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Minutes:                                                 Attachments 1-11 

 
Chairman Kasper opened the hearing on HCR 3037. 
 
Rep. Chuck Damschen appeared in support.  He read parts of the resolution.  (1:05-14:04) 
In 2007 our legislature passed a resolution reaffirming our support of the ERA.  That 
resolution that was passed is really erroneous, because the deadline for the ERA had passed 
by 30 plus years at that time, so we were reaffirming something that was not in existence.  I 
am in no way wanting to _ the abilities or the rights of women.  They are to be admired for 
their accomplishments, and they certainly are on an equal basis with me or above.  (15:51)   
 
Rep. Karls:  As a young mother over here a lot, I recall that passed by only one vote. 
 
Rep. Damschen:  I don’t know.  I didn’t really research     
 
Rep. Schneider:  I do not see any women on this resolution.  I am interested if any women 
had input into this document.  Is this an out of state patterned document that came to us 
through ALEC or some other means? 
 
Rep. Damschen:  I had four versions of this before it was right.  There weren’t any women 
in the chamber on the deadline date to cosponsor.  It came to me from a former legislator 
from Texas. 
 
Rep. Laning:  If there were an amendment to the constitution proposed and the congress 
were to give it a deadline that is past, then the constitutional amendment is also essentially 
dead.  If the amendment were to be done, essentially it would have to start over again.  Is 
that not true? 
 
Rep. Damschen:  I believe that is true.  You have described my intent accurately.   
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Rep. Michelle Strinden on behalf of Linda Thorson, State Director of Concerned 
Women for America of North Dakota appeared in support.   Attachment 1.  (21:46-24:42) 
 
Rep. Schauer:  What is your basic concern on this, and why would you agree to this 
resolution? 
 
Rep. Strinden:  My biggest concern is that there are fundamental differences between men 
and women, and despite the claims of protecting women’s interests, ERA actually hurts 
women. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  What is the membership number of the state branch of this Concerned 
Women of America? 
 
Rep. Strinden:  I am not aware. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  I think it is a small group that keeps tying into this national membership.  
 
Rep Strinden:  It is a growing organization. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  Did the membership vote on this position that is being taken, and if so, 
what was the vote on it? 
 
Rep. Strinden:  I don’t know that information.  I am testifying on behalf of Linda Thorson, the 
State Director.  I could ask her to provide that information to you. 
 
Rep. Johnston:  Do you think the size of an organization matters if it is right or wrong on an 
issue?  
 
Rep. Strinden:  No. 
 
Attachment 2 was handed out to the committee by the law intern. 
 
Rep. Kathy Skroch appeared in support.  Attachment 3.  (27:22-33:28) 
 
Senator David Clemens appeared in support.  Attachment 4.  (34:30-38:07) 
 
Rep. Schauer:  What is your biggest concern if we don’t do this? 
 
Senator Clemens:  It probably will end up in the supreme court.  The reason I am supporting 
of this is that ND should go on record and say we do not wish to be counted past the deadline.     
 
Attachment 5 was handed out by the law intern. 
 
Mark Jorritsma, Executive Director, Family Policy Alliance of North Dakota, appeared 
in support.  Attachment 6.  (39:50-46:11) 
 
Rep. Schneider:  I am failing to see what the problem is behind all of this from a North 
Dakota perspective, so what is this experiment being pushed on us and who is pushing it? 
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Mr. Jorritsma:  The experiment is at the federal level and what we have seen and why I 
quoted other states is because that is the trail that we are very likely to go down. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  Who says we are going down this trail?  I do not see this as a ND issue at 
all.  Tell me what the problem in ND is here. 
 
Mr. Jorritsma:   There is no problem right now, so that is why the ERA is not needed right 
now.  There will be a problem if it passes. 
 
Frances Whitman, Representative for Collegians for Life, University of Mary, appeared 
in support.  Attachment 7.  (48:42-52:30) 
 
Rep. Hoverson:  You have a lot of courage.  Thank you for being here. 
 
Rep. Schauer:  How did you get involved?  Give me a little information. 
 
Frances Whitman:  I have been involved for Collegians for Life since I started at University 
of Mary, and I am a senior now.  I don’t have a lot of background on this particular argument, 
but from what I have read about it, I am very passionate about it.  They asked me to come 
and testify today, so I did. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  Who are those legal scholars and how do you connect up with them? 
 
Frances Whitman:  I do not know the names. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  Did somebody prepare this for you then with that information? 
  
Frances Whitman:  Yes, parts of it.   
 
Rep. Schneider:  I appreciate your position on the right to life issues, but there is really a lot 
more to it than that.  Are you in favor of equal pay for equal work between men and women? 
 
Frances Whitman:  Definitely, yes. 
 
Rep. Schneider:  Do you think that still might be a problem?  Do you know that we are only 
at 75% between men and women in the state?  Would you be in favor of promoting equality 
in other areas that didn’t offend your position and your values on right to life? 
 
Frances Whitman:  I don’t see how that affects this argument.  
 
Rep. Schneider:  I appreciate you being here and thank you for your testimony, but there 
are a lot of inequalities still left and I hope your generation will see those limited.  
 
Chris Dodson, ND Catholic Conference, appeared in support.  This resolution is an effort 
to revive and count North Dakota against what we think is an incorrect interpretation of how 
equal amendments work, the processes of ratifying, and what we think should be against the 
will of North Dakota.  If we were counted against our will and it was ratified, then those 
consequences would be forced upon us because of a mistake we made back in the 70s.   
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Rep. B. Koppelman:  If somebody was to make the claim that those deadlines do not matter 
and time is infinite on the constitutional amendment, wouldn’t it be a very prudent thing for 
this body to consider as to whether or not we still wanted to be counted? 
 
Mr. Dodson:  Yes, that is what this resolution is about.   
 
Chairman Kasper:  He referred to Attachment 5.  How do you interpret that? 
 
Mr. Dodson:  To me, the language is clear, and it should be interpreted as plain as possible, 
and that is seven years from the date of its submission by the congress.  If this goes to the 
supreme court, we don’t know how they are going to rule.  It is better to make your case now 
as to where this state stands with regard to that effort. 
 
Opposition 
 
Kristie Wolff, Executive Director, North Dakota Women’s Network, appeared in 
opposition.  Attachment 8.  (1:01:23-1:08:40) 
 
Vice Chair Steiner:  Do you agree with the statements that have been made that the ERA 
would affect abortions and restrictions that states may have, so if it goes from the federal 
level, does it change abortion in ND and what we have on the books relating to abortion? 
 
Kristie Wolff:  I don’t know if it would.  One thing I can say is the ND Women’s Network 
believes in reproductive rights for all women. 
 
Rep. B. Koppelman:  Do you believe the ERA did expire? 
 
Kristie Wolff:  I believe those dates were set in there.  With the 2007 resolution we, at that 
time, felt we should move forward and continue to recommit to ratification and equal rights 
amendment.  We are also seeing that in other states across the country.      
 
Rep. B. Koppelman:  How do you feel that this resolution, acknowledging that expired 
amendment, would somehow take away from this?   
 
Kristie Wolff:  I do believe rescinding our ratification of the ERA sends a very loud message, 
and I think our message should be that we are moving forward instead of backwards on equal 
rights. 
 
Rep. B. Koppelman:  Do you believe all those failed amendments should still be on the 
table? 
 
Kristie Wolff:  I believe it should be on a case by case basis.  We believe we need to move 
forward with equal rights for all North Dakotans and all individuals in the United States.  If 
there is a commitment from states to want to move forward with this and to want to ratify the 
ERA, I believe it is a discussion that we can have on an individual basis. 
 
Vice Chair Steiner:  Were those legislators and the governor aware of your agenda on 
abortion when they signed up for that, or was it just for equal rights, equal pay? 
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Kristie Wolff:  The resolution was for equality day.  We celebrate the ratification of the 19th 
amendment. 
 
Rep. Johnston:  How many members do you have in your organization?  
 
Kristie Wolff:  We are a statewide organization, and we have over 300 paid members.  We 
have a number of members that attend our events across the entire state.  We have about 
500 active members. 
 
Elizabeth Loos, Legislative Coordinator, ND Human Rights Coalition, appeared in 
opposition.  Attachment 9.  (1:15:43-1:20:37) 
 
Attachment 10 was handed out by the law intern. 
 
Rep. B. Koppelman:  Do you believe that the wording and context of an amendment at the 
time at which a legislature would have voted for ratification matter?  
 
Elizabeth Loos:  Yes. 
 

Rep. B. Koppelman:  Would you agree that the concept would be true that being this expired, 
the legislature would need to take another vote?  
 

Elizabeth Loos:  I think that is an issue for the federal government, so it is not up to North 
Dakota to tell the congress of the US what they have done and what they should do.  To me, 
it is almost redundant.   
 

Rep. B. Koppelman:  I think it is fair that ND would defend our position.  Are you saying that 
ND has no right to defend our position on what we voted on in plain English if the federal 
government wants to say that what we voted on really doesn’t mean what we voted on?    
 
Elizabeth Loos:  In 2007 this body renewed recommitment to the ratification of the ERA.  
That was many years after the expiration date.  Listening to the testimony this morning, I was 
surprised to learn that this is such a national effort to make sure that states that have 
previously ratified the equal rights amendment are now being encouraged to rescind their 
ratification because of fears about abortion and rights to transgender people. 
 
Rep. B. Koppelman:  That 2007 resolution was passed without floor debate. 
 
Rep. Louser:  Do you support the legislature’s position in 2007?   
 
Elizabeth Loos:  I do.   
 
Rep. Louser:  The resolution stated North Dakota’s position in 2007 and that was okay, but 
you don’t support North Dakota’s position in 2019? 
 
Elizabeth Loos:  This legislative body has the ability to do that.  I don’t think it has the ability 
to change what the US congress is going to decide about the equal rights amendment and 
ratification.   
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Chairman Kasper:  I would agree with your statement.  Each entity has the right to do what 
each entity will do.  As we read, this equal rights amendment expired after 7 years, so we 
are really arguing about something that is no longer in existence.  Are we not?  
 
Elizabeth Loos:  If it isn’t in existence, why are we arguing this? 
 
Chairman Kasper:  The resolution by the US congress expired.  After 7 years, 38 states had 
not ratified.  Therefore, the way I read this resolution, it went away.   
 
Elizabeth Loos:  I would agree.  Why do we need this resolution? 
 
Chairman Kasper:  I guess the argument was raised that there is a movement called the 
three-states movement which brought this forth.  
 
Rep. Schauer:  If North Dakota adopted the New York abortion law allowing abortion to be 
legal right up until the point of delivery, would you and your organization support that law? 
 
Elizabeth Loos:  The ND Human Rights Coalition hasn’t examined that law, and we don’t 
take a position on other states. 
 
Rep. Schauer:  How many genders are there with your organization?  
 
Elizabeth Loos:  Our organization recognizes that some people are born and assigned a 
birth that does not fit with who they are.  A person that was assigned the gender of male at 
birth and transitions to a woman is still a woman.     
 
Rebecca Matthews, Bismarck resident, appeared in opposition.  The ERA does support a 
lot of issues that would decrease abortion other than the abortion issue.  ERA looks at equal 
pay that supports women and being able to provide for their families.  It equally protects men.  
My husband works in a female dominated field.  Are we debating the expiration dates or are 
we debating that we don’t like what the ERA initially said?   
 
Erin Huntimer, Hannover, ND, appeared in opposition.  As we are debating this 
amendment, there is the question of whether or not the deadline stands, and then there is 
the question of the spirit of the equal rights amendment.  When it comes to the deadline and 
when it expired, I stand by US congress and their purview.  I want my daughter to see the 
spirit of the equal rights amendment.  I am against this resolution because of the spirit behind 
it.     
 
Chairman Kasper closed the hearing. 
 
Chairman Kasper:  I believe this resolution has a whole bunch of _ on it that really doesn’t 
pertain to what it is trying to do.  I believe the intent of these sponsors were to simply say that 
the fact that North Dakota voted to ratify the equal rights amendment expired in 1979 when 
the ERA amendment expired after its 7-year deadline.  Unfortunately, I have to agree with 
the people in the audience who have expressed concern about what the unintended 
consequences of everything in here might be. 
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Chairman Kasper opened the meeting on HCR 3037.  (1:38:40) Attachment 11 was handed 
out by the law intern.    
  
Rep. P. Anderson made a motion for a DO NOT PASS. 
 
Rep. Schneider seconded the motion. 
 
Rep. Laning:  The thing has clearly expired many years ago.  If we are going to do anything, 
we should reaffirm that we acknowledge it expired.   
 

Rep. Louser:  In talking to the bill sponsor, he sounds agreeable to striking almost all of the 
language starting on Line 19 on Page 1 and going through Line 23 on Page 5, and basically 
leaving the reference on Page 1 and the resolution on Page 6. 
 
Chairman Kasper:  He read portions.   
 
Rep. Louser:  (1:41:31)  Lines 22-24 on Page 1 are probably necessary for this purpose 
anyway.  The removal of Lines 19-21 on Page 1.  Let’s do this differently. 
 
Chairman Kasper:  We have a motion on the table, so we are going to have to vote on the 
do not pass. 
 
A roll call vote was taken.  3-11, 0 absent.  Motion fails. 
 
Rep. Louser made a motion to amend 3037 by striking lines 19-21 on Page 1, all of 
Pages 2-4, Lines 1-23 on Page 5, and strike the words “it appropriate and necessary 
to make abundantly…” up to Resolution No. 2,” also on Page 5.  Page 6 stays.  
 
Rep. B. Koppelman seconded the motion. 
 
Rep. Louser:  I think our discussion went sideways on this as well.   
 
Voice vote.  Motion carries. 
 
Rep. B. Koppelman made a motion for a DO PASS AS AMENDED. 
 
Rep. Schauer seconded the motion. 
 
A roll call vote was taken.  12-2, 0 absent. 
 
Rep. Schauer will carry the bill. 
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