently in AS 11.61.140 is very difficult to prove and
courts have been unable to prosecute a number of neglect and cruelty cases. Bill 284 will improve
the language in AS 11.61.140 and enable prosecutors to convict those that have participated in

obvious acts ofneglect and cruelty.

Currently both the Humane Society ofthe United States and American Humane have initiated
campaigns, ‘First Strike Animal Cruelty / Human Violence” and “Campaign Against Violence”,
this year to increase the awareness and alert all agencies involved in addressing issues o f child
abuse and neglect that there is a high correlation between animal abusers and child abusers. If the
animal abuser can be prosecuted under AS 11.61.140 this could be atool not only to prevent
further animal cruelty but also provide opportunity for intervention in cases where children are

also victims.

Ifthere is anything | can do to facilitate passage of Bill 284 please let me know.

Sincerely,

Linda M. Blefgen
Executive Director

— ANON PROFIT ORGANIZATION—

TOTAL P.O1



Fairbanks N orth S tar B orou °H Division of Animal Contrdl
2408 Davis Road*KO. Box 7126 7*Fairbanks, Alaska 99707-1267 (907) 459-1451 #FAX(907) 459-1120

March 13, 1998

The Honorable Dave Donley
Alaska State Capitol, Room 508
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator,
I support passage of CSSB 284, an act relating to cruelty to animals.

The proposed changes create a more useful tool for investigators and prosecutors of cruelty to
animals cases than the current language. It has long been known that under the current statute
the only good evidence to prove the crime of cruelty to animals is a dead animal. The proposed
changes will give enforcement officers thn ability to intervene and hopefully save animals before

they die or suffer severe injury due to inhumane treatment.

With the strong connection between cruelty to animals and abuse of children and other humans it
Is essential that we take cruelty to animals very seriously. Recognition, intervention and effective
prosecution of cruelty to animals cases may help prevent the cycle of abuse from continuing in
Alaskan families. Cruelty to animals cannot be tolerated, and an enforceable law is the first step in

addressing the problem. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Laura Hood, Manager
Division of Animal Control



To all Alaska State Representatives

RE: SJR 42
FROM: Celia M. Hunter, 1819 Muskox Trail, Fairbanks, AK 99709
(907) 479-2754

| am writing to you as one ofyour constituents. | am strongly opposed
to passage of SJR 42 and to havm? the subject of same-sex marriages placed
on the ballot this fall. The result otsuch a move on the part of the Legislature
would contribute enormously to the divisive, abusive rhetoric already flying
about on this issue.

The basic philosophy behind this negative resolution reiterates many
untruths concerning the “assumed” consequences of permitting same-sex
marriages to be performed. Mairiage has many legal ramifications and
protections for married couples, as well as responsibilities, and the
willingness of same-sex couples to undertake such a committment is evidence
that tlhey want the same kind of stability in tiieir unions as heterosexual
couples.

| strongly urge you to vote against SJR 42 in the interests of peace and
comity among all of Alaska’s diverse peoples. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Celia M. Hunter
Please retain this letter in the flies on SJR 42



