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I .in w r i t i n g  * vou to  express  my o p pos i t ion  to  House B i l l  167, which 
mandates the use of s e a t  b e l t s  by motor v e h ic l e  d r i v e r s  and passengers
w i t h i n  the S t a t e  of  Alaska.

I am 'ppc-sei to t h i s  b i l l  because i t  is  h igh ly  o f f e n s iv e  to  the 
t rad  I • iops- f in d iv id u a l  freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upon which 
i.h>- ’.a te  * -. iaVr.a was b u i i r . . These concepts  hold t h a t  an in d iv id u a l
shou! : be t r e e  t • choose a course  of a c t i o n  as long as t h a t  choice  
does • • a d v e r s e v  a f f e c t  the r i g h t s  of o th e r s .

The (b.cu : r t. wear a s ea t  b e l t  i s  such a cho ice .  Whatever the  
arguments fo r  r aga ins t  s e a t  b e l t s ,  i n d iv id u a l s  a f f e c t  only 
themselves  when they make t h a t  cho ice .  T here fo re ,  they  should be f r ee  
to make t h e i r  wn d e c i s io n s  and to  accep t  the  p e rsona l  consequences of 
these  d ec i s io n s .  These ideas  r e f l e c t  the  p r i n c i p l e s  of l im i t ed  
government and ind iv id u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans c h e r i s h .

There a -a: : •’* t e r  op t ion  to p r o t e c t  Alaskans than a law which
t r i e s  • y :  t e r :  them by tak ing  away t h e i r  freedom of cho ice .  That
opt ;• - • r a t  ion about the  m er i t s  of s e a t  b e l t s  and t r a i n i n g  on how
t> i>- ‘ .....  : p f t ly»  A program c f  educa t ion  adheres  to  the  t r u e s t
meaning • American democracy wherein government persuades  i t s  
c i t i z e n s  r a t h e r  than coerc ing  them. Inform the  people ,  then l e t  them 
dec i .1 - .

Fur*' • r::i . A :ska law a l ready  p r o t e c t s  those  who a re  too young to 
make m intnrrwu hoice about wearing s e a t  b e l t s .  A la sk a ' s  c h i l d  
r e s t :  i i ” * . n  : -  e n t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  to  p r o t e c t  our c h i l d r e n ,  so we do 
no* ” , • h.n.gt- i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskans l ik e
i'h • ' 1 - • un i . «. •

*F ' • *'• i- • i urge you to  d isapprove House B i l l  167 and p r o t e c t
our • nkj-.c t ' " -  ,na l  l i b e r t i e s  from f u r t h e r  e ro s io n .  Thank you fo r

*r e r ,  and p lease  . . .  l e t  those  who r id e  decide!

St reet
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Dear Senator

I  am w r i t i n g  to  you to  express  my oppo s i t io n  to  
mandates th e  use of s e a t  b e l t s  by motor v e h ic l e  
w i th in  the  S t a t e  of Alaska.

I  am opposed to t h i s  b i l l  because i t  i s  h igh ly  o f f e n s iv e  to  the  
t r a d i t i o n s  of in d iv id u a l  freedom and s e l f -  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upon which 
the  S t a t e  of  Alaska was b u i l t .  These concepts  hold t h a t  an i n d iv id u a l  
should be f r e e  to  choose a course  of a c t i o n  as long as t h a t  choice 
does not ad v e r se ly  a f f e c t  the  r i g h t s  o f  o th e r s .

The d e c i s io n  to  wear a s e a t  b e l t  i s  such a cho ice .  Whatever the  
arguments fo r  or a g a in s t  s e a t  b e l t s ,  i n d iv id u a l s  a f f e c t  only 
themselves when they make t h a t  cho ice .  The re fo re ,  they should be f r ee  
to  make t h e i r  own d e c i s io n s  and to  accept  the  pe rsona l  consequences of 
those  d e c i s io n s .  These ideas  r e f l e c t  the  p r i n c i p l e s  of l im i t e d  
government and in d iv id u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans c h e r i sh .

There i s  a f a r  b e t t e r  op t ion  to p r o t e c t  Alaskans than a law which 
t r i e s  to p r o t e c t  them by tak ing  away t h e i r  freedom of cho ice .  That 
op t ion  i s  educa t ion  about the  m er i t s  of  s e a t  b e l t s  and t r a i n i n g  on how 
to  use them p ro p e r ly .  A program of  educa t ion  adheres  to  the  t r u e s t  
meaning of  American democracy wherein government persuades  i t s  
c i t i z e n s  r a t h e r  than coerc ing  them. Inform the people ,  then l e t  them 
dec ide .

Furthermore,  Alaska law a l read y  p r o t e c t s  those  who a re  too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing s e a t  b e l t s .  A la sk a ' s  c h i ld  
r e s t r a i n t  law is  e n t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  to  p r o t e c t  our c h i l d r e n ,  so we do 
not need t o  change i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskans l ik e  
c h i ld r e n .

For these  reasons ,  I urge you to  d isapprove House B i l l  167 and p r o t e c t  
our s h r in k in g  p e rsona l  l i b e r t i e s  from f u r t h e r  e ro s io n .  Thank you fo r  
c o n s id e r in g  my l e t t e r ,  and p lease  . . .  l e t  those  who r id e  decide!

Si

Name

/ T \ ^
House/ B i l l  167,\wh ch 
d r i v e r s  and passengers

______ '/'-t '  S t ’'/ ; /
C i ty ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code /  .
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Dear Sena tor  A  'B o o b

I am wri Liny l.o you Lo exp re ss  my o p p o s i t io n  to  House B i l l  167, which 
mandates the  use of s e a t  b e l t s  by motor v e h i c l e  d r i v e r s  and passengers  
w i th in  the  S t a t e  of Alaska.

I am opposed to  t h i s  b i l l  because i t  is  h ig h ly  o f f e n s i v e  to  the  
t r a d i t i o n s  of  in d iv id u a l  freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upon which 
the  StaLe of Alaska was b u i l t .  These concepts  hold t h a t  an in d iv id u a l  
should be f r e e  to choose a course  o f  a c t i o n  as long as  t h a t  cho ice  
does not a d v e r se ly  a f f e c t  the  r i g h t s  of o t h e r s .

The d e c i s io n  to wear a s e a t  b e l t  i s  such a ch o ice .  Whatever the  
arguments fo r  or a g a i n s t  s e a t  b e l t s ,  i n d i v i d u a l s  a f f e c t  only  
themselves  when they make t h a t  cho ice .  T h e re fo re ,  they  should  be f r e e  
to  make t h e i r  own d e c i s i o n s  and to accep t  the  p e r s o n a l  consequences of 
those  d e c i s i o n s .  These ideas  r e f l e c t  the  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  l i m i t e d  
government and in d iv id u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans c h e r i s h .

There i s  a f a r  b e t t e r  op t ion  to  p r o t e c t  Alaskans than  a law which 
t r i e s  to p r o t e c t  them by ta k in g  away t h e i r  freedom o f  c h o ice .  That 
o p t io n  i s  educa t ion  about the  m e r i t s  of  s e a t  b e l t s  and t r a i n i n g  on how 
to  use them p ro p e r ly .  A program of educa t io n  adheres  to  the  t r u e s t  
meaning of American democracy wherein government p e r su ad es  i t s  
c i t i z e n s  r a t h e r  than coerc ing  them. Inform the  peop le ,  then  l e t  them 
d e c i d e .

Fur thermore ,  Alaska law a l r e a d y  p r o t e c t s  those  who a r e  too  young to 
make an informed cho ice  about wearing s e a t  b e l t s .  A l a s k a ' s  c h i l d  
r e s t r a i n t  law is e n t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  to  p r o t e c t  our c h i l d r e n ,  so we do 
not need Lo change i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskans  l i k e  
c h i l d r e n .

For th e se  reasons ,  I urge you to  d isapprove  House B i l l  167 and p r o t e c t  
our s h r in k in g  p e r so n a l  l i b e r t i e s  from f u r t h e r  e r o s i o n .  Thank you fo r  
c o n s id e r in g  inv l e t t e r ,  and p le a s e  . . .  l e t  those  who r i d e  dec ide!

S i n c e r e l y ,

L  # / £  6 . C r ___________
Name

/ & % ■ /  3  / p e  7 7 e y  * 0 / 1
S t r e e t

City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Sena tor
mar i s  ,g

I am w r i t i n g  in you Lo exp ress  my o p p o s i t io n  to  House B i l l  167, i/ni c h " - h ; 
mandates the  use of s e a t  b e l t s  by motor v e h i c l e  drix jers  and p a ^ e n g e r s  
w i th in  the  S t a t e  of Alaska.

I  am opposed l o  I b i s  b i l l  because i t  i s  h ig h ly  o f f e n s i v e  to  the  
t r a d i l  i ons  o f  i n d iv id u a l  freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upon which 
the  SLaLe o f  Al a s k a  was b u i l t .  These concepts  hold  t h a t  an i n d iv id u a l  
should  be f r ee  to choose a course  of a c t i o n  as  long as  t h a t  choice  
does not ad v e r se ly  a f f e c t  the  r i g h t s  of o t h e r s .

The d e c i s io n  to  wear a s e a t  b e l t  i s  such a ch o ice .  Whatever the  
arguments for  or  a g a i n s t  s e a t  b e l t s ,  i n d i v i d u a l s  a f f e c t  on ly  
themselves  when they make t h a t  ch o ice .  T h e re fo re ,  they  should  be f r e e  
to make t h e i r  own d e c i s i o n s  and to  accep t  the  p e r s o n a l  consequences of 
those  d e c i s i o n s .  These ideas  r e f l e c t  the  p r i n c i p l e s  of  l i m i t e d  
government and in d iv id u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans c h e r i s h .

Then is  a f a r  b e t t e r  op t ion  to  p r o t e c t  Alaskans than a law which 
t r i e s  to p r o te c t  them by ta k in g  away t h e i r  freedom o f  ch o ice .  That 
o p t io n  is  educa t ion  about the  m e r i t s  of s e a t  b e l t s  and t r a i n i n g  on how 
to  use them p ro p e r ly .  A program of educa t ion  adheres  to  the  t r u e s t  
meaning of  American democracy wherein government pe rsuades  i t s  
c i t i z e n s  r a t h e r  than coerc ing  them. Inform the  peop le ,  then  l e t  t.hem 
dec i d e .

Fur thermore,  Alaska law a l r e a d y  p r o t e c t s  those  who a r e  too young to 
make an informed cho ice  about wearing s e a t  b e l t s .  A la s k a ' s  c h i l d  
r e s t r a i n t  law is e n t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  to p r o t e c t  our c h i l d r e n ,  so we do 
not need lo change i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskans l i k e  
chi Idrun.

For t l iese reasons ,  I urge you to  d isapprove  House B i l l  167 and p r o t e c t  
our s h r in k in g  pe rsona l  l i b e r t i e s  from f u r t h e r  e r o s i o n .  Thank you fo r  
c o n s id e r in g  my l e t t e r ,  and p le a s e  . . .  l e t  those  who r i d e  decide!

S i n c e r e ly ,

a ,
Namet

Q j & o . .
S t r e e t

CiLy, State, Z i p / C o d e '

CO
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Dea*- Senato r  / f S s c

I am w r i t i n g  to vou to  express  my o ppos i t ion  to  House B i l l  167, which 
mandates the  use of  s e a t  b e l t s  by motor v e h ic l e  d r i v e r s  and passengers
w i th in  the  S t a t e  o f  Alaska.

I am opposed to  t h i s  b i l l  because i t  i s  h igh ly  o f f e n s iv e  to  the  
t r a d i t i o n s  of i n d iv id u a l  freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upon which 
the S t a t e  of Alaska was b u i l t .  These concepts  hold t h a t  an in d iv id u a l  
should be f r ee  to choose a course  of  a c t i o n  as long as t h a t  choice  
does not a d v e r se ly  a f f e c t  the  r i g h t s  of o th e r s .

The d e c i s io n  to wear a s e a t  b e l t  i s  such a cho ice .  Whatever the  
arguments fo r  o r  a g a i n s t  s e a t  b e l t s ,  in d iv id u a l s  a f f e c t  only 
themselves  when they make t h a t  cho ice .  There fore ,  they  should be f r ee  
to make t h e i r  own d e c i s io n s  and to accep t  the  p e r so n a l  consequences of 
those d e c i s i o n s .  These ideas  r e f l e c t  the p r i n c i p l e s  o f  l im i t e d  
government and in d iv id u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans c h e r i s h .

There is  a f a r  b e t t e r  op t ion  to  p r o t e c t  Alaskans than a law which 
t r i e s  to  p r o t e c t  them by tak ing  away t h e i r  freedom o f  cho ice .  That 
op t ion  is  educa t ion  about the  m e r i t s  of s e a t  b e l t s  and t r a i n i n g  on how 
to use then p ro p e r ly .  A program of educa t ion  adheres  to  the  t r u e s t  
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades  i t s  
c i t i z e n s  r a ' h e r  than coerc ing  them. Inform the people ,  then l e t  them 
decide .

Furthermore ,  Alaska law a l r e a d y  p r o t e c t s  those  who a r e  too young to 
make an informed ciioice about wearing s e a t  b e l t s .  A la sk a ' s  c h i ld  
r e s t r a i n t  law is  e n t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  ' p r o t e c t  our c h i l d r e n ,  so we do 
not need ‘ rhange i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskans l ik e  
c h i l  i r r r . .

For *hese reasons ,  I urge you to  d isapprove House B i l l  167 and p r o t e c t  
our sh r ink ing  p e r so n a l  l i b e r t i e s  from f u r t h e r  e ro s io n .  Thank you for  
cons ide r ing  :r l e t t e r ,  and p lease  . . .  l e t  those  who r id e  decide!

S in ce re ly ,Cl
Name

S t r e e t

City, State, Zip Cod*
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Den’- Senator sA J s *  s (

1 an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers anti passengers
withii the .State of Alaska.

1 am imposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
tradi* ions f indiviujal freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State o! Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The iecisi >n ; wear a seat belt, is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government m i  individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a *u  tester option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries * pr fe- them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt i ■: is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to ms.' r hop p r ‘perly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •* Ametiau democracy wherein government persuades its 
citirons •rber tMan coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i ti. .

Furth- rn. -• . Alaska law already protects those who are too young tc 
make an inf rnrd :hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain' law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net r> - 1 * hang* it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 iron.

For ' h o e  :< is ::s, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sb- lut ing personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons: I' v :"c   • ‘ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



ANCHORAGE CHAPTER 
PO BOX 91213 

ANCHORAGE AT 99509-2213

A.B.A.T.E. of ALASKA • BULK RATE
■ u s postage 

PAID 
' P3MT7 N> 25s 
! AJOi.AT.

T h i r d  Cl a s s  3U_k ra

S e n a t o r  M i tc h  Abood 
A l a s k a  S t a t e  L e g i s l a t u r e  
P o s t  O f f i c e  Box V (MS 3 1 0 0 )  
June a u,  A la s k a  99811

Ride Safe • Ride Free”



Dear Seiu /J^ s o J
I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be frce to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision ‘ "ear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments ! ••• against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
tc make the.r own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those incisions, i'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government utd iniividual responsibi1ity which Alaskans cherish.

There :> i • i: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trios t pr->*cc* them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opr i.v: :*•- r iucat ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean'up : American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rif her than coercing th >. Inform the people, then let them 
dec idt?.

Turtherm: v.». Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make u -u: rned choice about, wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
rest M i ”f !.r» ~ entirely sufficient Lo protect our children, so we do
nut :■>•'• i * dance it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi ld ren.

For ‘ ho.-U vaso.us, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal libortie- from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons1 :< rtne ?v letfer, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

r f f 4̂  V 7  5 3
City, State, Zip Code
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Dc.v Senator y /fj?  JO

1 am writing -a vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167. which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers ana passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed t. rhis bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions M  individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State ?f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should he free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision *. wear a seat ' elt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments : : r against seat belts, individc ils affect only
themselves when -hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those in i : ::s. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
goverumen* -nJ individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thnr-. is a 'a: be'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trio-- ‘ ; • or. • ’hem by taking away their freedom of choice, That
op' : v- < hr :t n about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to vs. rh.jm pr :> rly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
ci ?..:•* • ‘ i ‘ :'M r t ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i ie.

Fur'1,? rm: ri . ..iska law already protects those who are too young to 
make- in rne 1 iioice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res'ri:"* » s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not : • - i • '.irg..' it. House Bill lo7 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i 1 .

Fo- ' ■ s. r< »s..:v>. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our rinking pi>*'-s.’«nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering letter, «,nd please ... let those who ride decide!

^-Vrfn

litV, State,^Zip Code
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Dear Senator

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should bo free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

Tin; decision t > wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for >r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is ■; •a: r^'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries ‘ pr to t '■hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
op" i : - • iura: ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to us- thur pr -perly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning : American democracy wherein government persuades its
ci f i • • *• f:r • 1 an coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec id- .

Fur* : ••-•••.. " .. i- <a law already protects those who are too young to
makf - rmod ioice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
res............  - entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not • • :pt- it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For • s. . . 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
on: s ,r nor- uial liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
cons: ! • • ̂  r *er, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sireet

’itv, State, "ip Code
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Dear Senat t f

T am writing to vou to express mv opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts bv motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within thi Sta‘ >f Alaska.

1 am oppose,: • • 'his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should he free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does rot -ld'-erselv affect the rights of others.

The dec. si or. * " wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their >wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those icnis: ms. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
go--prurient and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries ;r 'ecr them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option . - education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us- -hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 't American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra’her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i dr.

Furthemere. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain: law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not ne*. i • nar-.go it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 drer..

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our ? rinking personal liberties frc-" further erosion. Thank you for 
cons, luring my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si ncerely,

Name

Street

r  ac, C 9 9 ^  O Y
City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Senator

I am writing to von to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not inversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt, is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r -r against seat heLts, individuals affect only 
fhemselvo when 'hev make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make the::* ’wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
th'se decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries rr tect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti - i- education about the merits of seat belts and training on now 
to use ' nem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning : American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citirens r-v her r ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec;d€ .

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf — mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res'r Lor .aw entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not nr- i • har.gf it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi1 iron

For • ' • • a.-vns, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our : i: m g  personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons id* ring my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S in c e r e ly ,

f i - o .  6 >  oklH 2 l _

rf& C M  . ??Sqj
City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Senate: J

1 an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as >..iat choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision '. wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries c protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
op ti is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to -hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens -at her than coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
dec i !■•.

Fur*'horn -re, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make \r. inf.Tried choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res’m r t  -w is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not *' ■ d • .-hinge it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1

For • b.vs»- •• is'tis, 1 urge yuii to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our '■••rinki-ic personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons: vr'.ng .my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i ncerely,

Name

St reet

tK  9 9 ^ - q - /
City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Senator /f J

I am writing to u to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use o ’ seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed 'o this bill because it i highly offensive to the 
traditions >f individual freedom and sl f-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These coi repts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of act on as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of ethers.

The decision • wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make ^neir own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and it: iividual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i ~ a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti'" is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* ‘her. properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cif. ::'- n- r vlu r * han coercing them. Inform the people, then let t hem 
dec ido.

Furtnern . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make inf rmr-d choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain'- law s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
11̂ ’ "''i 1 ’ ‘.urge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi1.imp .

For tins*. : asons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our «!•:• inking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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De ar  Senator

1 am writing to you to pxpress my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State -f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r -r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is ! •'at better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • • protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti >r is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
t us' fhem properly. A program cf education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ru'her than coercing thorn. Inform the people, then let them 
dec' I* .

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi I irvr:.

For 'host reasons, T urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our -'brinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incerely,

Name

St reet
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Dear Senator

I am writing t- vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed * this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the St at- f A a  ska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
shoul ! be f'-ee f" choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does ”o* 1 i v o j v  affect the rights of others.

The iecisi.v • wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments t • r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves ..her: they make that choice. Therefore, they should bo free 
to make the r wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
th dev is: .;s, These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government »•: i ".dividual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Tic • - . r.i: • ‘*er option to protect Alaskans than a law wh:ch
t’- : > ■ - r *.<■•■.•* *hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
optin' :-v v n about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to pr'tcrly. A program of education adheres to the * r iest
me.-.iv-'i: • an democracy wherein government persuades its
c i • i ■•a!'- • • • tn coercing them. Inform the people, then let thorn
do : !•

Fur* • . A i-ka law already protects those who are too v • :ng * >
nak........... - ■ • iui.ee about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
 ...... - • ”.t irely sufficient to protect our children. we do
it”* ’ ' it c  it. House Bill 16' would treat all Alaskans like
ch i ! :t •'ft.

For • - -• i- . I urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our - ■ • c rs uial liber' :es from further erosion. Thank you for
cons i e ''er, and please ... let those who ride dc«. ».ie!

Sincereiy.

Nano

I p  ____________________
St root

A t  ‘y i S h i
: tv, ‘State, Tip Code
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De.Tr Senator A 'J  4 '  A

I am writing f• ’ vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, wliich 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive tc the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State : Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
St . itl i ’ roe • choose a course of action as long as that choice 
dove : • .--sely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make fheir own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
goverumen* *nd 'individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • ' pi-'!*::• ‘hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option oiucat ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning d American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citi.-o - r a* her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i e,

Furt icrn.rc. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ap :rf rned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint -w - entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not re* i • ::me< it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

cons i.ier i civ letter, and please ... let those who ride ddcide!

For i : :• 1' iis. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrink" g personal liberties from further erosion. Thank vou for

.St reet
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Dear Senator ( \ \"V~jQ )

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions >f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does noL adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f:r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
o p t i o n  education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us*' ! Ih’h properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ! American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citirons rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furlhorn re. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make r ini mmed thoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank vor for 
considering my Letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

eh i Id

S incerely,
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Denr Senator A b i o o u

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am oppose.; t this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does net adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their ->wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *o pr te.t them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
optiv. i 5 education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra’her ’’han coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthern. re. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain; law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need 1 -hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 Ir-vi.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S in ce re ly ,

Name/

P u ;  R . V  . /  )•>.' 7 _________________
Street

( j d a s . i k  / - \ k  _______________
City, StatJ-, Zip Code
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I an writing to* vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed tc this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. There .:ore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
goverenter.* and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a :ai better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries tc rr *ecr them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
l ,1 us' ’hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ■’* American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i ie.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
main an :v rmed choice about wearing seat belcs. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * ’hinge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
cit i l.ir- n .

For * host’ ;■ isms. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons i <!<•:-: ;c "iv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i ncerely,

c n ? g -
Name

2 3 - / — M g c g y  \ NSt reet

/ 4 / ^ -----------
t-ity, State, Zip Code
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I am writing to vou to e is my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because t is highly offensive to the 
traditions »f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State ■'f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The iecision • ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fai better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protecL them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us‘- • hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * change it. House 3 i11 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1dren.

For ' In*’-• •' .■'--'•us. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our >1 l inking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incerely.

St reet
,3.'A ;q — d.— ' /

City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it. is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual resp nsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Tnforn the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Kiren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ridi decide!

S incerely,

*7/̂  g . ' u ^
Nanfe

7 — / / ^ 4 - r u p /
S t r e e t ^

City, State, Zip Code



I an writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free tc choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

Tin dec is: *n to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt ion is educat ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adhe-es to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens r i*her * ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
doc i do.

Furtnorn. law already protects those who are too young to
make m  • loice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restrai» -ntlrely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no* i . *t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i! .Ivon.

F«‘»- 1 • •< is.mis. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
out -••mi: • -g personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons: if- •• . my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

^  c£dL ̂  "f
Name "> I

St reetl U C L   ̂ A

City,I State, Zip Code ^



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no* adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better iption to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them ly taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education abort the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an mi rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • hange it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 . i ron.

For M.o>. masons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consi iet !ig my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / I / ' ) ;

I am writing tc vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates m e  use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the Stala f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be f : choose a course of action as long as that choice
doe.' not adverse ly affect the rights of others.

The decision ■ ■ wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r r against seat, belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
t make their wn iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those duels:ms. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Then .s : ar be'-ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • ;rn*i • ’hem by taking away their freedom of choice. II.at 
opt: i i - • iucalion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us- •bom pr >perly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning nr American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens r.vher • !ian coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i -ir-.

Fur!' ■ •■•■)■■■ . ‘. .aska law already protects those who are too young to 
makr |« —  i.; rhoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
rest "'tin* <w is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not •>, < • b,ang( it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi : i: - n .

F r ': os- i- -ns. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our • c personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
cons: • c uiv letter, and please ... let those who ide decide!

Sincerelv,

[A q^a £  ~f?^ndq,»n
rrame

I J   \ /\ f i r \ c v Y \ a  h iT r ii^

i itv, State, Zip/code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and ^elf-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si ncerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear it

1 am writing t vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandat es the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State cf Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions >f individual freedom and self-responsibility uron which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free ?o choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. I'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government -nd individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fa: hotter option to protect Alaskans than a taw which 
tries • o fmre-r 'hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt i >n is .• !u; if ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to ist t In pnperlv. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens her •ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i d e .

Furthevn. re. AI iska law already protects those who are too young to 
make -.n r.ied hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restrain* . is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net ”• • i • tt. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For tnesi j.- ns, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

cli i : d



1 am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use f seat belts bv motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed t ' t his bill because it. is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free t ' choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision *o wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f >r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves wfv: they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those de: is ions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be* * option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trii - • ; : -'<n r ’hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
o f  : :- education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to .!.■»«’ * hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning >: American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit ‘ * ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let • hem
dt’i !■ ,

Fur’ • r- • . • ..is/.a law already protects those who are too young to 
mak< r •• noice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
res'm in' w . - entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
nor i • ’ ,• it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ehi . Ir :•.

For • • • :• i I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
on: • :rg • -  <nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
cor* • !*•• • r ••'or, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sinc^ely, .

u f f ' n d ^ r  

Cnu/g? / -  / / /  9 ^ 2  ~7
City, State, /iip Code ^



Dear Senate- A food
i an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
wit.hji, the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to ‘his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should bo free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

Thi! dec is: t: t > wear a sent belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
thorns Ives when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to nil-.- their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. I'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There a fa: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • : r ti t them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt : —  - e lunation about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to 'her, properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ■; American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citi.-en- -a* her than coercing them. Inform the peop.e, then let them 
dec i i* .

Furtf . *< i aska law already protects those who are too young to
mak> r- inf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain' . 1- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not i • barge it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans iiko

For • ‘-m  :• i-:.mi-. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
ou: dir inking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons • • c ••'f*?r, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name



Dea- Senat' /A -iln s in J l.

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State cf Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions i individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Maska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does adversely affect the rights of others.

The ie-'isi •; • wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f • r  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make 'heir wi decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
goverrmer' ani in dividual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a ra: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • • protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is eiucati n about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
t is*' t hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning -f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens - her * ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let. them 
dec i de.

Fur’horn.: . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an nr ' me i choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res’mint .aw is entirely sufficient t.o protect our children, so we do 
not no- • har.gr it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For mi -• :• i-ers. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons:ib -i ig my lever, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S in c e r e ly ,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senat

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the ctate of Alaska.

1 am opposed t t h i s  bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adverseiy affect the rights of others.

The decision ' > wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r against seat belts, individuals affect only
themselves wher. they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their ->wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those derisions. These ideas reflecL the principles of limited 
govprrmen* m i  individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There = in: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tr:*' * - pr re f them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt i • is •• location about the merits of seat belts and training on how 

us * unm properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning • Amor: an democracy wherein government persuades its 
fit i r ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec !'!•■.

j,,:;fr *■ • -r :•■. V  ask a law already protects those who are too young to 
: in: -mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 

rfv;. . entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no* • • g. it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch r.

1 '* :• i- 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
tv:* • * v i e g  vt-rsonal liberties from further erosion. Thank yeti for
con> c •v letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

tR I I3> QY 3. d -S
St reet

  O  - i J L t / w  r i  I fM s V o
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I an writing tv vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to "his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be f'-ee to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does ".or adversely affect the rights of others.

Tin decision f 1 wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever t.ho 
arguments f r v  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a :ar oe'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries t * protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option -. s eviration about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* "lien properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. A:aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rned .hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain’ law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not v*v : • hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i ! :rr-::.

For * :.»?se r* asons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consii* rinc v  letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

/h itk  & L
sty, Stave, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writinc to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am oppose', to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does rot adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for v  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
y urnment and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far boater option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *.■' protect 'hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and t*aining on how 
to use 'hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ?! American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather ’ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i d e .

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make a-: informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
no’ need * change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi I Iren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incerely,

St rcet

t! » < L M -  f 9 S O >
' :ty, State, Zip Code



MP39
Dear Sonat >r

I am writing fu vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions •* individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does net adversely affect the rights of others.

The iac is ion * -> wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for -r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal conseqr.ances of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries t protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make no informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's chi Id 
restraint '.aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • • hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch iId ren.

For Mnvu reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

7  2  2.1 f i d .  ■‘f ' i O L
Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions ■!' individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free te choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their •wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government an.i individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i~ i tar ho'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • •• prrtef > them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti v- ; education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use 'hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest, 
moaning /■ meric an democracy wherein government persuades its 
c i ‘ i ’> "s -rher than coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
deei it .

 ... rmcrt . ■ 1 aska law already protects those who are too young to
maki m  : • ••)<-! hoice about, wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restv.-ipf ; ;U is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * 1 m g e  it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 i m u .

For 'Mrs- ■ is -n.s, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our -rrtnnirc personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
corsiier•nc t : ie’ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

/ ? A  ? 9S Q y /
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senat v A 3 O O P

I am wri'.ing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no* ad'-ersely affect the rights of others.

The decision r ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a 'a* better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • r-ctert them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt ion i < *-■> iu; at ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •!’ Anorican democracy wherein government persuades its 
citi tens r v  her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec:dr

Fur*::*, more. A :aska lav; already protects those who are too young to 
make an in! rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's chiLd 
restraint ,w s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net n- : • ••ang.: it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For 'in sc •• us 'us, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons:dor::.g my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

kS i nporo 1 v

S'ame

S t re e l



Dear Sena*.-".- A  f i o o p

1 an writing r.e vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandat e.s the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the -Late .f Alaska.

I am opposed re this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
tradi* ions : individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State ■: Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be f-c-e • c choose a course of action as long as that choice 
dec- ■ ; :i orseiy affect the rights of others.

The decision • wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments r r r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves .’cn they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make the:r two decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
these dec is; ns. ,'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government m l  ;:idividual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i - a : :: -'eTter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries ‘ to;- *hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opti'.n ' ~ • ! . it - n about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use * reir rroperlv. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'F cv: • ui democracy wherein government persuades its 
c i! ' ru ’.-.an coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec i .it.

Fur’in rm *• . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
niak' iioice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
res*r. • * ia - entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not :■> : i::gt it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi! ! -

ro- ’ • '• * i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our ► .-c sonal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
cons i :> r: •<: m -’ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incerely,

Street

City, State, Cip Coae



Dear Senat: , 3 "Tf̂- Uhlf)
I an; writing ?• you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mauds?es the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to ‘his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State : Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
shou’ i be f-*?> - choose a course of action ac long as that choice 
does •• ‘ adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision !.> wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r »r against seaL belts, individuals affect only 
themselves whet: they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions-. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
governmtvii ■ u-i individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a -a: No*ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries t ; r-re • them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti s education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to ust them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning < i American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens r rher than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make >:• inf rmed ..hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain/ law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • hanei it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 iron.

For ! ;-eso - • i.sons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consiiering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, / /

Name/

Z p 2 £ >  f u c / r  /)[/£
Street

A u c u . r n  ‘f t & s
t;ty, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator — l L P c o p

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt 'em i- education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* fhem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an ini rmed _hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's chi id 
restraint lav :s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net need • change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi i Iren.

For ••* is.-ns, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank y>u for 
cons: h ring my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senat' r

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167. which 
mandates the use of seat belts hv motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska./

! am oppose-.; f t h i s  bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should he f»*ee to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t-i wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f t  >r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a *-=: borter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries t - or'tec t ‘.hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us- fhem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit irons ra’ iu-r ' ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
derid. .

Furtherm : ■ . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ;u • * -men choice about wearing scat belts. Alaska's child 
restr-.in* law i= entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not net:i * hange It. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
c h  i i d r e n .

F-u- those re is -us, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons i ,:er; nc mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i ncereIv,

/ y j
Name 

.Street

Q zucA  • A/C. 22S&JL
City, State, Zip Code



Pear Senator X > Q

T am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the Statt of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
argiim'-n* s t : u against seat belts, individuals affect on i v
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those denis', ms. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government i>. i individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is 1 'a: be*ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • pr'tfit 'hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
o p t i m  education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning >f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit.i;:ens ra: her ' han coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de•

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed choice about, wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint !av is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ' Lange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For 'hose t> as u s ,  1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

c h : i !p

Sincerely,

'. i t.y, s t a t e , JA\> Uode



Dea*- Senator

I an writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be f’-ee to choose a course of action as long as that, choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f<>: r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
Lhems- lv_ when. * hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make the:: -wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those io; ; - vs .  These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government »n.d individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a :"a: i-cter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • - pr fe.t. them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
op- i i - education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to ust rnem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra’htr rban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec l do.

Fur*•. rnor.. A aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an irf.rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska’s child 
restraint law s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • tianee it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi.iron.

For • u* s. i us. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dea>- Senate":

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for <r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is > :n: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away theii freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of sett belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ?f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
c i t i us rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furth-rn •• . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf -mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not Mi" ! • ' m e  it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
ch i 1 l:‘ ”

For ’’ • s< :• ts.ms, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
con - • :• ring a letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

V? c:>ci \ ^ .
Street

City, Statt , Zip Code



Dear Senator £ ft
I  am w r i t in g  to you to express my opposition to House B i l l  167, which 
mandates the use of  seat  b e l t s  by motor v e h i c le  d r iv e r s  and passengers 
within the S ta te  of  Alaska.

I  am opposed to th i s  b i l l  because i t  i s  highly  o f f e n s i v e  to the 
t r a d i t i o n s  of  in d iv id u a l  freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upon which ■ 
the S ta t e  o f  Alaska was b u i l t .  These concepts hold that an indiv idual  
should be f r e e  to choose a course of  act ion as long as that choice 
does not adverse ly  a f f e c t  the r ig h ts  o f  others.

The d ec is ion  to wear a seat  b e l t  i s  such a choice.  Whatever the 
arguments f o r  or against  seat b e l t s ,  indiv iduals  a f f e c t  only 
themselves when they make that choice.  Therefore,  they should be free  
to make t h e i r  own d ecis ions  and to accept the personal consequences of  
those d e c is io n s .  These ideas r e f l e c t  the p r i n c ip l e s  of  l imited 
government and in d iv id u a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans ch erish .

There i s  a f a r  b e t te r  option to p ro tec t  Alaskans than a law which 
t r i e s  to p ro tec t  them by taking away t h e i r  freedom of ch oice .  That 
option is  education about the merits o f  seat b e l t s  and tr a in in g  on how 
to use them properly.  A program o f  education adheres to the t r u e s t  
meaning of  American democracy wherein government persuades i t s  
c i t i z e n s  rather than coercing  them. Inform the people,  then l e t  them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already p ro te c ts  those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat  b e l t s .  A la sk a 's  ch i ld  
r e s t r a i n t  law i s  e n t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  to protect our c h i ld ren ,  so we do 
not need to change i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskans l i k e  
ch i ld ren .

For these raasons, I urge you to disapprove House B i l l  167 and protect  
our shrinking personal l i b e r t i e s  from further  erosion.  Thank you for 
considering my l e t t e r ,  and please  . . .  l e t  those who ride  decide!

S in c e r e ly ,

Stre

Name

/1

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am w rit in g  ‘ vou to express my opposition to House B i l l  167, which 
mandates the use of seat  b e l t s  by motor v e h ic le  d r i v e r s  and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed t th is  b i l l  because i t  is  h ighly  o f f e n s i v e  to the 
t r a d i t i o n s  f individual freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  upor. which 
the State of Alaska was b u i l t .  These concepts hold that an indiv idual  
shoul i be free ’o choose a course of act ion as long as that choice 
does not i l v e r s e l y  a f f e c t  the r ig h ts  of  others.

The ie< * • wear a seat belt  i s  such a choice.  Whatever the
arguments : : r against seat b e l t s ,  individuals  a f f e c t  only
themselves when •hey make that choice.  Therefore,  they should be free  
to make *he:r v. decisions and to arcept the personal consequences of 
those ieo i s i o n s . 1'hese ideas r e f l e c t  the p r i n c ip l e s  of  l imited  
goverumen• r - : ‘. iv idual  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans cherish .

There : 'a :  ■ • • • er option to protect Alaskans than a law which
t r i o s  • • ’ hem by taking away t h e i r  freedom of  choice.  That
op* <■ |m, • : 11 about t lie merits of  seat b e l t s  and t r a i n in g  on bow
t usi • : • < pr p er ly .  A program of education adheres to the ‘ rue t 
meaning : Aner;<an democracy wherein government persuades i t s  
c i t i r c -  s • r  • •• • ‘•-in coercing them. Inform the people,  then let them 
dec i .

Fur* ■ . i -.a law already p ro te c ts  those who are too young to
makt •: :nt • :  noice about wearing seat  b e l t s .  A la s k a 's  c h i l  i
r< 1 : ‘ aw > u t i r e l y  s u f f i c i e n t  to protect  our ch i ld re n ,  w. we dc
not • ■ * i • ,• g. i t .  House B i l l  167 would t r e a t  a l l  Alaskan'- l ike
chi 1 : v n

1 n ' ! ' < ■ < •  :c  r . I urge you to disapprove House B i l l  167 and protect 
on" • r • _ .er*. ijtal l i b e r t i e s  from further  erosion.  Thank you for 
con*. . ~ '.I **er,  and ple ase  . . .  l e t  those who r ide  dee Lie t

d /*JL



Dear Senator /'LZ'/t&

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 107, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adve-sely affect the rights of others.

The decision tc wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r tr against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is . :'v. better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tri*>s • ; r * •t  * them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt i •’ !(:. at ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to ;r perlv. A program of education adheres to the truest
m*. r ;• : American democracy wherein government persuades its
tit - than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec:d< .

Fur*. •• • * . ‘ i -Ka law already protects those who are too young to
mat*' •• i " r~‘- : hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
res*- ir* « s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
n * : • ' o c  it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like



Dear Senator

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed ’ ' t his bill because iL is highly offensive to t lie 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should f ‘">e to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no’ adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r v  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a iar heater option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • *r • them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option rdueat ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •>! American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens :<V her *̂ -ar. coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ; Ir.

Furthorn. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain- '.aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
no* need - hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiIdren.

For ? best reasons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering ny letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i n c e r e l y ,

O J lA & C, C
Name

S tr e e t

City, State, Z $  Code



Dear Senator

I am writing U  vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed t this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the Slafe o r Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free t.o choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does riot adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protec, them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt:or is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rvher than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i le,

Fur'hornier* . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
mak* -m ini muni (hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law i- entirely sufficient t:o protect our children, so we do 
not ■'* . i r change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
c h i  i  . i r o n .

Fo: * hex •* i.- *::s. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons : ! ; inc mv letter, and M e a s e  ••• let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

<ame /  /I

Street

I'itv, SAto, Zip Code ^ /



Dear Senator £<r

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does :io* adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government m i  individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a • a: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries * :r te ‘ them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt i v ; .-iucation about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
t use •••on properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning o! American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizen-' ra'her ’ ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i .

Furth. more. Alaska law already protects those who arr too young to 
make m  ini m e !  choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain: 1uv is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not. need ‘ • nnge it. House Bill 167 would treat all A laskans like
chi: i m n .

For host y. is ns. i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sr.r inking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons. :• -;-'c m- > t ‘er, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i o<fereV, 5
Name 7----- - f

StreetA-Ach A-fc.
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice aboul wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to rhnngo it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi i dren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
tnose decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government, and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec idn .

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
nor. need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi idren.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from furtner erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

a h c h -  a . k r

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A  6  <?o J

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does nor. adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
them- ’ves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
tl cisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited
gc ni anti individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are toe young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1 iren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator y

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opticn to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an. informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint Law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not. need t. change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
ch ildren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties com further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

& J .  /Ik
Street



Dear Senator of

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

City, State, Zip Cod



Dear Senator c f

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not: adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is educati-.i about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 Iren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Sonatoi /7/ //> /

I am writi- to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to nake their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There- .s a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries fo pr fee! ! hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt i l- ■ •‘•icat ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra‘her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i d p .

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • hinge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
cli i 1 xlrnn .

For *ho.sr «-» isons, I urge you tc disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

S t r e e t

} v ~ / / u \aJ  / J /<

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator 4 <f
I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is h.ghly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-’■esponsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use "hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather thrn coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. A'aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an in formed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chiIdren.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

r\-f- 0  l/c, , fcvz
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A t , J

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I air opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does rot adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option tc protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us,- them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Fur'hem r, . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an interned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res. rain- aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not reed. • hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrink-mj personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... lei those who ride decide!

c

Sincerely.

Name

sTb ft h A ± t^ _ iL
St. reet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /i-sat a

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 16?, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and engers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does nor. adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use .hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 dre:i.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our -d: ;• i :ii 11 g personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons id:< : : ng ny letter, and [’lease ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

C d b L i-x  f~)c 0 1C U  f - b e 1 *'— '

Name

3 S S T )  LaJ . ? )  u nc-tn ( l J l i f / Z
Street

/4*-v..A A i d  c> c> 5  / f _______
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senat or

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the StaLe of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not .dversely affect the rights of others.

The decision : • wear a seat belt, is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 

make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a rar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trios to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti.-n is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather fhan coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furfh. r-1ore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain*: aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need * - hango it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1. 1 run.

For these reason-'. 1 urge you to disapprove H o u s e  Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not. adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
govot•union! m.l individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'i American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
deci do .

Furt lie nn. rt . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
mak< or. ini rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain? . :w is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
no' tved • banco it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chil iron.

For r- 's.-us. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our --Itinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering -iy l e ’ t e r ,  and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator S L & f *  *

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should bo free r .> c hoose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not inversely affect the rights of others.

The do- is; n; to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect onlv 
themselves whet: they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make ‘heir >wn lecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those derisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government md individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Th,;r< is i : a: b e  ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect tnem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti r: : education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to us. •hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American democracy wherein government pe~ jades its 
citizens r.i'her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i do.

Kurthorner* . Al iska 1 iw  already protects those who are too young to 
maki in in! m e d  .hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not re*. 1 • tiangi it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi iJren.

For M ie s ,  r. -is'iis. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cor.siJ-'ring n. letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S in c e r e ly ,cm  hnwfti

A tk V i f \- k . cH S o h-
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / I J s e  I'

1 an writ in g  to vou to express my opposition to House B i l l  167, which 
mandates the use o f  s eat  b e l t s  by motor v e h i c l e  d r iv e r s  and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed to t h i s  b i l l  because i t  is  h ighly  o f f e n s i v e  to the 
traditions of individual freedom and s e l f - r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  u p o * which 
the State of Alaska was b u i l t .  These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of  act ion as long as that choice 
does adverse.y a f f e c t  the r ig h ts  of  others.

Tin• d ecis ion  ' • wear a seat b el t  is such a choice .  Whatever the? 
arguments ; : r jg a i n st  seat b e l t s ,  indiv iduals  a f f e c t  only
themselves when they make that choice.  Therefore,  they should he free  
to make their wn d ecis io ns  and to accept the personal consequences of 
those le t  is ions. These ideas r e f l e c t  the p r i n c ip l e s  o f  l imited  
government md individual r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  which Alaskans cherish .

The:- •- . • i: '''or option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tv .  - s ’ ; ; ’ > • 'hem by taking away their freedom o f  ch oice.  That 
opt : :• - vdui.it -u about the merits of seat b e l t s  and t r a i n in g  on how
to 'ivm properly. A program of education adheres to t,ic truest 
me.V’irc ‘ oeri an democracy wherein government persuades its
r:* ;:>v f-an coercing then. Inform the people,  then let them

Fur’ . r . ’• tssk.i law already protects those who are  too young to
main v • •• 1 ho ice about wearing seat b e l t s .  A la s k a 's  child
restraint aw s e n t i r e l y  sufficient to p ro tec t  our ch i ld ren ,  so we do
not :iu i * "angi it. House Bill 167 would treat, a l l  Alaskans tike

F r :• v  ris. I urge you to disapprove House B i l l  167 and protect

del t

ch i I i

S in c e r e ly ,

Name

City, State, Zip Code



Dear- Sena tot

1 int writing to vou to express ny opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State -f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The derision ’ > wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments i r .r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
therr.se Ives when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to makj their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those iecisiors. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government an.! individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trier to pr feet :hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
op* i v: is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use t ru n- properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean'tig ■: Amer ican democracy wherein government persuades its 
citicens r f  her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them

Fur the:r* r . Alaska law already protects those who are too young t.o 
made •• m e :  -hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res*-,.-.* law : entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no’ * : • hinge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For * osi :• tsor.s. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

dec i it .

child

S in c e r e ly ,

7 d d n  f . t e b t o i u  C \Q
St reet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / 4 ^ o v  &

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f>r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and tc accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government ind individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries * protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opci education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citterns rathe: than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
deei d o .

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf-rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
<.est.:‘ain? iaw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not. need * ■ change it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i1Jron.

For ’hose reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

St reet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /4j£,rj q

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upo. which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does rot adversely affect the rights of others.

The dt>' is ion wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments t r r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should 1e free 
to make their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries ’ protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt: •- edueat m  about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to ’.s- them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 1 American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rv't r than coercing them. Inform the people, then let. them 
dec i it .

Furthermore. A.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
mak* e rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res* • : : ;w s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not i * :*.g< it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi id**'’*',.

For r o s < r*.isons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking pe-sonal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
eons i b : ng " I ’, letter, and please . . .  let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

Ayp.

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A  4 , . /

I am writing to vou to express my opposition tc House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed tv- this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions >f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does r..it adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever t.he 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Tnere is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather rban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who arc too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ‘ ■ change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiIdren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si ncerelv,



Dear Sena r i.'i* s 4 - 4 4  C /
I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a :ar be'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trie.- *c protect : hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt i m  is .-ducat ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra*her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too ycung to 
make ar: ini rned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint --v is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not : - ban go it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi i ir- r .

For • est r- asor.s, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our rriukrg personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing t o vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not. adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us. rhem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra'her 'ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make .in inf 'Tied choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restfi::r r* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not m-o.l • bulge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi limn.

For Most reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our >: rinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons: lor*.tig r.- letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Sr reet

city, state, Lip uoae



Dear Senator Arsptgr?

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State, of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a rat better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trios to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need *.o hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi!iron.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si ncerely,

Name

Street '

cTt^s^ftatirr"ZipCode



Dear Senator I P C  |4- - ^ W ^ O Q  Q

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *o protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
tc use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citirons ra*her than coercing them. Inform the people, then lot them 
dec i do.

Furthermore. Alaska law already proLects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alrskaas like
chi 1dren.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator fY) 1 fC?J- o OJZ)

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the. use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not n'T'd • change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 drer..

For 'host reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... Let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

jW  1 S 7 X  u t f a k . /• , i k
Street

r/ <i>3o _____________________
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young t.o 
make an inf rtned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not ne.f'.i • • hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi i iron.

For * hest re asons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv Letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing t.o vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandate • the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the Stace of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themsel.’es when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries ! protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us*' ‘hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ->f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citirons rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec icie.

Furthern.-re, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inforne! choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, sc we do 
not need • har.gf it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i i drep..

For • r- isons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons : iering :r- letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

P.O- &>K U jJ s K l-
Street

A  a  a /, / r -  ? m 3
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the U3e of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
mako an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ,ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zip Code



D
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat beits by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill beca ise it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedoi.i and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing teat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties ftom further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

r . O  S o /
Street

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on hov 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens r?ther than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaske law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protec our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treut all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidel

Sincerely,

" " 7  ./> __________ - '• ■
Name '

Street

.
)■ j /*.
. fr*

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed tc this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responslbllity upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the me-lts of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would tteat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

Street
#



8672 a m



Dear Senator ( s\A /£■

I am writing to you to express my opposition to Housr. Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat beltr by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
'■.hemselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
tlose decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking iway their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits o^ seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these .-easons, I urge you to disapprove house Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Deai. Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
thtmselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. Tb *se ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belt3. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, ana please ... let those who ride decidel .

Name

Sincerely,

I
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ( yO( ,̂ C4Q>

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of Americnn democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing tht_m. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wear.ng seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
V i  4A>/\ J-'

Name O'

» p ) o  X Awe
Street

/ I  S J c h
City, State, Zip Code



A J i  r C '

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
♦■raditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Info.m the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who arc too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat b<*lts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

K.. 1111 >

a t
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator U l d e L

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska,

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed rhoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

^ n . . u X _
C

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



L'

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to ure them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street
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Dear Senator / / t W ^

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and pas '̂ iige-s 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thera is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already'protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... 1 *r. those who ride decide!

children

i



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidel

I
Sincerely,

Name 1 ^
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a chcice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ratnar than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let thos^ who ride decide!
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action a.i long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, ̂

if. 7 0 \  M
Street
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

Fcr these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidel



Dear Senator ( /

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motOL vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and yelf-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an in> ividual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that ch>ice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidel
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the .̂ tate of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibili*-y upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the persona’ consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, chen let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

H n h S  ~ T , U f X y A  -
ame /
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protoct them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to uso them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

U Q d M A a  L L
Name

Street



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

♦

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat h^lt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arg"ments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of see'-, belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street
'(be*
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Dear Senator _

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

Tho decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... lc . those who ride decide!

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ( s\A

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat b Its, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

  ^
Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator f7tX

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to chocse a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts anu training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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■



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too yourig to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidel

Sincerely,SXm 'f ■ *
Name
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themsejves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to mako their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

• children

Sincerely,
i



Dear Senator (a a )i'>~0~Z'-

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely tufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator (A

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program f education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 

• children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidet



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adhere** to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades it3 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 16/ would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers ar 1 passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

• children.

Sincerely,
f I

Name

'P fr tr . rot ic
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thera is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the nerits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

• children.

Street



Dear Senator ( Xa JT̂ Ô '

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For thesB reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide I

Sincerely,

Name

Street
30- c J L e r s - ,  P t£ -
Street- '



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ridB decide!

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and 3elf-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of Arierican democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill i67 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

• children.

Sincerely,



Dear Senator L U O l

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
doe3 not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

Tor these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

Cit. .

Str



Dear Senato

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option co protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use thorn properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rat!ar than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

> children

Sincerely,

Name

Street



Dear Senator

I im writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mat.dates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
thosa decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those uho ride decide!

Sincerely,

s ' / v s : ' -  / /  /
Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
thenselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide I

Sincerely

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator $  ^  ^ £  °_ 0

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
maka an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

$  e g  i  a k  £  cn  ,.s * 3  -  ^
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A In n o d
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidel

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing'seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidef

• children.

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which . 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

City, State,'Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect. Alaskans than a law which 
trie.- •• protect then by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
optiu is education cbout the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra*her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furt i>.m: r-.. '• 1 aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make a; vmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res-rain* 1 iw s ent irely sufficient to protect, our children, so we do 
not ! • 'Mugi it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For • - is us, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
on: ' rg personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
con-• :v ;• 'ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

City, State. Zip Code



Dear Senater a c?

i am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to t.his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision r.o wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their "'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to u.si them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning nf American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an interned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i Idrer..

For *liese reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator /) 6 {7 a J

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to I his bi^l because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should he free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt: is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for >r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries tc protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use rhem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citicons rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i do.

Furthernu rt . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain- law i.s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not n*ed • range it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
clii Idron.

For * ' ''"e reasons. 1 urge you t.c disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i ncerely,

Name

Street

^  Lr,  9 95 7
CltV, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator wA-£ /7r A

I am writing to von to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions ■'! individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is -j tar be' t.er option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries tc protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt: •: is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young tc 
make at: informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law ;s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not neon r range it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi idren.

For • hese reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my Setter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S ineerely,

Name

U /  y > / / t / i a o r . Q K  9 9 j > /
City, State, Zip Code



l-'̂ i

Dear Senator A A g c  4 ^

I am writing Lo vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a :a: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt:.':: : ~ education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain’- i-iw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ; -hango it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For those •• u- -ns, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons! Triug my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

C\SL{ ( \1 L P - K .
Street

(Ml.
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senatorr 4 <r<r cA

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiIdren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fai better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to ■‘he truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuadis its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ’ ■ Imngc it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi I.iren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si 1

Name

Street



Dear Senator AJtrs /

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to Home Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State ■>!' Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far heater option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use inem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of .American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain: 'aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ? ■ !. m.go it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi idren

For *hese reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consideri g my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator
<7

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and pa* 'engers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be tree to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever thc- 
arguments for or against seat, belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is i far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seac belts. Alaska’s child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiIJren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

~P.q - rVboA ̂
Street

I\*n k V^.<\SL ^
City, State, Ztfg) cide



Den?- Senator

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State,of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The vierisi.ri : • wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r >r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i ■- a • i: bef ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to list then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra*her 'ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ar. lor -mol choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint v* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not nood • h.ingo it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 dree.

For ' s* :• is tv-. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
conr '-ring mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

k m  /  / 3  / J )
Name (

P. O  7?  ro y  9  T  V  :e»
Street

t l A  1
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /}

1 am writ ini’ to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State cf Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be’ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt i on is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i lie.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ar informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res ‘ tvi -.r r. ; entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not p > ! ’ u.cp it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi. iron.

For 1''pse r- isons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cor.-: bring my Setter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Marne

St reet

' f l - K  f f p
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator Af- /isa/s

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the Stale of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it. is highly offensive to the 
tradit ions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State •; Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does a •' - se ly affect the rights of others.

The decision » wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
argument* :■ • r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
t.hems*-Ives when 'hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to male th. ir vn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. 1'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government ind individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thett : > ‘ i- '''ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries •• • hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That,
opt • u- eduoat. n about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to u«* 'hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American democr.cy wherein government persuades its 
citi.-.fs : .'her r ban coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
dec i le.

Furr-* cm.'ie. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
mak* inf rme.i noice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
rest ’.a s. entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no' »'• * i * ! u.ge it. House Bill 107 would treat all Alaskans like
chi Id-* n .

For •} . .-* : • json-j, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sr-:-ink ing personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering ny let'er, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incere ly ,

f e s l u r y  C o c ^ r U / y g . ___________
Name ^

Q'avi 5 - b -
S tree t  Vj I

Andhoraqc, clc1503-
City, State, Code



Dear Senator /-h-0 0 &

1 an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed t this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free * choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision * wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect only
then.-' Ives when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
goverunen' rvi individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Ther* ■. s ■ •, *t or option to protect Alaskans than a law which
ttj* ■ * • ‘ hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
op'i du.a'ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to ‘hen r: r-riy. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning • Aru-r: an democracy wherein government persuades its

• *■ * ‘ m  coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec * t .

Fer?'> : • . 1 tsj;a law already protects those who are too young to
mak< : hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
res'- -• uw :- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not • ’ i - i :« it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi I iron

For • csf • i- I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our -rinking -.ors’nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons : > r i "K ‘fer, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

N imo

— # q . d h  ft-
St reet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing t, vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed f ' r his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State f Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision r r wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for <r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when rhey make that choice. Therefore, they should be frep 
to make their wn decisions and to .accept the personal consequences of 
those dec isi us. Ihese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
governne::’ and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thoi ' is .. • ' o'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries 1 •••- ?e -t -hem by taking away their rceedom of choice. That
opt:'- is v'on about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us them pr perly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit icons ra’-hor r ban coercing them. Triform the people, then let them 
dec i do.

Fur• hein re. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • iar.pi it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For those :• isons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
cur shrinkvg personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons id« v : io'ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator O'o

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These cjncepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r <r against seaL belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thor«’ i< i t.i: he* ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • ;-r t e< 1 ’hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt:?:, is educition about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us*.- • hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ?f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit -ens ra* her * ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let t hem 
dec i .1* •.

Furthermore. Al. ska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an ini rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint iw entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net . : • h iuu< it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i i drut .

For * os.- r.s, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our -drinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons’.:• tine mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incerely,

& < = ry g P d T c ?
Street

■ ^  # 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Serial.or

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for >r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government wd tniividual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Ther. a fir be ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trios nr foot, them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* ’hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citircns ra'her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec id* .

Fur* horn r< . *. 1 a-fca law already protects those who are too young to 
make an ini-mod 'noice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
r e s ’ : - .  ”* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no' : * ' no,tr it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For • -* :> is us. f urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our uriuk n; personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cor..-i • l r’ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

y

Lty, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing * ' ou to express my opposition to House Bill 16", which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaskc.

I am opposed tc this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State >: Alaska was buil . These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a ccurse of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision f ' wear a seat. b>lt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat beits, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make tlia . choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be"ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to pr tect !hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * 'hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For t i ose reasons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consj 1 r:ng my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

ch: l.lren.

St rcet

City, State. Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing t *• vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mantial.es the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f o r  or  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
Lo US' ?hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra’her 'hen coercing them. Inform the people, then jet them 
dec irio .

Furthum-.'’‘e• Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf' rned 'hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need *o ■-range it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi ] ilren.

For these re is.-us, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
ou? shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

, State, Zi^/CodeCity



y \ A  / rye  ■><

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already'protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street
'T f .V L s L  / X  /?/>

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senat

I am writing t. vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am oppose: r his bill because it. is highly offensive to the 
trad i * •' ons f .niividual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
Lite state . a.a ka was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
shoui be f-oe t choose a course of action as long as that choice 
don.- • • . r-.-.rse '• affect the rights of others.

The If', is: ■ wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
argument.' ! . r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselvt' when * hoy make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make ‘he r ->vn iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
th sc iec; -:.ms. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
gov?rumen* • i individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a -.lr - fter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trio.' - : to t hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
op' ■ : * on*-:.ip about the merits of seat belts and training :n how

roporlv. A program of education adheres to tho * .-uest 
meaning : o.r democracy wherein government persuades its
Pi * r - " •’ ‘ ' ’ban coercing them. Inform the people, then le" them 
do- ... .

Fu- • n. ;••• . law already protects those who are too young to
make •: . hoice about- wearing seat belts. Alaska's chi hi
r e r r  ' :» - unLirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
nor reel • ^ it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i'dn - .

Fo: '. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our - personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
Co* - <■’ :• ’!•• *"er, and nlease ... Let those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,
# 1  —  j/ (

i ‘ 1 l •' 1 w
Name f /

c '< / ■ t I . i': t - kf'p
St reet

' < / / / '  - */
City, State,!Zip Code



Dear Senator rnircu k & o t ' o

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sir

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ~Hj"L dat^u
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let tnem 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

tv, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ,/y//!y/ /nDtfcUp

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, St



Dear Senator / 4 Jĉ  f/bou‘i
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so •>e do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
s ”

Name
■ r

/ G ' l .  7  (:> 'fyl Lt J.

Strqet
' W

7  7 * z r  7

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /f'Ct ic/u

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Rill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the Stai.e of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals effect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

City, State,*£ip Code



Dear Senator A -3

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of se •*: belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alas1; .

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rathe; than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

A - U Y l Z - f t M  <A a S < ’0 ' B
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a. seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, ’’hen let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

3 5 )  5  S /-
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Dear Senator it/If AfteaP
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the

the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which

oureet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / / D/J/) ■ /•

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by Laking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

5/6 uj. 7'>
Street
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Dear Senator ' T A ' V c V i  n i o n r r L

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free tc choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat bolt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they shoulu be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opticn to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them b\ taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat bolts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those \ .o are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 world treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove Ho se Bill 167 and protect

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator V A v U V i  clbrfC  ̂

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt, is such a choice. What eve i the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limiLed 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect tnem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chiIdren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

< 9 t U o J j  (5 i j t h  _
Name

Street

o i f Y  V \ , f^\r c i'<7 . S 0 /
City, State, Zip Code



(VDear Senator [ 'V ,

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away thei freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was bu!lt. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For tnese reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Coded kl. -- -— ^1
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Dear Senator f f l t ,  4

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such i. choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ratiier than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let/ffHdse who ride decide!

’  X V O  L V .  / Q  —
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Dear Senator ytlii&k. CLbccd :

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street



\ \  \v-T I lVsDear Senator ’ ' \ Ai.v V\-f r

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
<r

Name
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I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Dear Senator

iy.

Name
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Dear Senator IftM ĈL̂l>-<y-(T-z-

I am writing to you to express my opj. tsition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name
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Dear Senator  / / ) r C j !  /] &  Q i Q

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Eill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincere/ly,

Street

A b ' C / J /f/c- ? 9 ~s
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator f t & V b

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, w' h 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passe. i t s  
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

v1 <• fit. cj 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator fl£CZV

I am writing to you to express, my opposit on to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator Pi&X'O
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Rill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law whicn 
tries to protect then by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 ana protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibilitv upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that ». individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as t at choice 
docs not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a s .t belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual respcnsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking .way their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of scat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restra nt law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not ne, t to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

S T  /£,.,/ c -r  i /  J-:
Name

^  2  R o *  V  7  7
Street

^ I h  l
Citv, State, Zip Code ^



Dear Senator /"//S'f ̂ ^

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ratner tnan coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat, all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, ZTp Code



5566 SSTA



Dear Senator

1 am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandctec the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts bold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the oersonal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the princ.ples of limited 
government and individual responsibility which ‘.laskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government Dersuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom a.id self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Tnere is a far better option to protect Alaskans ♦‘ban a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opticn is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lette’", and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / m v h

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within Lhe State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
^radit^ons of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concept hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans 11ke 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

’ C.r .r , j vK i ̂
Name

Street

C _  ......   .



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action ac iong as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fir better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of cnoice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

c  ___________
Name

//•p.- j,-..,-. r / __________
Street

^  A K  ■"/ 9 r L~ /
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates t. use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

— L - u  11 Witz.— l2V -V -C ..n
Name

v v i  f* n'tl?r-i
Street( A A (-* Clk
City, State, Zip Cĉ ie



f

Dear Senator / 4 / W c l

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and p.ssengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
t3.„..e decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans ’ike 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to oisapprove House Bill 367 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

j j o y____
Street

City, State, Sip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator /  v*1

I am writing to you to express my opposition to Ho\ se Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle dr vers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of otheio.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades i's 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerplv,

Name /

Street

A k  cr r 7 ( c/
City, State/ Zip Code



Dear Senator A r t u r  \ <

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

7 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-respcnsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat be.'t is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young t̂  
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street



Dear Senator

I arr writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
vithin the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
de -ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are Loo young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r *r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trn - i ' pr tect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
ops i Is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to ’•hem pr-’perly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
liie.i: irg •: An*;:; an democracy wherein government persuades its 
cil icons ;-a- in • ’ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec idc-.

Furlht-more. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make .: ini rmivi choice about, wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
r e s r i s  entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
ncr •’ i • hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i 1 ; r* r .

Fo- 1.1 it.-:?-. -• i- r.s. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
con'1 ;■ -•* >*-ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name T H O r i  fti

b T R A T T O H  Q R CUS
St reet

A n q - u A k  q q ^ o-7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator Q O Ufi

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within tr.e ^tale of Alaska.

1 am opposed T t this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
doe= vr adversely affect the rights of others.

The iecisi u: t ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for 'r against seaL belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
governmen* and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a •'ar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tri-~ pr tec:* them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt- is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to ust them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens y -.‘ h< r t iian coercing tiiem. Inform the people, then let them 
dec-ns .

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make n  inf -mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
rPj.. . . s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not ksgi iL. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi. :r- .

For these reas ns, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

f & X U z -  to:vW L » xv  ? K. o £
Street

m t c . A K  ° / cr s ' o c/
City, State, Zip Code



I

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
dees not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opti'V' is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use •hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather t han coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an int •rned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res*. - ■» in? lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • range it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 Iren.

For tij.-st reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons i >!• r: ng :r: letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator IVDTCH /US>CL»o^

1 am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of o’.hers.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat, belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their fre dom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

3G  'if
Street

City, State, Zip Code



1 am writing t.o vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use cf seat belts by motor vehicle dr'vers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
th State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
sin iid be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
doe not adversely affect the rights of others.

The ocision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
irgun:ants for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when t hoy make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make I heir own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibi1ity which Alaskans cherish.

There is a in; better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is -duration about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
dec i lie.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net i ‘ ban go it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi I Iror.

For ’!>’>- reasons. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consigning letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Dear Senator m  i M v  ^  £ C ( 1

Street

Ale ^  C',^1
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator IT l i - f o k  f \  l)c(rifij

1 an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and patsengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed 'o this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t 1 wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f'r or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those iecisions. 'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individua responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i«= = ‘.a: bcter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • : r re t them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opti v  is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning >f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra'her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i lie.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint ia* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not u-. * * "..iugo it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i ! dr*u>.

For he-> reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our -dir miking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consi b ring my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

St reel



Dear Senate

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not idverse'v affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
argumer. s for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to mal.a their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fa: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint 'aw i~ entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need f • change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi Idvn.

For * iv so reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv lefter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing ' vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the iso of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed *his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions :f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State • Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision * wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments r r r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and. individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is . ‘a: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • pr te. r ' hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
op: i n’ is .’due it i n about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us. ’ |;< n properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning >• American democracy wherein government persuades its 
ci t i ,'cv s r-v her ’ ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them

Furtnerm-r". A.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an ini mod :hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res* •-nr* ... - entirely sufficient to protect our children, so wo do
not re.- 1 ' * r g* it. House Rill 167 would treat, all Alaskans like

1 ;• • • s. f. is , t urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

dec i i*~.

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



IXvir V-nnf.r j(jl)n f)(

I am writing to von to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the y»a?o of Alaska.

J am opposed • 'his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the S'ate ■*. Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free • ' choose a course of action as long as that, choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f : r against seat belts, individuals affect only
t honsi ! when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make 'heir wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those io< i-iors. These ideas reflect tie principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is t * a* berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trit * nr ft t them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
opt: • s ‘ iu i* ;on about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to us* 'hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning : American democracy wherein government persuades its 
ci t. i n.ens- -rher * han coerci-g them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec: !• .

Fur'h*rm* . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make in inf rned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res' - lie' ! iw is entirely sufficient to protecc our children, so we do 
not \ o-.ci it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi: !•■■"»*.

F' r * ' ■ *• • - is v>. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
ou: • m-g personal libert ies from further erosion. Thank you for
veil' : < • a- ■ •ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

 U 3 *   C : t  ■
Street

I ^ a_c I\ j >±Ck CA> . l \  f< 
r.ity, State, Zip'tode



Dear Senator

t am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposeu to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should bo free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
doec not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government ind individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trio:; >>r tort them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens r r her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let. them 
dec i Jo.

Furthermore. Alaska law ali^ady protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint ’aw is entirely sufficient t:o protect our children, so we do 
not need * ■ hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For < hrs* r* i<v’ns. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering rr letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

c h i  1

Sincerely,

Name
. O

Street

City, State, Zip Code



i air. writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against scat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those dec is i o is. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i < a - »: bo*'or option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trios • i: to i •hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us. them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean:r.g of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec i i< .

Furt rr.u • . Al/i.-.ka law already protects those who are too young to 
make in inf med choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
resTu in* <» is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
no' ' • k-v.gi it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi' •••-

For *huso as ns. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our • - personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
con**; •" • letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

IJ J l *  f  r
Name

S o C r / ' i e s  /-
St reet

*'/ 4 / 7 ? f o  V
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A - £ *r  f t

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator / b a jjk k .

I an writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
Lraditiens of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built, 'hese concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no*- adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use * hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furtherin '!' . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* 'aw i- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not rn * ! * hinge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering rv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

child:

Street

ty, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi l.iren.

For these reasons, J urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator Q k c 'jS L

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly ofrensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training i how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest, 
meaning of American democracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, Stiite, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by notor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Th'.refore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept tne personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choi™ about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint 1 • ’.a entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
pot need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chiIdren.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect; 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, t

^ 3 c'c ' - Z f o x c C c c  s T  /V.
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / • ! /  • '/: y  / )

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



B i y  i m i  i hi  w

Dear Senator

I am writing to you to ass my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat, celts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. Tnat 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let then 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

' T t ' t  &  1 A,
Name

j’ .. .

Stieet

H P /  h -  '  • s , &' ~ l— i  i -•/■<=_ — — :-------- >City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away tl eir freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

iX / M t -S .U . d * y, —Name y

Street

 LL _______________
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator t i l a  0

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

t. > o vjt. 2

S'reet
^  Is ‘ O I O I f

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator H fo C O

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 1 ̂ 7, which 
mandates t.he use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect tne rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat Lelt is such a choice. Whatever the 
a:guments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves whet: they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskar.s than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein go'rnrnmeit pprs.igdes its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. A'aska's child 
restrain* 1 ■ entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not r i.ge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chil'.ri_

For thes>. reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, .
t c /

Name

Street f,

HcCtbZAtr, / U r l i K A  •??$
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education abmt the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the peopLe, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sfnceifely,

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator [ ■ I f X c D

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to tie 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibi1ity upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein governmert persuades its 
citizens ’ ^r than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. There concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

325{?unwcriE sr. Apr. J -tX
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect. Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government, persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protec*s those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about, wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protec: 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Same

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator i~̂ < ' 'f ''

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State rc Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of ethers.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for ^r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their -'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect tn m by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name



Dear Senator ( X l x c J

I an writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill It which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and pa. engers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to uisapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

0 b
Street



Dear Senator f\ f  f ) f  I

I an writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to chjose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidt?!

Sincerely,

/ r f if t c * .  r 7, r r - /
Name '

Street

City, State, Zip Cdcie



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government nersuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law ir entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

f/ cJ.,<
Name

P  t/ v-y1 i I
Street

a - ' v A  d b
City, State, Zip Code

I



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold t.hat an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of chiice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and txaining on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely-,,/c
< r

- s f/c  C C
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator 0

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

3 ( tfO C sW L . gy. ________
Street

tArAJC j/Q fiL A 6 r6 r AK .
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of oth_rs.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their cwn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator M T Q
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain! law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 aid protect 
our shrinking persona] liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name ( /  /

f t p  /a J . 3 - / 6
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to dis.- pprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the

Sincerely,

4- ^
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Deal* Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an i dividual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lettir, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I an: opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

St

Nai

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away the'r freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, .hen let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street
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Dear Senator A a c r o
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a sjat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or again? seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training cn how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades irs 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, whicli 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to *-his bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Therr is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat: all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

l a & g a  5 r m A
Street
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Dear Senator A m

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far bptter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street
(j

eet a
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Dear Senator A£Ct_D_
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an iniormed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... lot those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 157 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name /

f o - i ( W  ______________
Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make t1 ’r own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those d' ns. These ideas reflect the principles of limited
governr d individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is - far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government oersuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint If i is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please .. et those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name '  /

Street

f lv d ' r tfc . 99SSL -J
City, State/Zip Code



Dear Senator \VSr» Pcvo\<.

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

C- V- o y -Co Cr-v*. i
u Sincerely,
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them proper1;,. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing Inem. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's chili 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
<Tw*V CVS art P,
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Dear Senator

I am v/riting to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the j of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to Disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
c ‘

Name

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator f  J  ( /£ *tl

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy therein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

$
Nam^
CjlO'f OM l i l  $  0
Street

City, State, Zip Co«le



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was buiJt. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Dear Senator (spr (a _____________:

Sincerelv
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Dear Senator \^\ \\ t k \  DP'O^qL ' :

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those whc are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Q L L e r o K  *Pe
Name

R l i M - l i o  R■ JOrA
Street

E?.AFE>,A K. 1
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Snnnt rr

I am writing f «> you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision ' ' wear a sea: belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against <eat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their' own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is i la:      y' I 11 to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by • iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ’he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American .temporary wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather ’ban coer- ing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects tnose who are too vpung to 
make an informed ho ice ab.'ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is «y  irely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * rhnnct House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

For thes» re-as urg« 'u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking >u-v im! ,tburfios from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons i do r i no my and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/»-̂ 'v 7? /?' t> O ' v
Name

J  /  3  *1 ^  ^  ) A c<s - y  _____
Street /

J L  9 ? ’T O *
City, State, hip Code



Dear S e n a to r A Jim
I ain writing to vou > < express i.iy opposition Lo House Bill 16/, which 
mandates the use of seat he Its by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State > f Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because il is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adverse1.;.' affec f 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make ‘hat choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better ?pt:-n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries f* protect ‘hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education .»!''•••* ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them proper'v. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning Am*'"’ .n *> • >c" '.'herein government persuades it-
citizens rathe- * nan -l er mig them, inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore-. A .ass.a .aw a ready protects those who are too young t.
make an inf mod : :■ V’ nit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law .» irulv sufficient to protect our children, sc we do
not need • -hung* . f! iv? Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1 dree

For thus* -• is v'.s, 1 ' re- ••• *u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking "it! liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
consider rz !•' *f-r. an' please ... let those who ride decide!

A <"C ab- <\4
City, State, dip Code



Dear Senator ... -JLiA-JLL

I am writing * 1 yen ’e express my opposition to House Bill 16", which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed ‘ • this rill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free f ho'sc a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adver ■ ‘v affect 'he rights of others.

The decisi ui > w.ar i sin' belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when * key nake that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make »ho*i- 'wr, it-; is ions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a la: ‘■■ ••• r 'pr i >n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to proter* by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is educa:. u about ’he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A ; r gram of education adheres to the * tues! 
meaning • -!>»••• Up.' , y whom in government persuades : * s
citizens r ■ * .. to: ug them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furtherm v . A .i-- , law i1 ready protects those who are too young to
make an inf r-n t : • v ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restrain* 1 ....ire] -ufficier.t to protect our children, so we do
not need • • i c* *. Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi Idrev.

For these t- »;• . urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrink • ••» • - *n-1 , liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering - !• •••:. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

St reet

City, State, Zip Code



9Dear Senator j I \QQOO_

I am writing to '*ou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle dr ivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibilitv upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their f-eeden of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and tra ning on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government, persuades its 
citizens r.ither than • • wl.ig them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too voung to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r change it. House Bill 167 would treat ill Alaskans like 
chiIdren.

For these -easons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking pt?rsonai liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv iett«_r. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, ^

' c l f i '  < < y A i r f -
Same 

Street

/JncI .  $  &
City, State, ’dip Code



Pear Senator *''■

I am writing to you to express my opoosition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is n far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to prctect them by taking awa> their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather tl.u.i v-ce.-lug u>em. Inform the people, then let them

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

dec ide.

Since-ely,

Name

Street
O C  _■> ̂  dV// t-fc fO iL     —

City, Stdtc, Zip C6de



Dear Senator $  j? & 3 iP '

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within tne State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. Th^se ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fa* better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trier to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to tne truest 
meaning of .American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Intorm the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
cl ldron.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

3 2 3 2  o c '3 ^ /7 ' c ;* ' f -
Street

City, State, lip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect tho rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. Tnat 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing thei.i. Inform Lite peopie, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

SincereIv,

. ..T v ^ ______
Name

Street

City, State, hip Code



Dear Senator ...St-A ac. ,yi

1 am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choica. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which A'askans cherish.

There is a far better option to protact Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protec. ''hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform tne people, tnen let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

SincereIv,
f \

Name \
-4.

s 3 o " S  (  V
Street

l-Avli ft \l 'COK
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather ‘bar coercing them. Inform the people, then let mem 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat oelts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to ptotect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,

/4,_
Marne

f a r  ~ (— O' ‘tvS1/5/-— c.
Street
/V/toy/ Jrc
City, State, 71 ip Code



Dear Senator M . r c ^ p  flh o rJ

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates che use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the Stare of Alaska.

I am opposed to this hill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a >~hoice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better optim to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by ' iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning u  Amp-iran ienrrracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than oer :ng them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Aiastta law a ready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • ■ -'h.ipgo H ■ ;-=e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chiIdrcn.

For these reasons. I urge -ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you For 
considering i t . lot * er. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet tnem 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill. 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator  A

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

T am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, tnen let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need t •> change it. House Bill 167 would treat ail Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties fren further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my ietter. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,

/  o O P  ( S / f c z - e ^
Name

Street

fa i r  J  uJopJ /f k  7
City, State, Zip Code



Deai- Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to matce their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of Ajnerican democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to pxotect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
ciLi^eus ruLher than coercing them, inform the people, then let tnem 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an infei-med choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/ /  f  5 5 ?  £ 4 fF U C /T
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Infunn the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

City, Stat^, Sip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upen which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of .American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet thorn 
decide.

Furthermore, Alas- law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint Law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat alL Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

SincereLy,

Street

/bicii. k t  7 j 5 Q  /
City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect th_ -ights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly, A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rallier titan coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Dear Senator ' ‘ _____ :

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The derision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all AiasKans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
/

Name

(.«
Street

/0 > I /
City, State, Zip, Code /



Dear Senator JM M 2 L Z

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protecc Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherain government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my retler, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely

 - > i
Name / ,

Street

City, State, lip Code
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive'to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or igainst seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when tl^y make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own tecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. Th^se ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

i nrnvn 1 \r

Name

City, Stat'e, Zip Code



Denr S .nator (.t w O ' C ? O

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat, belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt ’’s such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own deciaions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibili’y which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed chcice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

8 0 ^ > O  /4v<^.
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you Ii express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibilitv upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect ‘ hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein .;overnment persuades its 
citirens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient t-1 protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

 ~7~
Name /

/#<i 6 ? 3  J n
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator L v \

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am '■pposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
tradi' ions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the 3* ate of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, indi\?duals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility whi h Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their reedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of sea* belts and training on now 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then 'et them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

' U I M -

Street

City, Sta£e, p C<. de



L̂.
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opDOsed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government pp.r^tiadps its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too vouug to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, T urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerolv.9 •

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing tc you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t: wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for cr against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual resp nsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
t'ies to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, A.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing S' at belts. Alaska’s child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from furLher erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name 

Street

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect tbe righcs of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments ior or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law wnich 
tries to protect them by taking awav their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as lcng as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make zhat choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 wouLd treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street
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Dear Senator r ig i / V -  / 4 )

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bii.1 because it: is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inforn the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirelv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change ’t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name \

6 o 2 _ < - |  f < x * u A
Street

rx 0
City, State, Zip •11 w/



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride dec’de!

Sincerely,

S f a u j n *  C a s w V __________
Name
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Dear Senator If pi ( k3i\ f~T kO/D f)

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely afiect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. Tnat 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering iny letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

' T & A r i U a  L a .
Street
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I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cnerish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are coo young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

St »-"<’*•

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator j^VV c j a k .  A hoo
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
r as not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inlormed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

//<>. k  r j / C _____
City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of scat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed tc this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that^an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better optio to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ar. informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

'"J ' 1
/ —  ̂
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Dear Senator / / g i l  I
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to *-he 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childi^n.

For these recsons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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(&f->cArin A / A S  /Tsj ? 9 5 z
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator XjzlLJLvd
I am writing to you to express my opposition vo House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

1 am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to maki their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those c3cisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let tnem 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat ail Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State ol Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seaL belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opfion to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, Stater Zip Code



Dear Senator /  / - ^ o  ^  ,^0 ̂ JrS {

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and snlf-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taxing away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
ciLizeris rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Aiaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

St
~7 T / /  <••
reet ,y

#  ^  v ^
l St/, 

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator fn\rCfct

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly, A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing llier.i. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove H^use Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

C  L  , .y . ' X . ^ O o J  . > ✓
Same !
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Street
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that ar. individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as tnat choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own dei sions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rv_her than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our childrer , so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather t'ran coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young tu 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi liiren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerel",

S y  * ■>' S
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would ..reat all Alaskans like 
children.

For ise reasons, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator; M  k ti (H^
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am ooposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal 'iberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name 'Name — jU-i----

i
Street

4t-, G f ' C o V
City, State, 'Iip Code



Dear Senator r\h iVC

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was 'uilt. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments fcr or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
cur shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

.̂ i nee rely,

C-)T?rrv___________
Name

 rrr>. -i w v______
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Dear Senator

I am writing to yon to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
witnin the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make 111 informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

V\vV\ V-etyi___________
Name

■Vv.-, * ' __________________
Street

<■ y\ 0*. V  Vvo\'t__________
City, Si.ate, Zip Code



Dear Senator />'. Tiyi

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away tl ir freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing Ihem. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our chi'dren, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. ank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who riae decide!

Name

 . yjj)- / Vv i b ____
Street

 . / / /£___
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves wher chey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 16/ and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and ,assengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,



am writing to yon to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat bolts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within thr State of Alaska.

I am opposed t this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adverseiv affect 'he rights of others.

The dec:'I1- • a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments for u- against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decis io"<? and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt: ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to prefer’ them by faking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them proper:". A p r ’gram of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather •bar coev ing them, inform the people, then let them 
dec i do.

Furthermore. Alaska law aiready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed ch ice ah nit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is e:” irelv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * •'h.irce i’. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Idn-r.

For these reus us. : urge .'ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Dear Senator

Sincerely,



/
Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was bu'lt. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t1' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that c.'noice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better optimi to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect t hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That, 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f America!' ienocracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coe:.:ng them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law :s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need t o change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, ! urge vcu to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal l:r rties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering m; letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

M / D  < ? / £ &  /L'.ums. c
Street

City, States, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing v> you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill necause it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not. adversely affect, the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individual, affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be frea 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences 0 1  
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properlv. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ’f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiIdren.

For these reasons, ! urge ou to disapprove House bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking jors'nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv lover, m i  please ... let those who ride decide!
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Dear Senator  /_4
I am writing to you to express ay opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than cccrcing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

incerely, j > /

t/^-f W  l •--/ , ’i - A -  V

Sincerely,

ifName

Z i - i Q  -  n / " '
Street
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Eaar Senator • L(r*-rr{

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or .gainst seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ratiier than coercing them. Inform trie people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Nariv.

I li t'-TT
Street

•; - I’ it T)C4 /
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator fr;7 c ̂  A  *000 j

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because i; is highly offensive tt? the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres tc the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens i at.her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too yrung to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, .

_______________

(/J A  J ; or _______________________
Street

{four'll a. Kl/-- y ?  ( f  7 _______
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to Mouse Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a se;t belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments cor or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens raLher than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing s*at belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House BiLl 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

T^e decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguiut..'s for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator  /jLtijZ JP-Ll.

I am writing to you t express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of soi_t belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was bjilt. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they shot be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better ption to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iut them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing scat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all  ̂ iskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name r

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibilitv upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away theii freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient tc protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For those reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

rri p, .
Street

A * c  A k qaf c , o € >

C i t y ,  Stat*  , i l ip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those de;isions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens iaLhet L'mu coercing them. Inform the peopie, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive 4n the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as Long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision tc wear a seat belt 's such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their cwn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the peopie, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young tc 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, sc we do 
not need to change it.. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans Like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for cr against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
ciLi^ens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ’o change it. House bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator McirA Aloofy :
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect, only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

0  ^  W u ^ A r ^
Name \

VV'c> ..ac! i o t  l'J L .
Street 9UC (HCfeG%
City, State, -Hyp Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for- 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

^^P ?£/}/LL D/l &  /?
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

c _•---------- 1..

Name

Street

C i t y ,  s t a t e ,  £ i p  Lode



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name
2

Street

/ f  f i r ^ 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning cf American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it.. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Idrun.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not a d v e r s e l y  affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against, seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'r American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, sc we do 
not need to change :*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
child!en.

For thest reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering r.v letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

O r e 1 &(>sS
Mame U

7<!?/£ USf, '*1<?r
Street

i n
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat bolts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then leL them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely, sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change if. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childrcu.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

P!)&dy
Street

tUh /)K 5̂ 22?2-
City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of sent belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect '■he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opti n', to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training or. how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning "f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * 1 change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you lo disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking persona* liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

6 3 0  t u

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries tc protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them p r o p e r l y .  A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ■'f American democracy wherein goverru ant persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, \laska taw already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi lilron.

For these reasons, 1 urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
cur shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

S ' o o r  f c o t W K  A VC______
Street 

UCk.otcL/At
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choic 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of Ame-iran democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain*, law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to .duige it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1dren.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ric!.. decide!

Sincerely,

Street

Citv, State, Zip Code



I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was bu-It. fhese concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect tie rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans then a law which 
tries to pretec’ them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about "he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning cf American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing thorn. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r rh.-.rgi it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans Lilo 
chi 1 ire-r.

For these reasons, i urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you f u 
considering my 1»■' • • r. ami please ... let those who ride decide!

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of AlasKa.

Nano

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code



I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect *he rights of others.

The decision t- wear a sea*, belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be*ter opti ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to prot.pi_* •hem by faking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about *he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use f horn proper'-.-. A •.•gram of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f Ar e: ; :*u t 'c n e w  wherein government persuades its 
citizens nr her • I r* ng them. Inform the people, then, let them
decide.

Furthcrr. . A as--. , aw a l r e a d y  protects those who are too young tc 
make an in! -vd :u ue ab it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain*- '.av s t-:>*irely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * ”»:• :* :!■• :<e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiI dree.

For files- • ,•- . urge hi to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrir.Ki’ C : - rs •• ». 1 : forties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considerate -* h ’*••. .»•• i please ... let those who ride decide!

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat b*lts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

Sincerelv,

Street

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code



I an writing t you * o express ny opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat helts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to hooso a course of action as long as that choice 
does no* adverse!v affect 'he rights of others.

The decision. * wear a sea* belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f r r agair.st seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when * ney make that, choice. Therefore, they should be tree 
to make their wn decision* and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be * * or option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to project then by *aking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A p. ’gram of educat ion adheres to the truest 
meaning f American !*-.v • icv wherein government persuades it* 
citizen r *' • r * .tan oe- :ng them. Inform the people, then let * her. 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young * 
make an int -me: • : < i* it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restrain* l aw - »•::*. irely "V.f f icient to protect our children, so we do 
not net i * *. H :*o Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi idr. n .

For thesi reus n*-. I urg- you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering nv letter. arid please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator U ‘

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat holts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should he free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect then by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American li .viricv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than oorcing them, inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed ::hoi e ab ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not nee j r .> than go H u-e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 d r m .

For thus* ruas '.us. I urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking '.nrs.va. liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lover, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

C  -----------
Name

Street

a v c  // o/f /? g/j, ///<- y i s  /(Y 
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition Ij House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does net. adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trios to pr'r ' them by ‘ iking away their treedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaninc of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice ab^ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not. need t . barge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chiIdron.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering r:y I*‘tor. an: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name 0
.TV03 8

Street

fa firjt
City, State, Zip Code



I am writing f you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does net adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries t o  protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them p r o p e r l y .  A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •’ American iemerracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than >e! . ;.:ig them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is e n t i r e l y  sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * change it. Hoi. Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childron.

For these reasons, i urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering nv lot*, r. v i please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

r e .  c ( r e  k /?/•. <79/: $  J
City, State, Zip Code



I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t • Wear a sea* belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt.i n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American, it: men racy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than jer.;ng them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore. ' aska law already protects those who are too young tc 
make an inf 'mod :}»<• i mt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law is er'irely sufficient Lo protect our children, so we do 
not need ' huge i’. liouse bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For t host' reasons. 1 ;rgi •• on to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal li'ortius from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my »n please ... let those who ride decide!

I a  it*, writing to you t. e express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

Sincerely, .

(M,_____ U..U__
Name

I/D £ A c f v / f l
Street t

L \ \ , /) I ftfo H
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect rhe rights of others.

The decision t' wear a sea' belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when ‘hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt 
tries to protect ’.hen by ' 
option is edu:ati>« ib:Ut 
to use them rr periy, A p- 
meaning f Amp*-' . • '■<

citizens • it her ■ pars 
decide.

on to protect Alaskans than a law which 
>king away their freedom of choice. That 
‘he merits of seat belts and training ou how 
gram of education adheres to the truest 
icy wherein government persuades i*< 
ng them. Inform the people, then let them

Furthermore. A. iska aw already protects those who are too young to 
make an inr ----- i • v .  • ab ujt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law is •. n* i re !y sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need t - hanet House Bill 167 would treat all Alasians like
children.

For ' hos- • • i 
our sb.r : ! "c 
considering

. . ;rg- i to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
i-i ! ' :u ios from further erosion. Thank you for 

m  please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,

 P & h : \ i S ____
Name |

n  -
L u



I am writing tc y< i to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use ?f êat. belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed uo this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individuc. freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to mako their own lerisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect * ner.i by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is educat?-p about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them property. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •>:' American iemocracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather •oar coercing them. Inform the people, then let them

Furthermore, A'.aska lav already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * mnc< . House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childre-.

For these reasons, ' urge •ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consid* r:-’.z my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

dec ide.

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition t.o House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision t wear a sea! belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is eduta* ion about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaner American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska lav; already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ?• change . House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these r*vis ■ns, I urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from turther erosion. Thank you for 
considering :r letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, jLdLt:, f. ip îUuc



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that, choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual ’"esponsibilitv which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt i n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect, them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is edur it i r about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning <~? Ame-ican democracy wherein government persuades its 
citieen« rather than coer ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, \ a.-ka law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice a~ ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law . - vr.* • relv -efficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r h a n g - -  :t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, ' urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking >na I 1 :1 < rf ies from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my lr ter. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Nj o mo

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision • wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when tnev make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt i /n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is educati' ■■ about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning Arvi v. ic-.orracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra*her than coef ng them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furtherim n-. \.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make' an info mod *h"i o about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law :.s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • 1 • bargi it. Ho so Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these roasuis. i urge v>u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking yer-'nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/C a  a  d.
Name

/ r o o *  A- " r ' ' ^  ̂ __________
Street

/tff, P'rt-QT’
City, S t dfe, Zip Code



Dear Senator C$3arcL
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, winch 
mandaLes the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed ' o this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ’he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of Amer can democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather t hair .-oem ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed .:hoi:e ah?ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law :s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need 1 ’ thangt it . House BilL 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these r* isons, ; urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrckirg personal li'vrties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lv-er. .ni please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

Cit.v, State, Tip Code



Dear Senator .f̂AwcL
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill L67, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect * he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fa: better opt:m to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of chot.e. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f America:: ! m v  ranv wherein government, persuades its 
citizens rattier ‘Han uoet. :ng them. Inform the people, then let them

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice abmt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law Is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r o -banco it. House Bill lb7 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons. I urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

dec ide.

Sincerely,



Deai- Senator

I am writing tc you 'c express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandctes the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed tc this bill '■’ecause it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect *he rights of others.

The decision t went a seal belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should ue free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far oetter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning o? American Jemocracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint Law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need m  change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Idran.

For these reasons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street
/ -X 3  Y u r i e -  ex. l a _  S

/-ŷcr // $
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator C

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themseives when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is i far better opt i >n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean ins American iortocrT?” wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than o o e r n g  them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed .'hoice ahnit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need 1 .('.unco i*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these •• l->ns. I urge hi to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sb.inking :orsHial liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, m  . : Lease ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely*

Name '

&/££> A ' 5 T
Street

d/uctf 94S/8
City, State', Zip Code



I am writing i you express my opposition to House Bill 167. which
mandates the use of s <'■ belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alas i.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affecf fhe rights of others.

The decision t' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whateve • the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government, and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opti ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by ‘aking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean inn of Anv’rv. v  iamooracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than :e: :ng them, inform the people, then let them

Furthermore, Aiaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need :i ham:*- it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

decide.

Sincerely,

Name

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by moto*- vehicle drivers and passengers 
within L’ne State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as lonQ as that choice 
does not adversely affect ‘he rights of others.

The decision t> weir a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual “esponsibi1ity which Alaskans cherish.

There is 3 far net ter cpti mi to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protc.t them by 'iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use ther properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaninc 'f America*"' cr•>*'•* wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coeiving them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed hoire ibmt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * * rhangi i". House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1 dr cm-. .

For these reasons. urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking pers nui! 1 i' ies from further erosion. Thank you tor 
considering my !• •*.;•. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, Kc/T/ /h You<h^

Name

lOidc? i\J.
Street

Y-ltnC \/\ A  (c ° l
City. State, Zip Code



Dear Sennlor

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to ‘he 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a Seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rathe than coeri ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law a .ready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed /heice ab'ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law : s- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so wo do 
not need "o :hange i*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children

For t hos< rensms. vu to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal !:Srties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering ;r. ht'or. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si

Name-

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code



Dear Senat or

I am writing tc you Vo express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and ndiwiuai responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to nrotect ■ her, by faking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘lie merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use »hen proper!v. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning if 4rie* ;i v 'em.■>'•••-iry wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coer ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore . Alaska !.v* already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law ;s erf irslv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * "r ci • . it- use Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

For these r* us •«. ! vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking persona' liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my !e,,er. and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i ncerel

SLreet



I am writing to ;• u 'o express my opposition to House Bill lt>7, which 
mandates the use cf seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State Alaska.

I am opposed . e this hill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to 'noose a course of action as long as tha' choice 
does not adverse." affect *he rights of others.

The decision * - wear 1 sea* belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for v  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when 'hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and iiv dual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a fat * ■ • •.or ’pt; n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries 'o yr :c t  * hem by • iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is o turn* . v abott* 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use 'hem pr.’periy. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning r .nio-; •rn.ir-irv uhprein government persuades its
citizens rithe: •• ir. ê: ug them, inform the people, then let 'hem 
dec ido.

Furthei.n. rc . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an inf rn. i i, • •• .ib-ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law ;s < iroly ~\:ff icient to protect our children, so we do
not need ' • i-u* .-e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans lik*
childreu.

For tiu'w« 'i i>>n<. I m o  "a to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrit.?. -ig vers • ' 1 1 liberties from further erosion. Thank you f >r 
consider: v 1 in i please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/a-rT-r?
Name

 A  ____
Street

A  U c -  h  H c! /7 G > 1 ----
City* State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State cf Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions cf individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual
should be free to ;toose a course of action as long as that choice
does not eiversoly effect * he rights of others.

The decision. ■ wear ; sea* belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for 'r against seat belts, individuals aifect cniv 
themselves when the;, make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There i - i Jar •■•■tier opt i ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *■' : : tc ' ' no:.i by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option i> * d-.;. it • about * he merits of seat belts and training on how
to use ‘hem properly. A pregram of education adheres to the. truest 
mean ire * \mer; rr 1 ,i' ;? c '■ vhproiu gn”r*rnment pprmiades irs 
cit iaotis r-'iicr r liar. 'or rig them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec idc.

Furthermore . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed "1 e ah nit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law a  i rely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need * '• mg* i*. ii Bill 167 would treat all Alas! ans like
childron.

For fhos> • is . 1 urg. vu to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sh.r if.g per- nil lir.Tties from further erosion. Thank you fo:
considori”g .*•**•:. and please ... let those

Since

fH#5
, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I an opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon whiuh 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold thac an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for <-r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about “he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ir Ann -: car innocary wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ido.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient t< protect our children, so we io 
not need ’ hare*' it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For thosi :• isons. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincere ly. //

City, State, Zip Code



Deai Senator n  b o

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to otect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ef American ipmnrrary wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than rnerring them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furtherr."re. Alaska law a . ready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed clioict ab ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change i* r! n:--e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For those reasons. ! urge vou fo disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking person i! liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering r.y l*'*ter, att: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

*/ / V t v U 7 / W  sS V ^
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear S e n ato r

I am writing to you ‘o express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the. 
traditions of . idi"idual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to 'boose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect * he rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat, belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make 'hat choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the prrsonal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be'ter op' i ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them proper!v. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f Ame-v a :emof vary wherein government persuades its 
citizens •tat her • ha:: !ng them. Inform the people, then let 'hem
decide.

Furthermore. A .ska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed :!u-icc ab<ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to rkangi 1*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childrer.

For these rensuts, ] urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking pers.utal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, an: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zi p Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them prope.'ly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's chiid 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name / \

>̂.'3- 0 / C'cLLCr^, 1,0.
Street

cxj A  c/- j A  ̂ 2- ^
City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government, persuades its 
citizens rather tnan coercing tnem. inform tne peopie, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska lav already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom ana self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when tney make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to acceot the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens taLliet than coercing them. Inform the people, then let tnem 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

7
Name



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should he free to choose a course of action is long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would Lreat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you fox- 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

- f V l ,  +  I:'?-'
N a m e 7 ^ V

G X ̂ I C n I i ■-1 ̂  {_ L)a < V.____
Street /

2 Ik uJ.at* AL 9EL
City, State,/Zip Code



Dear Senator -. r\h.QD£>.

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

,• .-i / u >
Street

j V ,  - A y .  sr-i-
cTtv.State. Zita Code



Dear Senator . j ^ Q 2 & £ >

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street
u z £  v  . a  />W- y,?y
♦- f- 1

A  \-sr. I'i ̂ A t
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House dill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passeng rs 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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City, State, Zip Code



Dear Sen ator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Infurm the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

bh/?̂p ft/faks
Name

l!C3o &JL
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to expres. my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on hew 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather L'nan coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *o protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizen0 rather thar. coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young tc 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear S e n ato r  Moo D
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicl drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government a d individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's ciild 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our childrei, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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Dear Senator

I an writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequen es of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and Lraining on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ictiioi than coercing t.hem. Inform the peopie, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerel\,

Name

Street

City, State. Zip Code
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition tc House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold Miat an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or agains seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they mak i that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These id*as reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens r a t h e r  th a n  C o e r c in g  them. Inform the p e o p le ,  then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

trn. a  a  ___
Name

____________________
Street

Jl'd 4k  ,
City, State, hip Code



Dear Senat j r nAll

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-resp nsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is sucn a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, ihcy should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect then bv taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

L\  ̂l\£> iL
Street
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this b^ll because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their ov/n decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Ther>. is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform Lhe people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to procect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name '

2 1 ^ / J ^ i A  &  L_______
Street *

. W - K _
City. State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individu-.l freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat ail Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

decide.

U coercing them. Inform the peupie. i_hen iet them

Sincerely,

Name



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use cf seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect oniy 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their ^wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is ; far be': or .-pr i n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean i tie f Amor: an denc-racv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather ‘ban ?er. ing them, inform the people, then let them

Furthermore. Alaska iaw a ready protects those who are too young to 
make an inf n o  d he ice a1 ->ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint '.aw :s entirely sufficient, to protect our children, so we do 
not need * ' . :nre* House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

For these reasons, ! urge m  t.o disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking vers pal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consider."C !••• , .and please ... let those who ride decide!

decide.

S i m  usely.

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that, choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision *•' w  ar a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against scat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make 'hat choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far netter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect then by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ’he merits of seat belts and training on hew 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f -Vm-i r.i" demor’-.iry wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than roer. ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska i a w  already protects thoi.e who are too young to 
make an informed hei o about wearing seat uolts. Alaska's child 
restraint l a w  :s  entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ‘o .hangt House Bill 161 would treat all Alaskans like 

children.

For I lies* reasons, i u r g e  y o u  to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

St root



Dear Senator Q h c e C ’i

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 

within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t..-. wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences o f  
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect then by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option I? education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ->f Aneri tv democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather ’fian coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 

dec i cie.

Furthermore. A.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entin iy sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change i;. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let. those who ride decide!

Sincerely

Street

City, State, Zip Code



I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect thorn by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them propprly. A. program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American domoctacv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let m e m  
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ti change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

I am writ ing t.o you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of scat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of /laska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no: adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a suit belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom oi choice. That 
option is education about -he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American lemocracy wherein c>vernment persuades its 
citizens rather than, ■nor: ing them. Infer, the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make a:’ informed • ho ire ah--.it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is e«t truly sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r change i*. House Bill 167 would treat, all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reason.' . . urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal Liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat he Its by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 

within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect rhe rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opti.'n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about "he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use rnen properly. A program of edcc-tion adheres to the truest 
meaning of American dene racy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rat her than >oi :ng thorn. Inform the people, then let thorn 
decide.

Furthermore, A.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is er.tirelv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need •" change it. House. Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv l>'*or. »»■: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely.

Name

2- /  T7e w  r  /  .
Street

/ / >  i  c  /  ) k  c7 < 7 S 'c >
City, State, Zip Code



I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this biil necause it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Aiaskans chan a law which 
tries to protect them by taking ?vav their freedom of choice. That 
option is e d u c a t i o n  about *he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaninc of .American denerrncv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rat her than coer: ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermor . •'.a.-.ria la w  already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice a b u t  wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law : entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * Surge i'. Ko :se Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these re.is ns. 1 irge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv lot*or. and please ... let those who ride decide!



I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State cf Alaska.

I am opposed tc this bill becauca it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect "he rights of others.

The decision t * wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their ~wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about "he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use "hem p r o p e r l y .  A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning -f Ame*':: an democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather Than oe: :ng them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice ab'ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need " h.»ic< i*. Ho .e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these re a s > n s ,  ! urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking p e r s o n a l  liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my l e t t e r ,  an • please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas loflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to proto.■ :hem bv ‘.iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean’ng 'f ime-:can i*vnc. • icy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather Mian coer tng them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. A.aska Lav a r ;ady protects those who are too young to 
make ar. informed thoice ab >ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint Law i? entirely 'ufficier.t to protect our children, so we do 
not need ' ' vivo *. H .-e Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For the** r* v  ns . i urg*. ,'ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

ch i!drc

Name

Street

City, State, Hip Code



I ain writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect fhe rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f o r  i t  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government, and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far bette- opti ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than ofcr tng them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed ho ice a* ".it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need changt it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Id run.

For these reasons. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let. those who ride decide!

City, S. ate\ zip Code



Dear Senator _/

I am writing to you express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of si it belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far he'ter opt ini to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American in moo • zy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than <oes ng them. Inform the people, then let rhem 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed :: icc -.bout wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint !av is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ‘ hanci :■ . iln.-e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
ch ihirer.

For Lhesi reasons. urge ,’ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking perse. >i liberties £rom further erosion. Thank you for 
consider' uc nr !• t’-'. an: please ... let. those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street



I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect 'he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
"o make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt: 'n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by "aking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properiv. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice ab'ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our childrer, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1dren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, ind please ... lot those who ride decide!

^ -- Sincere ly,

Name

A f c i u r r  Au,________
Street

(5 ft A  k- ^  ̂  5° & _______

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senar.or

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House El 11 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
trie.-- to rrc'c* 'hem by raking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest, 
meaning r Amt”ican b • icy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather 1 ran vt- ng them, inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. A.i-ku law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf -mod ,;h ; p nt<nit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law .s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, i urge m  to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal Liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

SincereLy,

Street

City, yS ta ttc, Zip Code



t ih e v # ' •

I am oppose! to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to I'hoose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their :wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far bette. option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American denocracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coer.ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law ,il ready protects those who are t o young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need t hang* t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For thes*: r< ss. jis. I urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering rv letter-, and please ... let those who ride decide!

I am writing to you express my opposition to House Bill 167, whirh
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

Sincerely,

Name

/;*?? I-r  < ?tb  4 -  m y
Street

/ ln < L r f/ e  y V  I
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I an writing to you to express ny opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibi1itv upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should ho free to choose a course of action as long as that, choice 
does no' adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for *r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law whicn 
tries •< pr ter‘ then by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning i American iemc. rar.v wherein government persuades its 
citize! rather than coor -rig then. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i d e .

Furthermore. A aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed civ ice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
r e s t r a i n t  ;.iv *s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * ' eh mg* it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
ch i i d ref?.

For rhesi ?* »ns. ! urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering rv. letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State,  Z ip  Code



Dear Senator A ( b  O O c )

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a iaw which 
tries to protec? them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. \laska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * ’ hungf House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Id mi:.

For these reasons, i urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties ‘‘rom further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lofc-r. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Vame

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the

the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing Lhem. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which

Si

Street



Dear Senator

I am writing to yon to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use ol seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon \nich 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course oi action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom ot choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belrs and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citicens rather than coercing them. Inform the peup’u, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zvp Code



Dear Senator / / V s /  / t b o c c L

I am writing to you to express my opposition to Houce Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motoi vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing tnem. Inform tne people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/H a ., / /y /C  C h d e /C _______
Name ^

A d //C .
Street

/ / i c / l  / / £
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator Yv/\v'1u-l A-flc&Q

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of i- iividual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
tie State of Alaska w\s built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
chemselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ralher than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bil’ ’67 would treat all Alaskans l’ke 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

C^u F t-A £-• u g y
Name

lc>-7o«r

Street

. /\t<L. Vl^cr-]__________
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, tiiev should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it:. House Bill 167 would treat, ail Alaskans like 
chiIdren.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

if t c C b / L

Sincerely,

7  / _________
Name '

ti /u  p  ( t  s /. / r
Street £?

b n  f ‘A / t e y i ,  7 /  /  /
City, Statu, Zip Code



Dear Senator f A ±  / c l H  / I 3 K  ( ? J -

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandaLes the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is high'y offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform trie people, then let tnem 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further osion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

0 ^ 4  ■

6/

Name

v c o !
Street



Dear Senator Q V v l K  A j n o o o )

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens raiher than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

.:5 Lcto V h t „
Street

City, StateyZip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to vru to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about Mie merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American dt-mecracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ■ rhange i*. ii ;~e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childron.

For these reasons, I urgt you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering nr-- letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

X J L O m *
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and jassengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed tc this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
shou’d be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no*' adverselv affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These :deas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them preperlv. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning tmer; ■: b ’-'oo- ary wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than root ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need fo change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons. ! urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The d e c is io n  to w e a r a s e a t  belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments f o r  o r  against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when t h e y  make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make t h e i r  own d e c is io n s  and to accept the personal consequences of 
those d e c i s io n s .  These id e a s  reflect the principles of limited 
government and i n d i v i d u a l  responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a f a r  better opt i mi to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. 'T'h a t  
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training cn how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
m e an in g  f  A n c *'1 d c n o 'v  v h p r p in  government persuades its 
citizens rather than cber ,ng them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore. A la s k a  law  already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice abtut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law  is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 

within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect ’he rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt i >n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries tc protect them by ‘iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is educati' P. about ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properlv. A p-egram of education adheres to the tiuest 
meaninc of American ’oriit • iitv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather • »r. v: .:ig them. Inform the people, then ie» then
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed h i e  v  -it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely -ufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • ' hence :• . il e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chiIdreu.

For these reasons. -c v-u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking nersor-i! l‘.l*'rties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering n-- r : please ... let. those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,

\ r -yy  \J\J

Ny  ~ b L  UiutH
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ({j p o c f

I am writing to you to exp-ess my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does no* adversely affect "he rights of others.

The decision to wear a sea* belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themsei/'es when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There .s a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by "aking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education ahov‘ "he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning : Amerj. ar ier.crracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens -a* net than roe:ring them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rned ho ice lh uit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law s ; relv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * hinge it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 

children.

For these reas"us. I urge rou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering nv l**'er, an. please ... let those who ride decide!

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator 4 < r < r /

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the

the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he fi.ce 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to frotect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint >aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not. need 'o change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1drun.

For t hvse reasons. T urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

traditions of individua’ freedom and self-responsibility upon which

Sincerely,

Street




