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1. The best way to address sexual assault and domestic violence is to address the underlying 

causes, whether that be economic, class, mental or some other cause.  To properly address the 

causes we must fund research into recognizing the various causes and long term effects those 

causes may have on individuals and communities if left unaddressed.  We must find ways to 

educate the general public about the problems and how to recognize those causes and the 

services available to families and communities that may profit from this education.  We must 

make sure that we provide adequately funded mental health and counseling programs to treat the 

various related mental health issues associated with domestic violence and sexual assault.   We 

must find ways to educate our businesses to signs of these problems and to provide adequate 

pay to their workers so that at least economic insecurity does not contribute to individual family 

and community disruptions.  Affordable educational programs.are also useful ways to address 

root causes of the problems.  This takes money, but addressing the problems at their cause may 

save far more money than addressing the cost of processing criminal court cases, incarceration 

and treatments for victims, not to mention lost productivity that results from leaving those 

problems unaddressed. 

2. As the saying goes you can't legislate morality.  But you can advance bills and funding to address 

the causes we can do something about. Our Constitution provides that our resources are to be 

developed for the benefit of the people and in the public interest.  The legislature is thus bound by 

their oath to uphold the provisions of the Constitution and that includes the resources we need to 

develop and provide what will benefit the populous 

3. Alaska has depended on oil revenue for far too long.  To insure we have the resources to address 

such problems, we must make sure we invest in our community so that we can offer a community 

and services that would attract diverse industries to the area, provide the quality jobs we need 

and the revenue to pay for the investment.  That would include investing in our schools and our 

university that businesses would depend on. 

4. As the U.S. government has the responsibility for oversight of native tribes and nations, our role 

as a state would be more on the order of working with native tribes and peoples to mutually find 

ways to approach these problems that respect each others' sovereign roles. 

5. I would not be so presumptuous to suggest that I have the answer to what remedies to provide.  

That role is up to those in the affected communities and experts that have the scientific, social 

and cultural training and awareness to properly address the issues.  As legislators, we can 

provide the time to listen to the experts and rely on their knowledge and expertise to properly fund 

the programs that may have a chance to address and ultimately resolve the problems. 

6. Without knowing the specifics of each situation, a general yes or no answer would not be in order.  

Criminal law deals mostly with intent and the knowledge to know the reasons for and 

consequences of one's actions and whether the law has the remedies at its disposal to influence 

those actions.  To use the law to address these issues would depend on whether you believe the 

law is to be used for revenge, retribution, or reform.  Whatever purpose you believe the law is to 

address, those actions must be amenable to the purposes of the law and the remedies the law 

has at its disposal to realistically affect.  If the actions themselves or their consequences evokes a 

moral response, the law may not be the appropriate means to address some moral concerns (It is 



not the business of the law to address the merits of going or not going to church, for example).  

Persons with mental health problems or developmental issues that prohibit their ability to make 

informed and reasoned decisions would appear not to be situations subject to the purposes of 

criminal law or whether criminal law could or should address those problems. Further, the 

remedies available to the law may not be effective in addressing these underlying mental health 

issues.  What is known is that someone who is 16 or 17 has not developed their brain fully and 

should still have protections and decisions made for them until they have reached an age where 

they can make those decisions for themselves, whether intentional or moral.  What decisions 

young people can make and at what time again should be something qualified experts should be 

consulted on as teenagers may not have developed the level of intentional or reasoned 

judgements capable of being addressed by the law. 

7. Reproduction is a process that is undergone by a woman's body.  The science of reproduction 

can describe how that process occurs. But whether a pregnant woman has the right to terminate 

that process is to ask whether she has a right to make decisions over her own body or, whether 

her body is the property of another who can decide whether or not to terminate the pregnancy. 

Although courts have appealed to science in their decisions, this question is not a question that 

science is qualified to answer.  Furthermore, science is not qualified to judge if and when the 

rights to her body during pregnancy will change from her right to decide to continue the 

pregnancy or not, or is left for another to decide. The right to decide to terminate a pregnancy is 

thus a moral issue and not a scientific one.  

However, since the Civil War, the U.S. has not allowed ownership of human beings by other 

human beings or allowed a state to have absolute authority to grant or not grant such rights to 

anyone.  The Declaration of Independence tells us that the state only rules by the consent of the 

governed.  That means that rights are not for the states to grant, but are limits placed on the 

reach of a state to impose such decisions on individuals.  

I do not read the Constitution as stating that a state legislature can determine if a woman has a 

right or not to terminate her pregnancy.  I read the Constitution to provide that such a decision is 

beyond the authority of a state to decide.  If we speak of a woman having a right to decide 

whether or not to terminate her own pregnancy, the only way to analyze such a right is to see the 

duty it places on the state to withhold interfering with a woman's right to decide. However, the 

Supreme Court has decided otherwise and has sent to the states the decision on whether women 

have the right to choose.  If elected I will not sign on to a bill that would take away a woman's 

right to choose or support a constitutional convention that would change the constitution's present 

provision guaranteeing privacy rights, under which is enshrined a woman's right to choose. 

8. There are more people seeking affordable housing then there are affordable houses.  If we had a 

form of government that could build the houses that are needed for all the people who need them, 

we could fix the problem.  However, this is not our form of government.  At best, we can provide 

assistance for those needing housing. In this case, what assistance the government can offer is 

depended on what aid is possible.  If there is not enough revenue to cover housing for everyone 

who needed it, we are forced to consider fairness rather than equality of access.  That is to say, 

not everyone has the same need for housing.  That is like a six grade teacher, responding to a 

visually impaired student's request to sit in the first row so that they could see the blackboard -- 

No, if I do that for you I'd have to do that for everyone.  The teacher may be appealing to equality 

of access, but it is not fair as not everyone will have the same need.  Here, that would mean that 

the state would have to decide whether a victim of sexual assault or domestic violence is more 

needing housing than say a homeless person.  This sort of balancing of fairness would not be 



needed if we had sufficient funds for all who needed housing.  To do that, we need to attract new 

and diverse businesses to Alaska.  And to do that, we need to invest in our state so that it 

becomes attractive to those businesses.  We need to reinvest so that we can then have a return 

on that investment that will pay for the improvements made.  I believe taking that step to invest in 

our state is the only way to move forward and have our communities move forward as well. 

9. See above 

10. We live in a society of interconnected people.  That means we depend on each other.  No one 

can be the ideal of the so called "self made individual."  No matter the contribution a person 

makes to society, that contribution depended on others:  those who taught the person to read, to 

use mathematics, or to educate the educator that educated them and the tools used to educate 

them such as the chalk used in schooling, the building where the individual is taught.  When part 

of our social interconnectedness fails, we are all harmed.  And when we as a people cannot 

intervene to correct that failure, the state is called upon to act in our stead.  When harm to any of 

our members is caused by other members, the state takes on the responsibility as the 

representative of the people to cure what led to that failure. 

11. I have not visited shelters or agencies that provide assistance or organizations that provide 

advocacy services for victims of sexual assault or domestic violence.  I am familiar with the 

structure of support organizations like, e.g., Empowering Choice Housing Program has in 

partnership with the Alaska Housing Finance Corporation to provide assistance to victims of 

domestic violence and sexual abuse in the form of vouchers or preferential treatment for housing. 

 


