
 

ACTION BRIEF  
         The Equal Rights Amendment (ERA): A Three-State Strategy 

 

NOW Urges That: 
● U.S. Senators co-sponsor and vote yes on Senate .Joint Resolution 5, which is a              

joint resolution removing the deadline for the ratification of the Equal Rights            
Amendment. 

● U.S. Representatives co-sponsor and vote yes on House .Joint Resolution 53 which            
also removes the deadline for the ratification of the Equal Rights Amendment. 

  
Overview 
The Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) ensures that gender equity is codified in the United              
States Constitution. Though passed by Congress in 1972, and ratified by 35 of the 38 States                
necessary for passage; the deadline for ratification passed in 1982. Senate .Joint            
Resolution 5 and House Joint Resolution 531 seek to enact a new timeline that allows for                
the ERA to be eligible for ratification. 
  
Precedent For Extended Ratification Process: The Three-State Strategy 
In 1992 the 27th Amendment was ratified, more than 203 years after its 1789 passage by                
Congress. This established a precedent for the three state strategy. If Senate Joint             
Resolution 5 and House Joint Resolution 53 are passed, the existing 35 state ratifications              
would still be in effect, and only three additional states would be needed to successfully               
pass the ERA. 
  
With the 35 current states, ERA activists in unratified states continue to clear a path for                
passage, with a focus on Virginia, Illinois, North Carolina, Florida, and Nevada.2 

● These target-states present strategic opportunities in terms of prior attempts at           
ratification, political representation, and state legislature party-composition. 

  
Support For Gender Equity Is Widely Supported In The United States4 

An April 2012 poll for Daily Kos and Service Employees International Union (SEIU) found              
that 91% of Americans believe that men and women should have equal rights affirmed by               
the Constitution. A 2001 Opinion Research Corporation poll showed that 72% of the             
respondents mistakenly assume that the Constitution already includes such a          
guarantee. 
  
An Inclusive Interpretation of the ERA 
NOW is committed to advocating for an inclusive and intersectional ERA interpretation 
that includes equitable access to all aspects of reproductive health care and centers 
marginalized people, including LGBTQIA individuals, immigrants, women of color, and 
women with disabilities. We believe the broad language of the 1972 text (“Equality of rights 
under the law shall not be abridged … on account of sex”) lends itself to this broad and 
inclusive interpretation. 
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