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AMENDMENT

OFFERED IN THE HOUSE
T0: SB 316

Page 1, line 3;
Delete all material and insert;
"* section 1. AS 28.05.095(e) is amended to read:

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a peace officer may not stop
or detain @ motor vehicle not being operated on a highway t0 determine compliance
with (a) of this section, or issue a citation for a violation of (a) of this section, unless
the peace officer has probable cause to stop or detain the motor vehicle other than for

a violation of (a) of this section."



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Revision Date/Time (Note if correction):
Title Motor Vehicle Seat Belt Violations

Sponsor Sen. Bunde

Fiscal Note Number: 3
Bill \Version: SB-316
Publish Date:

Dept. Affected: Public Safety
BRU AK State Troopers Appropriation and
AST Detachments

Component

R equester

Expenditures/Revenues

Note: Amounts do notinclude inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY2005 FY 2006

Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment

Land & Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous

TOTAL OPERATING
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES ¢ ) i

FUND SOURCE

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL

*kk Kk k

Estimate of any current year (Fy2005) cost:

Component No.

(Thousands of Dollars)

FY 2007  FY 2008 FY 2009  FY 2010

(Thousands of Dollars)

Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal.

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

IANALYSIS:  tAttach ateoarate Daae ifnecessarv)
Public Safety:

***This bill will create compulsory action by the State Troopers to initiate a traffic stop of drivers who do
not wear a seat belt. This compulsory action will increase the number of traffic stops and therefore
increase the time devoted to traffic stops by State Troopers and number of tickets issued. The fiscal

impact is positive but unknown.

Prepared by:
Division House Transportation Committee

Phone
Date/Time

Date

Approved by: House Transportation Committee
Agency Alaska State Legislature

(Revisel 92001 OV
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FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 4

2004 LEG'SLAT'VE SESS'ON Bill Version: SB-316
Publish Date:

Revision Date/Time (Note it correction): Dept. Affected; Alaska Court System

Title Motor Vehicle Seat Belt Violations BRU Trial Courts Appropriation
Component

Sponsor Sen. Bunde

Requester Component No.

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010

Personal Services

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous kk Kok Jkk *kk ik
TOTAL OPERATING

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES | | I I

CHANGE IN REVENUES ¢ ) | ! | [

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate) Sk hkk Sk kk Sk
TOTAL <

Estimate of any current year (FY2005) cost:
Check this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 hudget proposal:

POSITIONS

Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

I[ANALYSIS:  (Attach a seoarate oacre if necessarv)

Alaska Court System:
***This bill will increase the number of traffic violations that the Alaska Court System will adjudicate each

year. The fiscal impact is positive but unknown.

Prepared by: Phone
Division House Transportation Committee Date/Time
Date

Approved by: House Transporation Committee
Agency Alaska State Legislature

(Rovissd 9101 OV Page lof 1
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Alaska State Legislature

Senator Con Bunde
District P

Vico Chair: Senate Finance Committee
Chair: Senate Labor & Commerce Committee
Member: Legislative Budget & Audit Committee

During Interim:

During Session:

State Capitol 716 W. Fourth Avenue

Juneau, AK 99801-1182 Anchorage, AK 99501-2133
(907) 269-0181

(907) 465-4843

MEMORANDUM

DATE: April 21, 2004

T0: Representative Jim Holm N
Chair, House Transportation Comn”itjp?

FROM: Senator Con Bunde
RE: Senate Bill 316

Dear Representative Holm,

Attached you will find the bill packet for Senate Bill 316.1would very much
appreciate a hearing for the bill in the House Transportation Committee.

Thank you for your corisideration of this request. If you have any questions or
would like more information, please call my office at x 4843,

Sincerely,

Senator Con Bunde



THE
FOLLOWING

DOCUMENT(S)
ARE

POOR

ORIGINAL
COPIES



FF\(]V'IALPHA FAX NO. =9073321036 May. 02 2004 08=26PM PI

laska Public Health Association

%ommltted To.Adyancing Alaska's Public HEStAStHeEs 1978

Ifv4
> W
May 3,2004
IALPHA (H) Judiciary

IN SUPPORT OF SB 316 “PRIMARY SEAT BELT LAW'

On behalf of the Alaska Public Health Association, representing two hundred and thirty five
public health professionals who are deeply committed to developing sound public health policy to
improve the health of ail Alaskans, we encourage you to vote YES on SB 3 16.

The Alaska Public Health Association and our national organization, the American Public
Health Association, have long established resolutions in support of the use of seat belts to save lives.

APHA’s first resolution in support of seat belt legislation is from 1V58 - before
statehood! Then, as now, public health professionals have been strong advocates ofthe
effectiveness of seat belts in minimizing the degree ofinjury and death resulting from
traffic accidents.

Seat belts are the single most effective safety device in preventing injuries and
fatalities. Enacting a primary seat belt law, SB 316, will save lives and money.

Based on research by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, enacting a
primary seat belt law contributes to a 10-15% increase In seat belt use. Similar results of
close to a i5% Increase Inseat belt use have been observed in Fairbanks this past year, following the
recent increase in fines by the borough for seat belt violations.

Enacting a primary seat belt law also brings to Alaska close to $4 Million in
additional federal highway funding - along with extra funding for educational campaigns to

promote compliance with the new law.

Time is ofthe essence! It has been 12 years since the first primary seat belt law was introduced
in the Alaska legislature. This Is your chance to be heroes.

To quote Senator Bunde in his sponsor letter, “Enacting a primary seat belt law may
save more lives than any other single piece of legislation before you this session.”

As important public health legislation, we encourage you to support SB 316 and pass it out of
the Judiciary Committee today.

Thank you

scutive Director
Alaska Public Health Association

P.O. Box 0-1825 Anchorwp, AK99509 907/332-1030 e-mail: publloheatth@alaska.net www.ala8kapublichoolth.org


mailto:publloheatth@aIaska.net
http://www.ala8kapubllchoolth.org

I FRANK H. MURKOWSKI, GOVERNOR

3132 CHANNEL DRIVE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION JUNEAU, ALASKA 99801-7898
AND PUBLIC FACILITIES PHONE:  (907) 465-4070
TTY/TDD: (907) 465-3652
DIVISION OF PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT FAX: (907) 465-6984

May 3, 2004

The Honorable Jim Holm, Chairman
House Transportation Committee
Alaska State House of Representatives
State Capitol - Room 416

Juneau, Alaska 99801

Dear Jim,

~ Iwould like to request that you include SB 316 as a part of your committee
meeting on Tuesday May 41,

The bill was heard by the committee last Tuesday and held until Representative
Kapsner could participate in the debate.

~ Please let me know if there is anything the committee may need in order to finish
consideration of the bill.

Sincerely,

Don Smith
Administrator .
Alaska Highway Safety Office

CC:  Sen. Con Bundi#-
Sen. John Cowdery
Office of the Governor
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A laska Public Health Association
mw *m  nmmunm
Committed To Advancing Alaska’s Public Health Since 1978

\td

m
May 3,2004

Al .0 A YT IL: . . v 1(H) Transportation

PLEASE MOVE SB 316 "PRIMARY SEAT BELT LAW”

Dear Chairman Holm,

SB 316, the "Primary Seat Beit Bill" was heard and held in earlier last week.

When (H)TRA convenes again this week, please bring this important public health
bill to a vote and move SB 316 outto (H)JUD.

Seat beits are the single most effective safety device in preventing injuries and
fatalities. Enacting a primary seat belt law, SB 3 16, will save lives and money.

Based on research by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration, enacting a
primary seat belt law contributes to a 10-15% increase in seat belt use. Similar results of
'f close to a 15% increase in seat belt use have been observed in Fairbanks this past year, following the

recent increase in fines by the borough for seat belt violations.

Enacting a primary seat belt law also brings to Alaska close to $4 Million in
additional federal highway funding »malong with extra funding for educational campaigns to

promote compliance with the new law.

On behalf of the Alaska Public Health Association, representing two hundred and thirty five
public health professionals who are deeply committed to developing sound public health policy to
improve the health of all Alaskans, we encourage you to pass SB 316 out of Committee.

Since 1958, the Alaska Public Health Association and our national organization, the American
Public Health Association, have supported the use of seat belts to save lives.

Then, as now, public health professionals have been strong advocates of the effectiveness of
seat belts in minimizing the degree of injury and death resulting from traffic accidents.

On behalfofthe Alaska Public Health Association, representing 235 public health

professionals who are committed to developing sound public health policy to improve
the health of all Alaskans, we encourage you to move SB 316 out of Committee.

Thank you.

jtive Director

P.O. Box 9-1825 Anchorage, AK98509 907/332-1030 evna//; publichealth@alabka.net www.alaskapubllchealth.org


mailto:publlchealth@ala6ka.net
http://www.alaskapubllchealth.org
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Alaska State Legislature

Senator Con Bunde
Senate District P

Vice Chair: Senalc Finance Committee
Chair: Senate Labor & Commerce Committee
Member: Legislative Budget & Audit Committee

Sponsor Statem ent

Senate Bill 316
“An Act relating to motor vehicle safety belt violations.”

Currently, Alaska slate law requires all individuals to wear a seal belt while driving or riding in any
vehicle. Senate Bill 316 changes the enforcement measures of this law to allow police officers and state
troopers to pull over individuals who are not wearing their seal belt. Presently, officers may cite drivers
only if they are pulled over for another violation. As a direct result of this legislation, we have the
opportunity o save lives, collect millions of dollars in Federal highway fundmgf that comes with
comghance of a primary seat belt law and save the state hundreds of thousands of dollars in emergency,

rehabilitative and insu~ance costs annually.

Motor vehicle accidents are the leading cause of death for Americans of every age from 6 to 33 years of
age and Alaska has one of the leading accident related death rates of all 50 states. Although seat belt use
IS requited by statute and is the single most effective safety device in preventing injuries and fatalities, we
are currently unable to enforce its use. In Alaska, a change in enforcement powers would lead to a 10-
15% increase in seat belt use. That increase alone will prevent hundreds of injuries and save 12-15 lives in

the first year alone.

The State of Alaska will automatically receive $3,921,250 as a one time Federal %ant for enacting a
Brlmary seat belt law (U.S. Department of Transportation. SAFETEA Primary Safety Bell Law Incentives
rogram_?. The gfrant may be used towards any road improvement plan statewide, including work on
guardrails, new lanes, hazard elimination or an% needed repairs. Additional funds to run advertisement
campaigns and awareness programs will also be available based on current seat belt use and public

compliance with the law.

Lastly, the primary enforcement seat belt law has been proven to save hillions of dollars that society bears
annually from motor vehicle accidents. Elghtg-ﬂve percent of all costs involved in a motor vehicle crash
are borne by society. On a national level In 2000, the total cost of motor vehicle crashes was o'(er 230
billion dollars (Alaska paid nearly a half a billion dollars), a cost of $820 per person (National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration), Safely belt usage saves approximately 50 billion dollars annually;
conversely we spend an extra 26 billion on non-use.

Enacting a primary seat belt law may save more lives than any other single piece of legislation we
consider this session. Currently, 20 states plus the District of Columbia have chosen to enforce a primary
seat belt law. If every state did, we would save 1,900 lives, prevent 49,000 injuries and save Americans
billions ol dollars in health care, taxes and insurance costs in the first year alone. This bill saves money
and lives. | urge you to consider the evidence before you and support SB 316.



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number: 1
2004 LEG|SLAT|VE SESS|ON Bill Version: SB 316
(S) Publish Date: 2127104
Revision Date/Time (Note if correction): Dept. Affected: Public Safety
Title Motor Vehicle Seat Belt Violations RDU Alaska State Troopers
Component AST Detachments
Sponsor Sen. Bunde
Requester S. State Affairs Component No. 2325

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

Note: Amounts do not include inflation unless otherwise noted below.

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010
Personal Sen/ices

Travel

Contractual

Supplies

Equipment

Land & Structures

Grants & Claims

Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES

CHANGE IN REVENUES (

FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)
1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type--Do not abbreviate)

TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Estimate of any current year (FY2004) cost. 0.0
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included In the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal:
POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page ifnecessary)
This bill will repeal AS 28.05.095(e) that will, in affect, change seat belt violations from a "secondary"

violation to a "primary” violation. This will allow law enforcement officers to contact motorists when a
seatbelt violation is observed. As the law is now, the officer must have another reason to contact the

violator before enforcement action can be taken for the seatbelt violation.

It is anticipated the implementation of this bill will have no fiscal impact on the Department of Public Safety.

Phone 269-4532
Date/Time 2/23/04 9:24 AM

Date 2/23/2004

Prepared by: Lt. Al Storey
Division Alaska State Troopers

Approved by: Commissioner William Tandeske
Agency Department of Public Safety

(Roisodl I2ZATBOME) Page Lof 1



FISCAL NOTE

STATE OF ALASKA Fiscal Note Number:
2004 LEGISLATIVE SESSION Bill Version: SB 316
(S) Publish Date: 2121104
Dept. Affected: DOT&PF
Title Seat Belt Violation as Primary Offense RDU Administration & Support
Component Commissioner's Office
Sponso Bunde
Requester Senate State Affaiis Component No. 530

Expenditures/Revenues (Thousands of Dollars)

OPERATING EXPENDITURES FY 2005 FY 2006 FY 2007 FY 2008  FY 2009  FY 2010

Personal Services
Travel
Contractual
Supplies
Equipment
l.and ~ Structures
Grants & Claims
Miscellaneous
TOTAL OPERATING 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

CAPITAL EXPENDITURES I | | |

CHANGE IN REVENUES ( ) | | | |
FUND SOURCE (Thousands of Dollars)

1002 Federal Receipts

1003 GF Match

1004 GF

1005 GF/Program Receipts

1037 GF/Mental Health

Other (Specify Type-Do not abbreviate
ipecit y}FOTAL !

0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Estimate of any current year (FV2004) cost: 00
Mark this box (X) if funding for this bill is included in the Governor's FY 2005 budget proposal;

POSITIONS
Full-time
Part-time
Temporary

ANALYSIS:  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Phone 465-6973

Prepared by:  Nona Wilson
Date/Time 2/20/04 9:12AM

Division Legislative Liaison
Approved by: John MacKinnon Date 2/20/2004
Agency Deputy Commissioner

[Ravised I2Z0BOVD Page 10f 1
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Alaska Seat Belt Cost Analysis

Execut, teSummary

OBJECTIVES _ . _ .
An average o f more than 39,000 Alaskans are involved in motor vehicle crashes every year. Itis

an expensive and painful Problem with no smgle cause. Forthe citizens ofAlaska, the medical
costs alone are estimated to be over $14,5 million per year, whHe_Property damage and long-term
disabilities add millions more to this figure. Alaskans pay a signiticant portion ofthese costs
through publicly funded programs.

It is well documented that wearing a seat belt significantly [educes the sTverlty of nljur_y and
decreases the risk o fdeath in a motor vehicle crash. Ihz Alaska Seat Belt Coat Analysis
attempted to quantify the medical costs associated with restrained and unrestrained dccupants
involved in motor vehicle crashes and the sources o f payment for these hospitalizations.

RESULTS
With data su_pPIied by the Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities and the Alaska

Trauma.Regls ry (ATR), athorough analysis of the health care costs to treat restrained and
unrestrained vehicle occupants was undertaken. The data covered the years 1996 through 1999,

The study revealed that the decision not to wear a seat belt has economic consequences for
everyone:

‘A During the time period anal¥zed, medical costs for those who were not wearing a seat
belgl_attfhe é|me 0fthe crash totaled S13 million. Ofthis amount, 50% was paid with

ublic funds.

‘A Victims of crashes in Alaska spent a cumulative average o f2,672 days in the hospital
eacfp]year. The majority ofthese individuals - 58% - were unrestrained at the time of the
crash.

N Medicaid costs to treat 83 crash victims underthe_a?e 0120 totaled $1.6 million.

A Post-hospitalization care for victims of motor vehicle crashes is also expensive. Nineteen
crash survivors were ?Iaced in“skilled nursing facilities” at a costof $1 million, of which
7% was paid by public sources. Ofthose 19 Individuals, 13 were not wearing a seat belt at
the time oftheir'crash.

More than $2.6 million in public funds is spent each year to care for unbuckled victims of motor
vehicle crashes, and these are|just the documented economic costs. Death and long-term
disabilities involving the brain or spinal cord take their own toll on individuals and families and

are very difficult to quantify,

CON(fLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS | .

The Alaska Seat Belt Cost Analysis makes a compelling economic case for the use of seat belts.
The most recent observational survey o f seat be't use conducted in July 2003 showed that
Alaskans are buckling up at arate 0f78.9%. While higher than previous years, there is a
substantial segment ofthe population who is still not wearing a seat belt. Introduction and
implementation o fprograms and public policies to encourage seat belt use will result in fewer
injuries and deaths, ultimately reducing the financial burden on the taxpayers of Alaska.



Alaska Seat Belt Cost Analysis

Alaska Injury
Prevention

Ron Perkins, MPH

Anchorage, Alaska
September 2003

This research was made possible with funding from the Automotive Coalition for
Traffic Safety, Inc.



Executive Summary

OBJECTIVES _ _ _ _
An average ofmore than 39,000 Alaskans are involved in motor vehicle crashes ever)' year. It is

an expensive and painful problem with no si_nPIe cause. For the citizens of Alaska, the medical
costs alone are estimated to be over $14.5 million per year, whlle_Froperty damage and long-term
disabilities add millions more to this figure. Alaskans pay a signiticant portion of these costs

through publicly funded programs.

It is well documented that wearing a seat bell significantly reduces the severity ofin Hury and
decreases the risk of death in a motor vehicle crash. The Alaska Seat Belt Cost Analysis
attempted to quantify the medical costs associated with restrained and unrestrained occupants
involved in motor vehicle crashes and the sources of payment for these hospitalizations.

RESULTS
With data supplie('iA t%thhe Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facilities and the Alaska
[

Trauma_Regist g_( ), athorough analysis of the health care costs to treat restrained and
unrestrained vehicle occupants was undertaken. The data covered the years 1996 through 1999.

The study revealed that tire decision not to wear a seat belt has economic consequences for
everyone:

M During the time period analyzed, medical costs for those who were not wearing a seat
belg|at Fhe élme of the crash totaled $13 million. Ofthis amount, 50% was paid with

ublic funds.

‘A Victims of crashes in Alaska spent a cumulative average 02,672 days in the hospital
eachhyear. The majority ofthese individuals - 58% - were unrestrained at the time of the
crash.

‘A Medicaid costs to treat 83 crash victims under the_a?e 0120 totaled $1.6 million.

A Post-hospitalization care for victims of motor vehicle crashes is also expensive. Nineteen
crash survivors were placed in “skilled nursing facilities” at a cost of $1 million, of which
7% was paid by public sources. Ofthose 19 individuals, 13 were not wearing a seat belt at

the time of their crash.

More than $2.6 million in public funds is spent each year to ~are lor unbuckled victims o f motor
vehicle crashes, and these are just the documented economic costs. Death and long-term
disabilities involving the brain or spinal cord take their own toll on individuals and families and

are very difficult to quantify’.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS | _

The Alaska Seat Belt Cost Analysis makes a compelling economic case for the use o f seat belts.
Hie most recent observational survey of seat belt use conducted in July 2003 showed that
Alaskans are buckling up at a rate 0178.9%. While higher than previous years, there is a
substantial segment of the population who is still not wearing a seal belt. ‘Introduction and
implementation of programs and public policies to encourage seat belt use will result in fewer
injuries and deaths, ultimately reducing the financial burden on the taxpayers of Alaska.



Introduction

Motor vehicle crashes are the leading cause of death for Americans between the
ages of 2 to 33 years.1 Every 13 minutes, someone in America dies in a traffic
crash, and every 10 seconds, someone is injured.2 Each year inthe U.S., traffic
crashes claim about 42,000 lives and result in approximately three million injuries.
These crashes cost every person in the U.S. an average of $820 each.3 The
financial costs are minor compared with the pain and suffering of the victims or the

loss of a loved one.

According to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), in the
year 2002, 42,815 people were kiiled in motor vehicle-related crashes and 2.92
million were injured. The total cost was $230.6 billion.4 NHTSA also reported that
failure to wear seat belts led to approximately 9,200 deaths and 143,000 injuries,

costing the U.S. economy $26 billion.

In 1999, Alaska had the highest unintentional injury death rate of all the 50 states.
Ofthese deaths, motor vehicle-related fatalities were over twice as high as the
next leading cause.5 Seat belts are the single most effective safety device in
preventing serious injuries and reducing fatalities in motor vehicle crashes.
Research has shown that lap and shoulder safety belts, when used properly,
reduce the risk of fatal injury to front-seat occupants by 45% and the risk of
moderate-to-critical injury by 50%. Child safety seats, when used properly,
reduced infant fatalities in passenger cars by 71 %.6

A 1995 NHTSA study, Safety Belt Use Laws: An Evaluation of Primary
Enforcement and OtherPrOV|3|ons, showed that states with primary enforcement
laws have significantly higher safety belt usage than states with secondary laws.
Belt use was about 15% higher in the states with primary enforcement laws.
Primary enforcement allows a police officer to stop a vehicle when occupants are
unrestrained, while secondary enforcement allows for citing the unbelted motorist

only ifanother infraction resulted in the stop.

Given the documented effectiveness of seat belts in reducing fatalities, the
severity of injuries in traffic crashes and, therefore, medical costs associated with
those injuries, the Alaska Injury Prevention Center decided to investigate the
economic implications of unrestrained vehicle occupants involved in crashes.

This report attem pts to quantify the hospital costs associated with seat belt use
and non-use in Alaska, as well as to determine what portions of those costs are
borne by taxpayers. The research was conducted by the Alaska Injury Prevention
Center with funding support from the Automotive Coalition for Traffic Safety, Inc.



Methods

The Alaska Seat Belt Cost Analysis project used data from the Department of
Transportation and Public Facilities (DOT&PF) from 1990-2001, to compare seat
belt usage patterns for all Alaskan motor vehicle occupants. The DOT&PF data
are taken from police reports that document seat belt use, property damage,
fatalities, time of day, weather conditions, passenger seat belt use, contributing

factors, etc.

The Alaska Trauma Registry (ATR) was used extensively for this study because it
documents every trauma case resulting in at least one overnight stay in an
Alaskan hospital. The ATR contains information about the length of stay, costs for
treatment, source of payment, reported seat belt use, age, sex, injury severity, etc.
The ATR does not contain information about outpatient visits, scene deaths,
private physician contacts, chiropractor visits, and other costs for motor vehicle-

related injuries.

Another database maintained by Medicaid, was explored but found to be of limited
use because itdid not track the cause of injury. Ifthe Medicaid data could be
linked with DOT&PF and ATR by age, sex, date of injury, etc., some of the long-
term expenses beyond the hospital stay could potentially be tracked.

Hospitaiization costs (from the Alaska Trauma Registry) for belted and unbelted
occupants injured in a motor vehicle crash in Alaska, for the years 1996 - 1999
were compared. Hospital costs were analyzed by seat belt use or non-use, source
of payment, days spent in the hospital, discharge location, and fatalities.

Restraint use was categorized into either the YES group or the NO group in the
following manner:

YES NO

Air Bag and Seat Belt Air Bag Only (not restrained)
Seat Belt only None
Infant/Child Restraint

Many of the entries listed restraint use as UNKNOWN. The case narrative field in
the ATR was used to re-categorize a few of the unknowns, but restraint use or
non-use could not be determined for most of the unknowns, therefore they were

analyzed separately.

In a landmark publication, The Cost of Injury in the United States, Rice and
MacKenzie documented motor vehicle-related injuries per victim as the most
costly of all unintentional injury categories. The average cost for each person



hospitalized for motor vehicle-related injuries was calculated to be $43,409.7
Several studies have estimated the loss of productivity or quality of life costs for
various types of injury, but for this analysis only the quantifiable hospital related
costs were examined.

Costs attributed to the “general public” included payments from programs such as
Medicaid, Medicare, Indian Health Service, military, CHAMPUS (military
dependents), and no-pay patients. We could not adequately define uninsured
motorists’ costs which could also be attributed to public costs.

Results

Observational surveys completed by the University of Alaska’s Institute for Social
and Economic Research showed that in the Year 2000, 62% of the front seat
occupants of motor vehicles were wearing seat belts. Inthe Year 2001, 63% of
the front seat occupants of motor vehicles were wearing seat belts. These
statistically valid surveys represent the driving population of the state and are
important when examining seat belt use percentages among motor vehicle crash
victims who are injured, hospitalized, or merely involved in a crash.

According to Alaska DOT&PF data from 1998 through 2000, an annual average of

39,613 motor vehicle occupants were involved in traffic crashes, and
approximately 62 of these occupants losttheir lives each year.8 Of all the motor
vehicle occupants involved in a crash, only 6% reported not wearing a restraint,
66% were wearing a restraint, and 28% had unknown restraint use (see Table 1).
When all of the cases with documented restraint use were analyzed separately,
9% were reportedly not wearing a seat belt, while 60% of the fatalities were

unrestrained.

Alaska Seat Belt Use TDOT&PF Data)

1998, 1999, 2000 Combined and Averagec

All Occupants Fatals

All Motor Where Seat Wé] re Seat

Vehicle Belt use use Ma#or Minor
\ Occupants  Documented FSaBIs Documented Injuries  Injuries
0
Restraint 6% (7,641) 9% 34 60% 37% 15%
Restraint %
Used 66% (77,936) 91% (23) 40% 49%  74%
Unknown
Use 28% (33,263) 9% (5) 12%  11%
Annual

Average 39,613 62

InthPies
5%
69%
31%



The Alaska Trauma Registry provided additional information on the more seriously
injured occupants after they were admitted to a hospital. Of all the motor vehicle
occupant hospitalizations, 48% were not wearing a restraint, 43% were wearing a
restraint, and 9% had unknown restraint use (see Table 2). When all cases with
documented restraint use were analyzed separately, 53% were unrestrained, and
of the fatals who died in the hospital, 56% were unrestrained.

Table 2

Alaska Trauma Registry Data

Hospitalizations
1996 -1999 Combined

All Motor Vehicle . Fatals with

HosOp?tCalf z%rt]itons Cﬁggsﬁlc/)lctn r%g%%ke)glt Fatals eoact§ r%nlég
No Restraint 48% (887) 53% 49% (30) 56%
Restraint Used  43% (790) 41% 39% (24) 44%
Unknown Use 9% (167) 0% 11% (7)

Another measure of severity used in this analysis was total number of hospital
days for restrained and unrestrained occupants. An average of 2,672 days was
spent in hospitals every year for motor vehicle occupant injuries in Alaska. Ofthe
total hospital days where restraint use was documented, 58% of the patients had
been unrestrained at the time of their crash and 42% were restrained (Table 3).

Table 3

Hospital Days
1996 - 1999 Average

. %%f
Avg. Hospital "Known"
Days per Year % Use
No Restraint 1402 52% h8%
Restraint
Used 1009 38% 42%
Use
Unknown 261 10%

In 1994, the Federal Highway Administration published a technical report, MOtOr
Vehicle Accident, and included the following lifetime injury costs by Abbreviated
Injury Severity (AIS) score:



Severity Descriptor Cost per Iniurv

AlIS 1 Minor $ 6,000
AIS 2 Moderate $ 40,000
AIS 3 Serious $ 150,000
AIS 4 Severe $ 490,000
AIS 5 Critical $1,980,000
AlIS 6 Fatal $2,600,000

W hen correlating the AIS scores with seat belt use in Alaska, 60% ofthe patients
with the lowest score of AIS 1, were wearing restraints at the time of their crash.
The most severely injured patients, having scores of AIS 5, had the lowest
percentage of restraint use at 45%.

Post-hospitalization costs are substantial, but difficult to measure. The most
severe non-fatal cases are discharged to “skilled nursing” facilities which typically
require round-the-clock monitoring. Ofthe patients discharged to skilled nursing,
13 had been unrestrained and 6 were restrained during the motor vehicle crash,
"he hospital costs for these 19 patients before they were discharged were nearly
$ i million, of which 77% was derived from public sources. Unfortunately, it was

impossible to track post-hospitalization costs.

Costs

The costs for hospitalized motor vehicle occupants in Alaska were analyzed by the
source of payment data inthe ATR. These costs are not considered to be
complete, since some of the costs are billed by sources outside of the hospital,
such as medical specialists, chronic care facilities, pharmacies, medical and
prosthetic equipment companies, etc. Generally, costs were paid by one or more
of the following sources: motor vehicle property and casualty insurance, private
health and medical insurance, CHAMPUS insurance for military dependents,
military branches, Medicaid, Medicare, iHS for Alaska Native beneficiaries, and

workers compensation insurance.

The Alaska Department of Health and Social Services, Section of Community
Health and EMS recently completed a research project that analyzed injuries
among Medicaid-eligible youth ages 0-20.9 The report compiled hospital costs for
various types of injuries for the years 1995-1999.

Motor vehicle occupant injuries are the most expensive injury category for
Medicaid. During the four-year period, there were 83 Medicaid-eligible Alaskans
who were 0-20 years old and involved in motor vehicle crashes.



The breakdown of the medical costs to treat these individuals included:

e The average cost per case was $20,000.

e Average cost per hospital day was $3,300.
Average number of days in the hospital was 6 days per case.
Total number of Medicaid patients was 83, with a total estimated cost of

$1.6 million.

Forthe years 1996 through 1999, an analysis of hospital costs documented in the
ATR for motor vehicle occupant injuries was undertaken. Only 66% of the patients
had medical costs reported inthe ATR because several of the hospitals serving
federal beneficiaries and a few of the public hospitals did not report costs
associated with individuals. Ofthe cases where costs were reported, over $22.2
million was spent on direct medical care. When extrapolating average costs per
case, the four-year costs were:

e $21.8 million for unrestrained occupants and

e $15.8 million for restrained occupants.

W hen including the "unknowns,” an additional $6.1 million is added, for a total of
$43.6 million. Of the total hospital costs reported, 59% represented unrestrained

occupants (see Table 4).

Table 4

Alaska MV Hospital Costs

1996- 1999
Average
Total Costs per
Total Costs Cases Case % of Total
No Restraint Used $13,039,797 534 $24,419 59%
Restraint Used $9,177,849 460 $19,952 41%

Of the total ATR costs for motor vehicle-related hospitalizations, 44% was paid by
the general public through programs such as Medicaid, Medicare, Indian Health
Service, military, CHAMPUS, and no-pay patients. Of this 44% paid by the public,
69% ofthe costs were for unrestrained occupants (see Table 5).



Table 5

Public Costs for Alaska MV Hospitalizations

1996 -1999
Average
Total Costs per
Total Costs Cases Case % of Total
No Restraint Used $6,614,907 181 $35,994 69%
Restraint Used $3,226,035 263 $12,266 31%

There is well over $2.6 million dollars spent each year on beneficiaries of public
programs who are hospitalized for motor vehicle-related injuries. This number
excludes the very costly pedestrian and bicycle victims injured by motor vehicles.

Conclusions

A substantial body of research demonstrates that seat belt use greatly reduces the
number of traffic crash-related fatalities and the severity of injuries. In general, the
more severe the injury, the less likely itwill be that the individual was buckled up.
The Alaska Seat Belt CostAnaIysis shows that lestraint use or non-use also
affects the number of hospitalizations, length of stay in the hospital, and the overall
cost of hospitalizations for motor vehicle occupants involved in crashes.

The analysis also shows that 44% of motor vehicle crash-related hospital costs are
borne by the citizens of Alaska. Close to 40,000 vehicle occupants are involved in
traffic crashes each year in Alaska. More than $2.6 million dollars is spent each
year for beneficiaries of public programs who are hospitalized for motor vehicle
related injuries. Thus, the decision to wear or not wear a seat belt is not just a
matter of personal choice, but a decision that has economic implications for all
Alaskans.

This study only analyzed hospitalization costs of vehicle occupants involved in
crashes. Forthose suffering some types of injuries, including those to the brain
and spinal cord, long-term care and rehabilitation costs vastly exceed the initial
hospitalization costs. Thus, the total cost to the public is significantly higher than
those documented in this study.

Fortunately, seat belt use in Alaska is on the rise. The most recent observed seat
belt use survey found that belt use was 78.9% in 2003 up from 66% in 2002. Still,
experience from other states and Canada suggests that the largest reductions in



fatalities, injury severity (and thus medical costs) do not occur until belt use rates
reach the 90 percent range.10

Most frequently, those who refuse to buckle up also tend to exhibit other high-risk
behaviors like speeding and driving while impaired. It is critical that all drivers and
passengers use seat belts and child restraints, as appropriate, if hospital and other
medical costs resulting from motor vehicle crashes are to be substantially reduced.
Programs and policies that result in higher restraint use will reduce traffic crash
fatalities as well as the severity of injuries and costs to individuals and to the

taxpayers of Alaska.
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January 16, 2004

Memorandum

TO: Senator Con

FROM: Cherie Nienhui&W
Legislative Analyst

RE: Primary Safety Belt Laws

You asked about primary safety belt laws in other states. A safety belt law is primary when law enforcement
officers are allowed to stop vehicles solely for safety belt violations. This type of law contrasts with secondary
safety belt laws, which allow officers to cite safety belt violations only after stopping vehicles for other

violations.

As of fall 2003, 20 states plus the District of Columbia have passed primary safety belts laws, and 29 states,
including Alaska, have passed secondary safety belt laws.l New Hampshire does not have a safety belt law.
According to a study completed for The National Safety Council, an estimated 12,177 motorists died since
1995 because of their states' failure to implement a primary safety belt law. The study estimates that, in
Alaska alone, 43 lives could have been saved over the eight-year period had state lawmakers passed a
primary safety belt law rather than a secondary one.

The Insurance Institute for Highway Safety publishes information about safety belt laws ineach  state,
including whether they are primary (also called "standard"), and what the maximum fines are for first offenses.
We include this information as Attachment B. We also include, as Attachment C, primary safety belt laws for
three states whose laws changed from secondary to primary laws fairly recently.

'hope you find this information to be useful. Please do not hesitate to contact us if you havequestions or
need additional information.

" Neil K. Chaudhary, PhD, David F. Preusser, PhD, and the Preusser Research Group, Inc., “Lives Lost by States' Failure to
implement Primary Safety Belt Laws," November 5, 2003. We include a copy of this publication as Attachment A,
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OBJECTIVE:

The purpose of this study is to estimate the number of lives lost due to the failure of states to
pass primary enforcement safety belt laws. Primary laws allow officers to stop motorists based solely
on an ohserved seat belt violation. Secondary laws allow officers to enforce the safety belt law if and
only if the motorist is first stopped for some other violation. In 2002, eighteen states plus the District of
Columbia had primary laws (see Table 1). Historically, safety belt use has been higher in “primary
states” than in states without primary laws. Figure 1shows primary versus secondary states based on

standard National Highway and Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) approved observational

studies.
_ Table 1.
Dates of Primary Law Enactment (Source: NTSB)
State Enacted te Enacted
Adam 12/09/99 7« r\%and 10/01/97
Califomia 01/01/93 . M jm 03/10/00
Connedliout 01/01/86 % NawJersey 05/01/00
Dlavare* 06/30/03 ™ NawMeoo 01/01/86
Distict of Colubia 100197 NewVok 12/01/84
Ceorgia 07/01/9%  NorthCarolira 10/01/85
Hual 12/16/85 - Okahoma 11/01/97.
llirois* 07/03/03 , Oeyn 12107190
Indara 07098  Texds 09/01/85
lona 07/01/86  Wesaingion 04/02/02
Louisae 09/01/95
*Law Changed in2003
PROCEDURE:

The first step was to determine the likely increase in the safety belt use rate associated with the
passage of a primary law. Three methods were used to establish convergent validity.

Effectiveness of Primary Law

State wicle obseivations:

The first estimate used NHTSA verified statewide ohservations of day-time belt use rates. We

compared rates for states with primary laws to states without primary laws for each year starting with



1995 and ending with 2002 (See Table 2). For this analysis, as well as all following analyses, data
from the District of Columbia and Indiana were excluded. DC simultaneously implemented a primary
law and applied more strict consequences for violation of the law (high fines and points to the license)
making it difficult to attribute change in belt use to the primary law alone. IN implemented a primary
law in 1999, which was soon after ruled unconstitutional, then reinstituted some time later, making it

difficult to set a specific date for the onset of the primary law.

SEEXbSONGP7-F=tW5<s00az <@L EHRTH A< >4200 QesRIWRws

* Surveys were not submitted for ME and NH in 2002.

FIGURE 1 Belt use rales in 2002 (Data Source: NHTSA).

Table 2
Statewide Observed Belt Use 1995-2002 for Primary* Versus

1995 199 1997 1998 1999 2000 200 202 AL
Primary % 4% T% 8% 7% T% 8% 8% 78%
notPrimary  60% 5% 60% 6% 63% 65% 6M% T0% 63%
Difference  15% o 1% 1M% 16% 14% 1% 13% 15%

*Excludes DC &IN

The results indicate that front seat occupants in primary states are between 13 and 17
percentage points (M = 15) more likely to be properly restrained than those in non-primary states.

3



FARS data estimations:

The second estimate of the value of primary laws was based on NHTSA's Fatality Analysis
Reporting System (FARS); a database of crashes that resulted in at least one fatal injury. Using FARS,
we compiled the number of fatally injured front seat occupants, ages 16 and older, of passenger
vehicles who were, and were not, wearing safety belts. Theoretically, the number of belted drivers is
underrepresented in the FARS database. This is because the proper use of safety belts reduces
fatalities preventing the crash from entering the database. Thus, to estimate the number of belted
drivers in “Potentially Fatal Crashes” (PFCs) we use the NHSTA estimation that safety belts are 45%
effective in reducing fatalities in PFCs for passenger cars and 60% effective for light trucks (including
pickups, SUVs and vans). That is, we estimated the number of front seat occupants who were involved
in PFC’s by hypothesizing that the number of belted drivers who died is 55% of all the belted dri /ers
involved in crashes serious enough to potentially cause a fatality. An additional number of drivers in
PFC’s did not die because they were wearing seat belts.

We established a percentage of front seal occupants who were belted, and unbelted, in PFC's
(see Table 3). Using these estimates, we established that front scat occupants of vehicles involved in
PFC’s in states with primary laws have 15 percentage point higher belt use than persons in states
without primary laws,

Within state estimations:
The third method was to compare observed belt use rates in those states that changed from

secondary to primary. Two years of NHTSA verified statewide ohserved belt use rates prior to the law
change for 8 states that changed their laws were compared to the two years after the law change. The
year in which the law changed was excluded. The results indicated that ohserved belt use was, on

average, 15 percentage points higher in the two years after than the two years before (see Table 4).



Table 3
Actual and Estimated Safety Belt use rates for Fatal, and
Potentially Fatal Crashes (Data Source: FARS 1995 - 2002)

Primary' Not Primary
Est.

N Belted N Est. Belted  Difference

Unbelted Dead 21520 50630

Belted Dead 27807 33010

Passenger Est. Belted Alive 22751 27003
Cars Est. Total PFCs 72078 70% 110648 54% 16%

Unbelted Dead 16381 29320

Belted Dead 9069 9199

Light Trucks )

(Pickups, Est. Belted Alive 13604 13799
SUVs, Vans) Est. Total PFCs 39C54 58% 52318 44% 14%

Unbelted Dead 37901 79950

Belted Dead 36876 422°9

Est. Belted Alive 36355 40807
Combined  Est. Total PFCs 106597 60% 158366 51% 15%

» Excludes DC &IN
Table 4

Change in Statewide Observed Belt use Prior to and After Law Changes
(Data Source: NHTSA)

Years relative to Law Change Difference

2 Jq 0 1 2

CA 48% 50% 59% 59% 67%
LA 57% 53% 58% 65% 74%
GA 57% 53% 58% 65% 74%
MD 70% 70% 71% 83% 83%
OK 46% 48% 60% 56% 61%
AL 52% 52% 58% 71% 79%
Mi 70% 70% 84% 82% 83%
NJ 63% 63% 74% 78% 81%
58% 57% 65% 70% 75%

Means 58% 73% 15

These analyses provided three estimates of effectiveness of primary laws. All three of the
methods suggest that belt use was likely to have increased about 15 percentage points had a stale

adopted a primary safety belt law during the period included in this study (1995 - 2002).



RESULTS
For the present study, we estimate that belt use would have increased an average of 15

percentage points after implementation of a primary law over the 8 year period from 1995 - 2002,
Using the estimated 15 percentage point gain in belt use by implementation of a primary law, we
estimated how many front seat occupants of passenger vehicles (16 and older) died because their states
did not implement a primary law. The estimated effectiveness of the safety belt is 45% for passenger
cars and 60% for light trucks. We calculated that s'nee 1995 an estimated 12,177 motorists died
because of their states’ failure to implement a primary law (see Table 5). The number killed was
highest in 1995 and generally decreased in later years as more states switched to primary (See Figure

2). The estimated lives lost per state ranges from 33 in Rhode Island to 1333 in Florida (See Table 6).

FIGURE 2. Est. Lives lost per year due to no primary enforcement safety belt law.



Table 5
Est. Lives Lost Due to Lack of Primary Laws (1995-2002)

Stales
without
Primary If Primary
Laws Law Lives Lost
Unbelled Dead 79950 55505
Belled Dead 42209 54477
Est. Belled Survivors 40807 52984
Tolal Dead 122159 109982 12177

CON LUSION

Failure to implement primary laws in all states resulted in more than 12,000 lives were lost

during the years 1995 - 2002. If the situation remains the same as in 2002, an estimated additional

1,400 motorists will be killed next year alone.

Table 6
Est. Lives Lost Due to Lack of Primary Laws by State
(1995-2002)

Est. Est.

Lives Lives
Stale Lost P S State Lost
Alaska 43 Nevada 169
Arizona 415 New Hampshire 60
Arkansas 316 North Dakota 50
Colorado 357 Ohio 732
Florida 1333 Pennsylvania 667
daho 143 Rhode Island 33
Kansas 247 South Carolina 525
Kentucky 482 South Dakota 73
Maine 96 Tennessee 675
Massachusetts 157 Utah 1n
Minnesota 314 Vermont 47
Mississippi 481 Virginia 478
Missouri 579 West Virginia 205
Montana 135 Wisconsin 387

Nebraska 134 Wyoming 94
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SAFETY BELT USE LAWS

State
Alabama

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
District of Columbia

Florida

State
Georgia

Hawaii

[daho

llinois

Indiana

lowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana

Maine

Effective date
7/18/91

9/12/90
1/1/91

7115/91
1/1/86
111187
1/1/86
171192

12/12/85
1/1/86

Effective date
9/1/88

12/16/85

7/1/86
1/1/88

111187

1/1/86

7/1/86
7/15/94

7/1/86
12/26/95

AITIQ(L-ht&

Standard
enforcement?

yes; effective
12/9/99
no

no

no
yes; effective
1/1/93
no
yes
yes; effective

6/30/03

yes; effective
10/1/97

no

Standard
enforcement?
yes; effective

111196
yes

no

yes: effective
113103

yes; effective
1/1/98

yes
no
no
yesg;iUSEUVe

no

Standard

Who is
covered? In
what seats?

6+ yrs. in front
seat

16+ yrs. In all
seats

5+ yrs. In front
seagSthmu%h
15 in all seats

15+ yrs. in front
seat

16+ yrs. In all
seats

16+ yrs. in front
seat

4+ yrs. in front
seat

16+ yrs. in all
seats

16+ yrs. In all
seats

6+ yrs. in front
seaf: 6 throuHh
17yrs. ina
seats

Who is
covered? In
who! seats?

5 through 17 yrs.
in all seats; 18+
yrs. in front seat

4 through 17 yrs.
in all seats; 18+
yrs. in front seat

4+ yrs. in all
seats

6+ yrs. In front
seat; all in all
seats if driver Is
younger than 18
yIs.
4 through 11 yrs.
in all seats; 12+
yrs. in front seat

6+ yrs. in front
seat

14+ yrs, in front
seat

more than 40 In.

in all seats

13+ yrs. in front

seat

18+ yrs. In all
seats

Who is
covered? In

htlp://www . 1iwysafcly.org/safety facts/state_laws/restrain3._htm

Maximum fine
1st offense
$25
$15

$10

$2522
$20

$15
$15
$25

$50*
$30

Maximum fine
1st offerse

$15*

$45

$25
$25

$25

$10
$10
$25
$25
$50

Maximum fine

Page 10of3

Damages
reduced for
nonuse?
no
yes

yes

no
no

yes?2
no
no
no

yes

Damages
reduced for
nonuse?

no

no

no

no

no

yes-
no
no
no

no

Damages
reduced for

1/16/2004
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State
Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Mississippi

Missour

Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

State
New Jersey

New . 'exico
New Y. rk
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon

Pennsylvania

Rhode Island

State
South Carolina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Effective date
1/1/86

211194
7/1/85

8/1/86

111194

9/28/85

10/1/87
1/1/93
111187

nla

Effective date
3/1/85

1/1/86
12/1/84
10/1/85
7114194
5/6/86
211187
1277190
11/23187

6/18/91

Effective date
7/1/89

1/1/95
4121186

enforcement?

yes; effective
10/1/97
no

yes: effective
41112000

no

no (yes for
chHJ%n <8§)

no (yes for
children <16)

no
no
no

no law

Standard
enforcement?

yes; effective
5/1/2000

yes
yes
yes
no
no

yes; effective

11/1/97

yes

no

no (yes for
children <13)

Standard
enforcement?

no (yes for
children <18

yrs.)5
no

no

what seats?

16+ yrs. in front
seat

12+ yrs. in all
seats

4+ yrs. In front
seaf: 4thmuHh
15yrs.ina
seats

all In front seat
3 throu?h 10 yrs.
In all seats

4 through 7 gr&
In all seats/8+
yrs. In front seat

4+ yrs. In front
seaf; 4 throuﬁh
15yrs. Ina
seats

6+ yrs. In all
seats

16+ yrs. in front
seat

5+ yrs. in all
seats

no law

Who is
covered? In
what seats?

7 yrs. and
younger and
more than 80
Ibs.; 8 thrnugh
17 In all seats;

18+ In front seat

18+ yrs. inall
seats

16+ yrs. inall
seats

16+ yrs. in front
seat

18+ yrs. in front
seat

4+ yrs. in front
seat

all In front seat

16+ yrs. in all
seats

8 through 17 yrs.
In all seats: 18+
yrs. In front seat

T+ yrs. in all
seats

Who is
covered? In
what seats?

6+ yrs. In front

seat; 6+ yrs. In
rear seat with

shoulder belt

5+ yrs. In front
seat

4+ yrs. in front

htlp://www. hwysafety.org/safety facls/statejaws/restrain3.him

1st offense nonuse?
$25 no
$25- no
$25 yes3
$25 no
$25 no
$20 no
$25 no
no law no
_ . Damages
Maximum fine reduced for
1st offense nonuse?
$20 yes
$25-- no
$50> yes
$25 no
$20 yes
$30 drlver/$20 yes
passenger
$20 no
$75 yes
$10 no
$57 no
) . Damages
Maximum fine reduced for
1st offense nonuse?
$10 no

$20 no

$10 no

Page 2 of 3-

1/16/2004



el IHS-HLDJ |State laws: Child restraint, belt laws Page 3 of 3

seat

Texas 9/1/85 yes 4 through 16 yrs. $200 no
in all seats; 17 *
yrs. in front seat

Utah 4/28/86 no (yes for 16+ yrs. ir all $45 no
children <19 seats
yrs.)
Vermont 1/1/94 no 16+ yrs. In all $25 no
seats (eff. (eff. 1/1/04)
1/1/04)
Virginia 1/1/88 no 16+ yrs. in front $25 no
seat
Washington 6/11/86 yes; 7/1/2002 all in all seats $37 no
West Virginia 9/1/93 no 9+ yrs. in front $25
! seat){ 9 throuHh yes?
17 yrs. Ina
seats
Wisconsin 1211187 no 4+ yrs. in front $10
seat)f 4 through yes?
15 yrs. In rear
seat with
shoulder belt
Wyoming 6/8/89 no 5+ yrs. Inall  $259 driver/$10 no
seats passenger

1These states assess points for violations.
2Arkansas and Wyoming reward belt use by reducing the fine for the primary violation by $10.

3Under the safety belt defense, Wisconsin allows a maximum 15 percent damage reduction (in Missouri, a maximum

1 percent). In 3 states (lowa, Michigan, and Nebraska), the damage reduction may not exceed 5 percent. In
Colorado, damages may be reduced for pain and suffering only, not economi: or medical losses. In West Virginia, an

award for medical expenses only may be reduced by no more than 5 percent.

"in Georgia, the maximum fine is $25 if the child Is 5-18 yrs. Drivers In Massachusetts may be fined $25 for violating
the belt law themselves and $25 for each unrestrained passenger 12-16 yrs.

5Police are prohibited in South Carolina from enforcing safety belt laws at checkpoints designed for that purpose.
However, safety belt violations may be issued at license and regist ition checkpoints.

Ch[ld Restraint, Bell Laws majn page

Tables:
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AS NATIONWIDE SEAT BELT CRACKDOWN BEGINS, NEW DATA UNDERSCORES
DEADLY IMPACT OF FAILURE TO ADOPT PRIMARY SEAT BELT LAWS

Oty Brcenert e £ (2w o T e e

V\B§1rg0‘l DC As more than 12,000 law enforcement agencies begin a nationwide crackdown to
enforce seat belt and child passenger safety laws this Thanksgiving holiday, a new study shows that more
than 12,000 people have needlessly died due to the failure of states to follow a 1995 National Transportation
Safety Board recommendation to enact primary enforcement seat belt use laws. Today, the NTSB reissued

that call to states.

"A primary seat belt law is likely to save more lives than possibly any
single piece of legislation a stat) will consider," said NTSB Chairman
Ellen G. Engleman. "It is why the Safety Board recommended states

adopt these laws in 1995, and why we continue to urge enactment of + Lost Lives by States’
these laws as a safety priority. It is tragic that 30 states have failed to act (pdf; 182Kh)

to implement this safety countermeasure that costs nothing, but could + Participating Law

save so many." Enforcement Agencies

(MS Word; 135kb)
Primary seat belt laws enable law enforcement officers to ticket motorists
based solely on an observed seat belt violation, just as they do any other motor vehicle law. Primary laws
cover 60 percent of the U.S. population. Currently, 29 states have secondary laws (New Hampshire does
not have an adult seat belt law), which means officers can only enforce the seat belt law if the motorist is
first stopped for some other violation such as speeding.

According to the study released today by the National Safety Council, states that have enacted primary laws
since 1995 on average experienced a 15-percentage point increase in belt use. Seat belts are proven to
reduce the risk of serious injury or death in a crash by 45 percent, and the study shows 12,177 lives have
been lost since 1995 because 30 states have failed to enact the stronger laws.

"We have a vaccine for the leading cause of death for Americans from ages two through 33 - safety belts.
Primary safety belt laws are our most effective public policy tool," said Jeffrey W. Runge, M.D., Administrator
for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. "If all states moved right now to enact them, 1,400
more lives could be saved next year alone in preventable traffic injury."”

On November 13, 2003, Chairman Engleman on behalf of the NTSB sent a letter to the governors and
legislative leadership of the 29 states with secondary laws and New Hampshire, reminding them of the
Safety Board's recommendation and encouraging them to step-up their efforts to enact a primary law in their

State.

The national Click It or Ticket Mobilization, which runs from Novembe 17-30, is based on a public health
model proven to increase belt use, and places specific emphasis on teens and young adults who are least

likely to buckle up and most likely to die in a traffic crash.

According to NHTSA, nearly 4,530 teens and young adults, ages 16-19, died in traffic crashes last year and
thousands more were injured. Ofthe 32,519 people killed in crashes in 2002, nearly 60 percent were not

wearing a safety belt.
1/22/2004


http://www.nsc.org/news/nrl

National Safety Council News Release Page 2 of3

If the situation remains the same as in 2002, the study, conducted by Neil K. Chaudhary and David F.
Preusser of PRG Research Group, Inc., estimated an additional 1,400 motorists will be killed next year

alone. (State-by-state results are available online, atwww.nsc.org)

"Law enforcement officers all over this country are doing a greatjob saving lives through seat belt
enforcement, but in 30 states they are doing it with one hand tied behind their back," said Chuck Hurley,
Executive Director of the National Safety Council's Air Bag & Seat Belt Safety Campaign. "We would be
saving far more lives if state legislators in the states with secondary laws would respond to the
overwhelming majority of voters who support primary laws."

A national survey of 800 Americans conducted by Public Opinion Strategies for the Air Bag & Seat Belt
Safety Campaign in May, 2003, showed people in states with secondary laws support enactment of primary

laws in their states by a 2-to-1 margin.

"It's especially tragic that teens and young adults are suffering the most as a result of this government
inaction," added Hurley. This year, lllinois and Delaware became the 19th and 20th states to pass a primary

law respectively.

"At the Naval Safety Center, ourjob is to look out for all our Sailors, Marines, and civilians," said RADM
Brooks. "It's our priority to ensure as safe a working environment as possible, to identify the hazards we all
face in both our professional and personal lives, to educate everyone in the vital importance of risk
management in everything we do, and to improve readiness. Across our force it's up to the leaders of every
Navy and Marine Corps command to promote awareness and setthe example, for traffic safety truly is a

matter of life and death."

During the Mobilization, law enforcement officers will intensify enforcement of seat belt and child passenger
safety laws by setting up checkpoints or saturation patrols across the country. Seat belt violators and drivers
failing to restrain their child passengers will be ticketed.

Thanksgiving is one of the most dangerous holidays for motorists. The National Safety Council predicts that
544 people will die and 28,300 people wili suffer disabling injuries resulting from traffic crashes during the

Thanksgiving holiday period.

"Thanksgiving is a joyous holiday for many Americans, but it is also traditionally one of the deadliest on the
roadways," said Lynne Goughler, Vice President of Public Policy at Mothers Against Drunk Driving.
"Impaired driving and lack of safety belt usage are the leading killers in automobile crashes, especially

during the holiday season."

Mobilizations are conducted twice yearly by the Air Bag & Seat Belt Safety Campaign of the National Safety
Council in conjunction with law enforcement agencies, state highway safety offices, NHTSA, the National
Transportation Safety Board and MADD. Following the Mobilization in May, 2003, national belt use reached

a record high of 79 percent, according to NHTSA.

The Air Bag & Seat Belt Safety Campaign, a program of the National Safety Council, is a public/private
partnership of automotive manufacturers, insurance companies, child safety seat manufacturers,
government agencies, health professionals and child health and safety organizations. The goal of the
Campaign is to increase the proper use of safety belts and child safety seats and to inform the public about
how to maximize the lifesaving capabilities of air bags while minimizing the risks.

For additional information about the National Safety Council, visit www.nsc.org.

The National Safety Council is a nonprofit, nongovernmental, international public service organization
dedicated to protecting life and promoting health. Members of NSC include more than 45,000 businesses,
labor organizations, schools, public agencies, private groups and individuals. Founded in 1913, and
chartered by the U.S. Congress in 1953, the primary focus of the NSC is preventing injuries in workplaces,

http://www.nsc.org/news/nrl 11703.htm 1/22/2004


http://www.nsc.org
http://www.nsc.org
http://www.nsc.org/news/nrl

National Safety Council News Relea e Page 3 0f3

in transportation and in homes and communities.

News Center INSC Home | Comments

N ational Safety Council
A Membership Organization Dedicated to Protecting Life and Promoting Health
1121 Spring Lake Drive, Itasca, IL 60143-3201
Tel: (630) 285-1121; Fax: (630) 285-1315

November 25,2003
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
WASHNGTON DC 20303

February 11,2004

(Senate)

Statement of Administration Po licy
S. 1072 - Safe, Accountable. Flexible, and Efficient Transportation Equity Act

(Senator Inhofe (P) Oklahoma and 3 cosponsors)

The Administration supports enactmentofa six-year'highway, highway safety, and transit

authorization bill and procedural efforts that would limitconsideration ofextraneous

amendments and bring the bill to an up ordown vote. Such a multi-year authorization would

provide States and localities with predictable funding thatenhances long-term transportation
planning. The Administration’s proposal, as modified by the President’s FY 2005 Budget,
would provide $256 billion over six years, an historically high level ofinvestment forhighways
and transit This proposal represents a $4"' billion, or21 percent, increase over the

Transportation Equity Act forthe 21st Century (TEA-21), the six-year bill enacted in 1998.

The Administration believes that surface liansportation reaulhorization legislation should exhibit

spending restraintand adhere to the following three principles: (1) transportation infrastructure

spending should notrely on an increase in die gas tax or other Federal taxes; (2) transportation
infrastructure spending should not be funded through bonding orothermechanisms that conceal

the true costto Federal taxpayers; and (3) liighway spending should be financed from the

Highway Trust Fund, notthe General Fund ofthe Treasury. All spending for highways should

be authorized and appropriated from the Tirust Fund and derived from taxes imposed on highway

use, thereby maintaining the link between Trust Fund revenues and highway spending.

However, the bill pending before the Senate authorizes: $262 billion on highways and highway

safety, which is $50 billion above the President’s request, and $56 billion on mass transit, which

is $12 billion above the President’s requesi. In total the Senate bill authorizes $318 billion in

spending on highways, highway safety, and mass transitover the nextsix years, a full $62 billion

above the President’s request for the same period.

The Administration’s proposed authorization level of $256 billion over six years is consistent

with the three principles listed above. W e supportaresponsible six-year bill and supportmany

ofthe provisions contained in this legislation. However, we oppose S. 1072 and the pending

substitute because theirspending levels are:too high and they violate these principles discussed

above. Accordingly, iflegislation that violates these principles (such as this legislation, which

authorizes $318 billion)were presented to the President, his senior advisors would recommend

that be veto the bill.

In addition, the Adm inistration opposes inclusion in asurface transportation bill ofunrelated

provisions regarding Amtrak. Any legislation regarding the future of AmtTak should be

considered separately and should provide formeaningful reforms, such as those proposed by the

Administralioa Ifsurface transportation legislation containing such provisions were presented

to the President, his senior advisors would recommend thathe veto the bill.
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The Administration wants to work closely with Congress to achieve an acceptable bill and

recommends attention to the following areas.

Safety. The Administration appreciates the creation ofanew Highway Safety

ImprovementProgram (I'SIP) and a strong safety beltincentive program, but believes the bill
should also require State. Jiathave notenacted primary safety beltlaws orachieved safety belt

use rates of90 percentto spend no less than 10 percentofcore highway safety construction

HSIP funds on behavioral safety projects eligible under the Section 402 program. In addition,

the Administration opposes limiting a State's flexibility to use HSIP funds by requiring

mandatory set-asides for rail-highway grade crossings or safe routes to schools. The

Administration believes thatseveral progriims ofthe National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration (NHTSA ) should br consolidated and a portion ofthose funds should be used to

reward States thataggressively reduce fatalities in the manner proposed by Section 2001(a) of

the Administration's proposal. Also, language similarto thatincluded in the Administration's

proposal on providing forNHTSA -administered highway safety data grants should be added to

help States improve theirdata to reasonable standards.

Environmental Provisions. The Acministration opposes substantially broadening the list

ofeligible projects for Congestion M itigation and Air Quality (CM AQ) funding because many of

these new projects would have minimal air quality benefits. Eligibility for CM AQ funds should

be limited to projects thatachieve air quality benefits, particularly because the numberofClean
The Administration

The bill

Air Actnonattainmentareas, which need this type offunding, will increase.

believes that the bill should improve projectdelivery while protecting ourenvironment.

should include a 180-day statute of limitations for legal challenges following final agency

approval ofhighway and transitprojects. ‘IThis limitis necessary to reduce litigation uncertainty

thatcan impede projectdevelopment foryears. The bill should also avoid adding new

require ncnts to the transportation planning'process, and integrate the transportation planning

process with otherenvironmental review processes to reduce redundancies.

W ith respectto projectreview underthe National Environmental Policy Act, the bill

should clarify the authority of State and local governments to bejointlead agencies, with the

U.S. DepartmentofTransportation, in preparing environmental documents. The Administration

also notes that section 1511 is inconsistent with the President's proposal in SAFETEA, and

encourages the Senate to adopt the President's proposal.

The Administration also believes that the bill should clarify standards pertaining to

public park and recreation lanas, wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and hisioric sites -- commonly

A clarification ofthe Section 4 (0 definition of "prudent” is needed
In addition,

referred to as "Section 4(f)."
to forestall confusing standards applied unevenly by the Federal Courts oi Appeals.

the bill should address the overlap betweer Section 4(0 and Section 106 ofthe National Historic

Preservation Actto decrease projectdelays and uncertainty.

In addition, the Administration believes that the bill should not include a mandatory two

percent set-aside from the Surface Transportation Program (STP) to supporta highway

storm w ater discharge mitigation program. Stormwater discharge mitigation costs are already

eligible under STP.

New Regulatory Mandates. The Administration strongly opposes the numerous
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mandated rulemakings for NHTSA and the FM CSA. These provisions predetermine timetables
and outcomes without adequate grounding in science, engineering and proofofnetsafety
benefits. By prescribing specific requirements and mandating priorities, these provisions will

delay orinterfere with ongoing safety inifiatives and may have the unintended consequence of

redirecting agency resources away from programs thatwill do more overall good for safety. The

Administration also objects to the inclusion of: (1) costly and burdensome provisions ofthe bill

requiring FM CSA to issue medical certificates to 6.5 million commercial drivers while limiting

the performance of medical examinations lo physicians alone; and (2) the bill's expansion of

hours-of-service safety exem ptions.

Financing and Freight M obility. The Administration appreciates the bill’s expansion of

the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) loan program by lowering

the project threshold and broadening the list of eligible projects to include freight projects.

However, the Administration opposesremoving the TIFIA program requirementthata borrower

have adedicated source ofrevenue forrepaying its TIFIA loan Likewise, the Administration

opposes allowing railroads to use Federal ;pants to pay the creditrisk premium orrepay Railroad

Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing loans.

The Administration supports amenling the bill to give States the ability to manage

congestion and raise additional revenue by allowing drivers ofsingle occupantvehicles to use

High Occupancy Vehicle lanes by paying lolls. The Administration also supports amending the

bill to provide. States flexibility to implementvariable tolls on interstates for congestion

managementor airquality improvementpurposes. In addition, the Adm inistration supports

amending the bill to incorporate the Adm inistration's proposal to amend the Internal Revenue
Code to permitthe issuance by State and local governments of “private activity bonds" for

highways and surface freight transfer facilities.

Public Transportation Programs. Aside from concerns aboutoverall funding levels, the
Administration is pleased thatthe bill includes provisions to improve human service
transportation coordination and expand the "New Starts” program, but is disappointed by the

omission ofa performance incentive program to reward transit agencies based on increases in

transit ridership.

Accountability and Oversight. The Administration is pleased that the bill includes

stringent project management and financial plan requirements which were requested by the
Administration. Improved accountability 2nd focused oversight by the Federal Highw ay

Administration will help maximize the effective use ofavailable funds.

Funding Firewalls and Guarantees. The Adm inistration supports a separate category or
“firew alls" for determining the level ofspeeding from the Highway Trust Fund, butonly in the
contextofthe Administration's proposal forannual statutory limits on discretionary spending. In
addition, the Administration does not propose the creation of "firewalls" for general fund
spending on such critical areas as defense 2nd homeland security, and therefore opposes such

treatmentfor general fund spending on mass transit programs.

Bvrd Test Change. The Administration opposes weakening the Byrd Test to compare

spending authority to current resources plus fouryears, rather than two years, ofestimated future

revenue. The Byrd Testwas established atthe creation ofthe Highway Trust Fund in 1956 to
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ensure that future revenues would be sufficientto cover outstanding spending authority. The

Byrd Testhas been successful vnensuring the Highway Trust Fund's solvency fornearly 50

years, and modification could allow levels ofspending that cannotbe sustained by estimated

revenues to the Highway Trust Fund.

Park Roads. The Administration supports the funding level for park roads, but opposes
the provisions ofsection 1806 ofthe bill that establish a park funding priority system thatwould
reduce the Administration’s ability to implementthe President's Park Legacy Program.
Allocation ofpark road funding should be consistent with the sound asset managementapproach

on which the President's Park Legacy Program is based and which is currently used by the

N ational Park Service, in a manner that will bestaddress the needs ofall parks, notjusta few.

Cross-Border Transportation. The Adm inistration opposes the bill's provisions defining
foreign trucks and buses engaged in the cross-border transportation ofcargo and passengers into

the United States as "imports." Existing statutory provisions already address cross-border

transportation safety, and the revised definition would significantly disruptthe almost $2 billion

daily cross-border movementofgoods.

The Administration opposes the continued authorization offunding for
The Administration's

M AGLEV.
M agnetic Levitation Transportation Technology Deployment(MAGLEV).
SAFETEA proposal did notseek funding lor M AGLEV and believes funds can be better spent

investing in the Nation's public transportation systems.

Budget Estimates and Enforcement

This bill would affect directspending and receipts. Itis critical to exercise responsible restraint
ina manner thatensures deficit reduction and the Adm inistration looks

over Federal spending
The Budget Enforcement Act’s

forward to working with Congress to control the costofthis bill.
pay-as-you-go requirements and discretionary' spending caps expired on Sep'mrber 30, 2002.
The President's FY 2005 Budgetincludes a proposal to extend the discretionary caps through
requirementthat would be limited to directspending, and a new

2009, a pay-as-you-go
OMB's cost estimate of

mechanism to control the expansion oflong-term unfunded obligations.

this bill currently is under development

* k kkk k%



1 THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

1/ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

April 2, 2004

The Honorable Con Bunde
Alaska State Senate

State Capitol, Room 506
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Senator Bunde:

In 2002, 42,815 Americans died on our Nation’s roads and over 18,000 of them
were not wearing safety belts. In Alaska, 54 people died as passenger vehicle occupants,
while 24 were not wearing a safety belt. Wearing a safety belt would have saved the
lives of half of those people. In addition to the waste of life, not wearing belts cost our
country about $20 billion last year in total economic loss.

I commend your leadership in supporting a primary safety belt law that will help
Alaska achieve a 90 percent belt use rate. In the Bush Administration’s Safe,
Accountable, Flexible and Efficient Transportation Equity Act of 2003 transportation
reauthorization proposal, States receive a significant incentive if they get their safety belt
use rate to 90 percent or enact a primary enforcement law. For Alaska, that would mean
$3.9 million to use on a wide range of transportation needs, including safety
infrastructure repairs.

The plan to reward States for excellence in safety belt use is consistent with the
Bush Administration’s priority of respecting state authority to make their own laws. Our
proposal rewards States for taking the necessary actions to save lives through increased
safety belt use rates. We are firmly committed to the idea of providing States with
incentives to increase safety belt use.

There are obvious benefits to achieving higher belt use rates. We estimate that your
bill will save the State’s economy $19.3 million. More importantly, the value to the five
families each year whose loved ones would return home to them would be impossible to

measure.

A primary safety belt law is sound public policy. When Slates upgrade their law to
primary enforcement, significant gains are achieved almost immediately. In 2000,
Michigan’s safety belt use rate went from 70 percent to 84 percent after the enactment of
its primary enforcement law. Alabama’s use rate stood at 58 percent in 1999, only to
jump to 71 percent in 2000 and to 79 percent in 2001.



As your session progresses, | hope that you will be successful with your legislation
that will make Alaska a true leader in traffic safety. With you help, | know we are going
to save lives. Ifyou have any questions, feel free to contact Nicole Nason, Assistant
Secretary for Governmental Affairs at (202) 366-4573.

Sincerely yours,
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State of Alaska
Department of

Frank H. Murkowski, Governor
William Tandeske, Commissioner

February 18, 20C4

The Honorable Con Bunde
Alaska State Senate

State Capitol, Room 506
Juneau, AK 99801

Dear Senator Bunde:

As | have previously discussed with you, Isupport the implementation of primary seat bell legislation
in Alaska. My support Is based on twenty-six years of service as an Alaska State Trooperwhere |
personally Investigated a large number of motor vehicle crashes resulting in serious injury or

death. Without question, seat belts save lives.

As Commissioner of Public Safety, lam committed to doing all that is reasonable to ensure the safety
of all Alaskans. Primary seat belt legislation would provide a viable means for law enforcementto
ensure compliance with seat belt regulations and thereby reduce the incidents of serious inquiry or
loss of life.

I believe that primary seal belt legislation and ongoing education efforts are excellent strategies

to reduce tho alarming number of serious Injuries Drdeaths on our highways. Ifthe Department of
Public Safety can be of assistance to you in your legislative endeavors, please do not hesitate to
contact my office.

Sincerely,

William Tandeske
Commissioner

Office ofthe Commissioner
450 W hittier Street - Juneau, AK 99811 - Voice (907) 465-4322 - Fax (907) 4654362



A nchorage Police Department

M emorandunm

Service Since 1921

Date: February 19, 2004
To: Senator Con Bunde

From: Captain Ross Plummer Patrol Division
Subject: Seatbelt Law

The Anchorage Police Department in conjunction with State and local law enforcement
agencies has the responsibility to protect the public. At times this task is difficult and
often compounded by inadequate laws. Anchorage Police Department is contributing to
public safety by enforcing the existing occupant protection laws within our jurisdiction.
Officers are far too familiar with the often tragic results of not wearing safety belts
during a collision. The loss of lives and injuries sustained in our city are far too many.

National studies show seat belts save lives. The Anchorage Police Department is
dedicated in the fight to save lives. A primary seat belt law would assist in our efforts to
help make our streets safer. At this time Officers are unable to stop drivers who choose
not to wear a safety belt. The new proposed seat belt law will enable officers to stop and
cite violators. This will help save lives by encouraging more people to wear safety belts.
The Anchorage Police Department has dedicated resources to a new traffic unit and
believes this bill will allow officers to make a difference in lowering our fatalities and

decreasing injuries within the city of Anchorage.

During 2002 there were 36 vehicle fatalities in the city of Anchorage. During 2003
Anchorage Police Department worked with the National Highway Transportation and
Safety Office to proactively increase seat belt usage in the state of Alaska. During 2003
Anchorage increased seatbelt use by 13%. This is the highest increase in the nation. Our
compliance rate is now over 85%. In 2003 our fatalities went down 13% form 36 to 23.
One must ask if this is coincidental or correlated to the increased enforcement.

In the last quarter of 2003 there were 4 fatalities that could have been prevented if the
driver would have been wearing a seatbelt. Having a primary seatbelt law will not
ensure that everyone will wear them but the possibility of saving one life is something

worthy of acknowledgement.

The Anchorage Police Department supports this bill and all efforts towards saving lives

and making our streets safer.
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M unicipality of Anchorage
P.0. Box 196650 « Anchorage, Alaska 99519-6650 « 825 “L" Street * httpy/wAV'v.TTiuni.ore
Department of Health and Human Services

MayorMark Begich

February 23, 2004

Senator Con Bunde
State Capitol, Boom 506
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Subject: Primary SeatbeltJ_aw, SB 316

Dear SenatorBunde,

The Municipality of Anchorage, DepartmentofHealth and Hum an Services strongly supports the primary

seatbelt law because it can safe more lives by increasing the Alaska use rate to 90% . A seatbheltlaw already

exists but this bill would lift the restriction forpublic safety officers to pull a motoristover fornotwearing a

seathelt.

W e know from the Alaska Trauma Registry that 84% ofthe belted occupants in crashes walked away uninjured

compared with only 60% ofthe unbelted occupants. In a ten year period, the patients who were notbuckled up

at the time ofthe crash were almosttwice as likely to sustain a serious head injury and over one and a halftimes

more likely to be discharged with a permanent disability. One in three ofthese people billed a government
program for their hospital care and the cost to a rehabilitation or skilled nursing facility. A permanent

disability, especially head trauma and brain damage, which many ofthe injuries are, can cost M edicaid millions

ofdollars per patient. W ith a decrease in crashes and injuries, the state can reduce the financial burden for

emergency response, public safety officers, hospitalization, rehabilitation and legal expenses.

It has been 12 years since a seatbelt Jaw was first introduced in Alaska. Twenty states and DC have passed a

primary seatbelt law and itis time for Alaska to getthe benefitofthis public health policy.

Sincerely,

Joan Diamond
M unicipality of Anchorage
Department of Health and Hum an Services

Injury Prevention

Community, Security,Prosperity
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Dear Senator Bunde,

Thank you for introducing SB3X6.

The following graph clearly illustrates the effectiveness of primary seat

aws in the nation.

95-
m Priary

O NotPfiraiy'

* Suiveys were not wibmitect for ME and MH in 2002.

FIGURE 1. Belt use rates in 2002 (JUata Source: NHTSA).

According to statistics provided by the National Highway Transportation
Sufety Administration (NHTSA), up to 50% of those who die in car
crashes in which seat belts were (not) used might have survived if they
had been. For example... here in Alaska last year we lost 32 people

who were not using seatbelts. Half (16 Alaskans) might have been saved
IF ONLY THEY HAD BUCKLED UPI

Considering this potential for saving lives on Alaska's highways the

Fairbanks Chapter of MADD supports primary seat belt enforcement.
Sincerely,

Al Near

vice-president
MADD Fairbanks Chapter

2/18/2004
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Alaska Injury
Prevents Alaskalnﬁ')u Prevention Center
0 Box 210736
Anchorage, AK 99521-0736

Tel. 907-929-3941
FAX 907-929-3940
Email: ascl1@ alaska.net

February 18, 2004

Senator Con Bunde
State Capitol, Room 506
Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Senator Bunde. _ _ -
| would like to take this o,oportunlt to offer my expertise and experience in support of
SB 316. Irecently completed a study funded by a non-profit group called the
Automotive Coalition for Traffic Safety. This reSearch project, Alaska Seat Belt Cost
Analysis, compiled and analyzed the hospital costs associated with seat belt use in
Alaska. The research is already getting Statewide recognition as an argument to be
used for primary enforcement of seat belt laws. The study shows that from 1996
through 1999, medical costs for unbelted occupants totaled more than $13 million
dollars of which, 50% were paid with public funds. I've attached a copy of the Executive

Summary for your use.

Fairbanks was the first city in Alaska to Fass an ordinance giving police the authority to
stop someone for not wearing a seat belt - primary enforcement. There was
considerable public backlash over the new ordinance and it was eventually repealed,
but the fine for the existing law was significantly increased. Anchorage was also
considering a similar municipal ordinance thatwould allow primary enforcement of seat
belt use within the city limits and asked for a copy ofthe research findings.

Alaska was recently chosen by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration as
one of 13 states toreceive spécial initiatives to reduce our DUI deaths, and to increase
our seat belt usage. At 79%, Alaska's seat belt usage rate has improved tremendous|
over previous years but there are still a S|Pn|f|cant number of non-users in the state. |
we are able to"get a primary enforcement law passed, we would expect to see the seat
belt usage rate climb to around 90%.

As the evaluator for the recent Click Itor Ticket enforcement campaigns, we conducied
random telephone surveys on 1,600 Anchorage residents. One of the questions asked
if they were In favor or apposed to police stopping someone for not wearing a seat belt.
Sixty-severi (67%) percent said they were in favor of such a law.

Ron Perkins, MPH
Executive Director, AIPC
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Activism | Victim Services | Education

Mothers Against Drunk Driv:ng
JUNEAU CHAPTER

2114th St. Suite 314
Juneau, AK 99801

Phone (907)463-2562
Fax (907)463-2540
madd@alaska.net
www.madd.org/akrjuneau

February 18, 2004

Senator Con Bunde
State Capitol Building, room 506
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Re: Senate Bill 316, "An Act relating to motor vehicle safety belt violations."

Dear Senator Bunde,

Mothers Against Drunk Driving (MADD) sur?ports Senate Bill 316. MADD advocates increase
use of occupant protection for all motor vehicle drivers and passengers and recognizes the need
for publicized, enforce safety belt and child seat laws as a major defense against alcohol-and
other drug-impaired drivers. A seat belt is our hest defense against drunk driving.

Studies have found that states which pass a primar)(] seat belt law increase their average seat
belt usage by nine to fourteen percentage points. This in turn, decreases crash fatalities by an
average of eight percent and decreases the severity of injuries in crashes.

Seat belts are proven to reduce the risk of serious injury or death in a crash by forty five percent,
and a study shows 12,1777 lives have been lost since 1995 because 30 states, including
Alaska, have failed to enact a primary seat belt law.

Some argue that they should be able to choose not to wear a oeat belt. However, seat belt use
is the law already. Additionally, the decision to wear a seat belt affects those too young to make

a conscious choice.

Adults who do not buckle up are _sending_a message to children that it is all right not to use seat
belts-the probability of a fatally m(iured child being unrestrained is more than twice as likely when

the adult driving was unrestraine

85 percent of the costs of crashes are borne by society, not by the individuals in the crash.
Considering that a crash costs 55 percent more when a crash victim is unbelted, we have a
financial imperative to enact primary seat belt law, in addition to the moral and ethical

imperatives.

Sincerely,

Cindy Cashen
Executive Director
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A MERICAN TRUCKTING A SSOCIATIONS
2200 Mill Road * Alexandria, VA & 22314-4677
www.truckline.com

Driving Trucking'’'s Success

Prasitiéritand Chief Executive Officer

February 13, 2004

The Honorable Frank Murkowski DEPARTMENT OF SANFN
Governor of Alaska - JUNEAU. AUbhA
FEB 2 32004

Office of the Governor

State Capitol
P.O. Box 110001 COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE

Juneau, AK 99811-001

Dear Governor MurkowskKi,

While the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) has
reported that safety belt usage among passenger vehicle drivers has risen to an all-time
high of 79 percent, the news is not as positive among our nation’s truck drivers.

Recently the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) released a new national
study that found only 48 percent of truck drivers wear safety belts. In 2002, 5SS truck
drivers lost their lives in crashes. Halfofthem were not wearing their safety belts. Of
the 171 drivers that were ejected from their trucks, 80% hadn’t buckled up. We can, and

must, do a better job to help save lives on our roads.

As the national trade association that actively promotes highway safety while
representing every type and class of motor carrier in the trucking industry, the American
Trucking Associations (ATA) is concerned that the usage rate among truck drivers falls
well short of the nationwide average among passenger vehicle drivers. Along with the
Alaska Trucking Association, Inc., I’'m writing to ask for your assistance.

According to the NHTSA, states with prim ary safety belt laws have usage rates
about 8 percentage points better than states with secondary enforcement laws. | strongly
urge you to be the champion for a primary safety belt law in your state by seeking
legislative action as soon as the opportunity arises. Doing so will make a real difference.
As a former Governor, | understand the difficult task that I’m asking you to undertake,
however, by doing so you will be directly responsible for helping to save lives in Alaska.


http://www.truckline.com

The Honorable Frank Murkowski
February 13, 2004
Page Two

You can help us increase safety belt usage among truck drivers. By championing a
primary safety belt law, you can provide strong support to this important public safety
initiative to save more lives. Ifyour staff would like to discuss ATA’s work on this
issue, please have them contact ATA’s Safety & Operations Department at (703) 838-

1847.

CC: Norman Y. Mineta, Secretary, U.S. Department of Transportation
Jeffrey W. Runge, M.D., Administrator, National Highway Traffic Safety

Administration
Annette M. Sandberg, Administrator, Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration

Mike Barton, Acting Commissioner, Alaska Department of Transportation & Public
Facilities

William Tandeske, Commissioner, Alaska Department of Public Safety

Michael Bell, Alaska Trucking Association, Inc.



February 11, 2004

TO: Lauren Wickersham - Senator Bunde’s Office

FROM: Don Smith - Alaska Highway Safety Office

PRIMARY SAFETY SEAT BELT LAW

Primary enforcement allows a law enforcement officer to slop a vehicle and issue a citation when the
officer observes an unbelted driver or passenger. Secondary enforcement, which is what Alaska has non’,
means that a citation for not wearing a safety belt can be written only after the officer stops the vehicle or
cites the offender for another infraction

A primary scat belt law will not only save lives and reduce injuries in Alaska, but will also save Alaska's
citizens substantial amounts of money in associated health care costs.

The average safely belt use in States with primary enforcement laws was 11 percentage points higher than
in Slates without primary enforcement.

When States upgrade their laws from secondary’ to primary, dramatic increases in safety belt use are often
observed.

If Alaska can raise its s’ifcty belt use rate 11 percentage points by passing a primary belt use law. it is
estimated that 6 lives could be saved in Alaska annually.

Primary safely bell laws also help save the lives of children. Citizens are much more likely to buckle up
and place their children in child safety scats when there is the possibility of receiving a citation for not

doing so.

Safety belts reduce the risk of death to front seat passenger car occupants by 45% and the risk of moderate
to critical injury by 50%. In light truck occupants, safety belts reduce the risk of death by 60 % and
moderate to critical injury by 65%.

Also, even ifyou arc a good driver, wearing your seat bell is your best defense against drunk, drowsy, and
aggressive drivers.

It is estimated that in the year 2000 safety bell use saved about $50 billion in medical care, lost productivity
and other injury related cost in the United States. Conversely, safely belt non-use cost society about $26
billion. Each critically injured survivor costs an average of $1.1 million. Medical costs and lost
productivity account for 84 % of the cost for this most serious level of non-fatal injury.

Those not directly involved in crashes pay for nearly %of all crash costs, primarily through insurance
premiums, taxes, and travel delay. These costs, borne by society rather than by crash victims - totaled over

$170 billion in 2000 for all traffic crashes

Safety belts save lives!



Senaie Bill 316 - PRIMARY Scat Belt Law

Subiject: Senate Bill 316
pate: Thu, 26 Feb 2004 11:52:52 -0900
From : Lisa Kibbee <LKibbee@mcc-cpa.com>
To: "Senaior_Gary_Stevens@legis.state.ak.us
Senator_John_Cowdery@legis.state.ak.us
Senator_Bert_Stedman@]egis.state.ak.us
Senator_Gretchen_Guess@legis.slate.ak.us
Senator_Lyman_Hoffman@legis.state.ak.us

-PRIM ARY SeatBeltLaw

<Senator_Gary_Stevens@legis.state.ak.us>,

""" <Senator_John_Cowdery@legis.state.ak.us>,
<Senator_Bert_Stedman@legis.state.ak.us>,

"' <Senator_Gretchen_Guess@legis.state.ak.us>,
<Senator_Lyman_Hoffman@legis.state.ak.us>,

"'Senator_Con_Bunde@]egis.state.ak.us'" <Senator_Con_Bunde@legis.state.ak.us>

Senators,

As a volunteer medical
really save lives here
families who have lost
are likely to save in

Sincerely,

Lisa Kibbee

Lieutenant - Team One

EMT 1

Alaska Professional Volunteers

loil

professional
in Alaska.

urge you to pass SB 316. It could
Please make this a reality for those
loved ones already and the many more lives you

2/27/2004 9:28 AM
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Subject:
D ate: W ed, 25 Feb 2004 23:41:17 -0800 (PST)

From:J M cArthur <judithmcarthur@ yahoo.com >

To: Senator_Con_Bunde@ legis.state.ak.us

Senator Bunde,
Please support S.B. 316. Wearing a seat belt is what
saved my child's life when she was hit by a drunk

driver.

Judith McArthur
P.O.Box 773111
Eagle River AK 99577

Do you Yahoo!?
Get better spam protection with Yahoo! Mail.
http://antispam.yahoo.com/tools

212712004 9:28 AM
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Subject:
28 Jan 2004 08:12:15 -0900

<remaley@ palmerpolice.com >

D ate: W ed,
From: "Thomas Remaley"

To: <Senator_Con_Bunde@ legis.state.ak.us>

In reading AS 28.05.095 reference the use of seatbelts, | see that it is required

I live in Wasilla and work in Palmer.
I would ask that you

by law, however, police officers can not stop a vehicle solely to address a seatbelt violation.
introduce and support a bill to allow officers to address this issue without having to establish some other probable

cause to stop the vehicle. After all, if the wearing of seatbelts makes the motoring public that much more safe, why

not make it important enough (or less difficult) to enforce?

Thomas Remaley

2127/2004 9:29 AM
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SB 316

Subject: SB 316
Date: Thu, 26 Feb 2004 09:42:21 -0900
From: "PATRICIA HONG" <afpah@uaa.alaska.edu>
To: <Senator_Con_Bunde@]legis.state.ak.us>

Dear Senator Bunde —

Thank you for sponsoring SB 316, which would establish a primary seat belt law here in Alaska. As a
former Girdwood resident, | know how many lives are either lost or forever changed by automobile
crashes on the Seward Highway. A primary seat belt law would have prevented many of those deaths.

As a nurse, I've taken care of far too many car crash victims. Scat belts would have mitigated the severity
of many of those injuries!

Please do all you can to pass this bill and put it on the Governor's desk ASAP!

Thanks, Patti Hong, RN

Patricia Hong<?xm l:namespace prefix = ons =

"urn:schem as-m icrosoft-com :office:office" />
UAA School of N ursing
907-786-4578 (w)

907-786-45509 (i)

lof | 2/27/2004 9:29 AM
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Councilman Scott Kawasaki .
Fairbanks City Council }; Egg;;iggg%g

2008 Carr Avenue 0. -
Fairbanks, Alaska 99709-4211 E-mail: scott_kawasaki@yahoo.com

Apil 11, 2004

ne Honoraqle Re%resentatlve er Holm .
Chairman aska tate House Transportation Committee

State Capitol #
Juneau, AIaska 99801

Dear Representative Holm

| am writing to encourage you to support SB 316, the primary seat belt law, and move it out of
committee.

The seat belt law recentl ame to the att ntlon of the Fairbanks Cou cil
discussed aJo ting fines gn& en?orcemento the law as a ﬁ)rlma ?e se, Athough tWe
ocal [aw due to some ditfering

Councll rescmde?] actl n on the guma % ffense é)ortlon of the
legal opinions, 1 think that there is a compelling reason to support such a law.

State that eneg:ted similar_prim % seat beE laws across the na |on hav(§ ) (Fu gher frack

record of seat Del uﬁae eat Delts have been roverhto save |ves an e Injuries
related tg motor vehicle trashes. The reason to support the primary seat be aw 1S be ause

it saves lives.
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely

Scott Kawasaki

Proudly serving the citizens of the Golden Heart City
This stationary is paid (or with personal lunds. Not tax dollars or government funds were used in the production ot this letterhead.
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HB392

Subject: HB 392
D ate: Mon, 12 Apr 2004 22:49:54 -0800
From: Jeanne M olitor <jrjeanne@ gci.net>

To: Senator_Con_Bunde@ legis.state.ak.us

As an ER nurse | support primary seatbelt laws. Please support this
important piece of legislation to help our enforcement agencies prevent

injuries! Jeanne Molitor

lof 1 4/14/2004 5:56 PM


mailto:jrjeanne@gci.net
mailto:Senator_Con_Bunde@legis.state.ak.us

MB 392

Subject: HB 392
Date: Wed, 14 Apr 2004 13:22:45 -0800

From: "Ron Perkins" <ascl @alaska.net>

To: <Representative_Jim_Holm@legis.state.ak.us>

C C: <Representative_Beverly_Masek@legis.state.ak.us>,
<Representative_Vic_Kohring@legis.stale.ak.us>,
<Representative_Dan_0Ogg@legis.state.ak.us>,
<Representative_Nick_Stepovich@ legis.state.ak.us>,
<Representative_Mary_Kapsner@legis.state.ak.us>,
<Representative_Albert_Kookesh @legis.state.ak.us>,
<Senator_Con_Bunde@legis.state.ak.us>

Dear Representative Holm and the Transportation Committee, _
| am a voting republican from Ea%le_ River but work in the safety research field. _
HB 392 - Seatbelt Violation as a Primary Offense has been in the House Transportation

Committee for quite some time and Iwould like to see it moved on.

I conduct injury research and work with communities on developing prevention programs. Seat belt use is
one of the most effective ways to prevent personal injury from drunk drivers, red-light runners, falling
asleep, and other crash causes. 1've had surveys done in Anchorage and found that 2/3 of the random
sample of people were in favor of a primary seat belt law.

Arguments against the bill are usually that people don't want *'the government™ telling them what to do.
Well, nearly half of the hospital costs for unbelted drivers are paid for with public funds such as Medicaid,
Medicare, etc. Studies have also shown that most of the drunk drivers, speeders, and red light runners
don't wear their seat belts. Many times these traffic stops turn up people with outstanding warrants too.
Also, Alaska will receive hundreds of thousands of federal highway dollars with the passage of this bill.

Please don't usurp the wishes of the general public by not allowing this bill to be voted on by the House.
Move it out of Committee if you can't support it personally.

Thank you for all you hard work and time,
Ron Perkins, MPH

10f | 4/14/2004 2:28 PM
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Subject: RE: Alaska "Digest" Email News O t*"
Date: Thu, 22 Apr 2004 11:06:57-0800 oNJf" \jJ/
From: Tim Shaw <enviropro@gci.net> f ' A

To: alaskareg@ak.net
CC: representative_Jim_Holm@legis.state.ak.us, representative_Vic_Kohring@ legis.state.ak.us,

representative_Beverly Masek@ legis.state.ak.us, rcpresentative_Dan_0Ogg@ Icgis.state.ak.us,

representative_Nick_Stepovich@ legis.state.ak.us,
representative_Mary_Kapsner@ legis.state.ak.us,
representative_Albert_Kookesh @legis.state.ak.us

think that a law regarding seatbelts would have saved Nate and the

So you
guardian that comes to your

others? Unless that law comes with a seatbelt

car and seatbelts everyone in before you leave and actually would have to
ride with you to ensure no one unbuckles along the way, this law is a waste
of time. People will do what they want to some degree. Laws assist, not

keep, society in maintaining peace and order.

Nate's story is very sad, other than that we can only say he made a very
poor choice in not wearing a seat belt. Did the passenger try to persuade

Nate to put on his seatbelt?

| cannot agree with you more that senseless waste of human life, especially
when preventable, is very disturbing and painful. I do not agree with you
that additional laws, in this case will make an ounce of difference.

girl from Henshew Jr. High that chose to jay-walk.

For example, the young
laws against such actions? Did she abide by those

Do we not already have

laws? Did those laws help her or the innocent driver that hit her? The
answer is no, the lawsdid not help. Why? Because someone made a choice to
operate outside of the law. That the law did notapply to them or that it
was not a significant rule to abide by. Almost every toddler at some point
in time has tried to touch a stove top. You tell them no time and time
again yet they still reach for it. Finally, when the ciming is right they

the hot stove and burn themselves. They have now learned two

manage to touch
the parent may

things: 1) The stove top is hot and cause you pain. 2) That
just know what they are talking about and they try to keep you safe.

have with your article is that less than half of the

Another problem |
The data, as

fatalities in the State would have benefited from seat belts.

you listed, does not statistically support the use of seat belts. However,
| personally will revert back to the senseless waste of human life when it
can be prevented. So | choose to wear a seatbelt and as the authority in my
family, | make them wear them too - when they are with me. I can only hope

that when my kids and wife are not with me that they understand the

and pray
choose to do so.

risks and benefits of wearing seatbelcs and that they will

Often times insurance companies will join the band wagon for pushing through
legislation regarding lower speed limits, seatbelt laws, and motorcycle
helmet laws under the guise of keeping rates down. That is a load of
baloney. Lower speeds, seatbelts, and helmets can be shown to have saved
lives yet in every instance there are those that still perished. So what to
do? You cannot keep people from making dumb choices. Not everyone has
non-slip strips in their bathtub, should we have a law for that too? My
point is choices, we all have choices to make, albeit wise or unwise choices
- they are mine to make. Only when those choices have a direct effect
(usually adverse) upon others in society do laws come into play or should

apply.

Get the word out about Nate. There is a valuable lesson there. However,
new or stricter laws, | believe, would not have save him. Education
regarding the safety benefits of seatbelts will. Society has many issues to

handle and this is one best left up to common sense and proper education,
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not the Government.

Tim Shaw
10830 Lake Otis Parkway, Suite A
Anchorage, Alaska 99516

Original Message---—--—--
From: Don Smith [mailto:alaskareg@ ak.net]
Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2004 9:48 AM
To: enviropro@agci.net
Subject: Alaska "Digest" Email News

ALASKA DIGEST EMAIL N EWS

April 22, 2004

Welcome to our 141st issue of the ALASKA "DIGEST" EMAIL NEWS
The Digest NOW reaches over 20,500 key Alaskan business,

government, tourism and Native leaders. |If there are
friends or business associates that you would like to
send a free copy - send their name and email address to

akreg@agci.net

HELP SAVE 12 ALASKAN LIVES!

If we were to tell you that you could help save someone from
dying - each month in Alaska - would you be willing to help?

The Alaska Legislature is currently considering a bill
(SB 316) that would establish a "Primary" Seat Belt Law
for Alaska

Think about the message in the following article
Anchorage Daily News Article - Dec. 30, 2003

It was a terrible accident. Eighteen-year old Dimond
High School senior Nate Kampen was driving uphill on
O'Malley Road during a late afternoon rush hour in
September. He was talking to 17-year-old Dimond senior
Eva Marie Velarde, who was sitting in the passenger
seat of the Kampen family's late-model Ford Explorer.

In the course of their conversation, Kampen's car
veered to the right into a ditch near Elmore Road,
swerved back onto the street, turned counterclockwise,
flipped twice and came to a stop in the opposite lane.

The vehicle never hit a tree or pole or another car,

and it landed upright. But Kampen was thrown out of
the window and fatally injured as the car rolled
across the street. Responding paramedics pronounced
him dead at the scene. He hadn't been wearing a

seat belt.
Velarde had, police said.

She was emotionally distraught and physically shaken,
said Sgt. Nancy Reeder, who investigated the crash
for the Anchorage Police Department. But otherwise,
Velarde appeared unharmed.

4/23/2004 6:55 AM
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"l poked my head inside that vehicle and looked
around, and there was absolutely no reason for that
young man to die,"” Reeder said last week. "The
interior of that vehicle was pristine. There was
nothing in it that would have caused him any injury.

It was just simply that he wasn't wearing a seat belt."

Other examples....

A 43-year-old Nikiski man driving alone on a local
road in the early-morning hours died when his Ford
van drifted into a ditch and rolled. He wasn't
wearing a seat belt, and the impact threw him into
the back of his van, resulting in fatal head and
chest injuries.

A 2l-year-old Sutton woman driving with a 15-year-old
passenger died early on a Saturday morning when her
car slipped into a ditch off the Jonesville Road

and hit several trees. She wasn't wearing a seat
belt, and the impact threw her out of the car.

Her passenger was wearing a seat belt and suffered
only minor injuries.

A 24-year-old Anchorage woman died shortly before
the morning rush hour when her fiance lost control
of their SUV on the Seward Highway near Dimond
Boulevard, crossed the median and rolled toward

oncoming traffic. No cars hit the SUV, but the
woman wasn't wearing a seat belt and was partially
thrown from the car. Her fiance was wearing his

seat belt and survived.

94 Alaskans died in automobile crashes in 2003. So
far this year 15 Alaskans have died in automobile
crashes. Almost half were NOT wearing their seat
belts.

HOW CAN YOU HELP?

Call or email your State House Representative and

call, write or email members of the House Transportation
Committee. Tell them you support SB 316 and want it
to pass this session. Senate B ill 316 would establish

a Primary Seat Belt Law for Alaska.
To Mail address your letter to:
Your Representative
State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

The email format is as follows:

Representative_First Name_Last Name@legis.state.ak.us

Membership of the House Transportation Committee include:

Jim Holm

Vic Kohring
Beverly Masek
Dan Ogg

4/23/2004 6:53 AM
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Mary Kapsner
Albert Kookesh

YOUR HELP IS NEEDED NOW! The Legislature will be over
in just three (3) weeks. THANK YOU VERY MUCH!
ALASKA NATIVE DIRECTORY .ccoviiennne 14th Edition of the Alaska.

Native Directory is NOW ready for sale. To Order go to the
bottom of this Newsletter for more information.

The leaders of over 600 Alaska Native Corporations are
identified. The Alaska Native Directory is a valuable
research and business tool.

Be sure to check out our:

Alaska Native Links:
http://www .alaska-sites.com/alaskanativelinks.htm

Alaska Government Links:
http://www .alaska-sites.com/alaskagovernmentlinks.htm

Alaska Business Links:
http://www.alaska-sites.com/alaskabusinesslinks.htm

Alaska Digest Newspaper:
http://www .alaska-sites.com/digestsamplepaper.htm

Alaska Native Directory:
http://www.alaska-sites.com/NativeDirectoryfrontpage.htm

Alaska Data Base Information:
http://www .alaska-sites.com/MailingLists.htm

TO REVIEW THE LIST OF ALASKA LOBBYISTS........... GO TO:
http: //wwvz. state .ak.us/apoc/pdf/O4lobdir.pdf

DIGEST NEWS A RTICLES

We are pleased to offer the following 23 articles for
your review. Click below to go to the Alaska "Digest"

news page:
http://www .alaska-sites.com/Emailnewshomeaprill9.htm
SUMMARY OF NEWS ARTICLES YOU'LL FIND:

1. Local 71 Members Ratify 2-1/2 Year Contract
With State

2. Keep The Faith: A Letter From lIraq

3. Sen. Murkowski Says Ninth Circuit Simply Too
Large, In Desperate Need For Revamping To
Ensure Timely Justice For All

4, National Native News...

5. Northrim Bank Launches northrim.biz

4of6
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6. Lieutenant Governor's Report

7. Seekins Offers B ill To Help Fund Legal Services

8. Veteran NPS Superintendent Moving To
Washington DC Post

9. $5.1 Million Provided To Tanana Chiefs
Conference For Morris Thompson Project

10. Governor Murkowski Joins Teens Against
Tobacco Use For Capitol Steps Rally

11. Anchorage Engineer Receives Fourth Patent
12. 'Striker' New Addition To Bellingham Security
13. Sen. Murkowski Campaign Nears $2.5 Million

14. Congressman Young To O fficially File For
Re-election

15. Governor Urges Legislative Action On
Fiscal Problem

16. Revenue Forecast Shows Highest Ever Oil
Prices, But Continuing Deficit For State
Budget Should Be A Call To Act

17. Northrim BanCorp, Inc. Reports Net Income
Of $2.4 Million In First Quarter 2004

18. Senator Gary Stevens Doing Fine

19. Misery Loves Kerry

20. Governor Murkowski Lowers Alaska Flags In
Memory Of Former Territorial Rep. Carl
Rentschler

21. Senator Gene Therriault Selected As 2004
Toll Fellow

22. Stevens Applauds Department Of Transportation
Decision To Award Alaska Airlines New
Flights To Reagan National

23. Sixteenth Annual Alaska Sea Kayaking
Symposium

ALASKA NATIVE DIRECTORY OFFER

The Alaska Native Directory lists over 600 Alaska
Native owned corporations and associations and their

4,600+ Officers, Directors and Key Employees. We have also

included a section listing the 356 Lower 48 tribes.

Did you know that the Arctic Slope Regional Corporation
generated over one billion in revenues last year?
Alaska's Native Regional Corporations generated over
two billion in revenues in 2002 and they clearly are a
major economic factor in the state. Alaska's Native
Leaders control or influence the spending of billions

4/23/2004 6:55 AM
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each and every year. They additionally administer
countless federal and state grants.

Our Alaska Native Directory is a proven valuable resource
that all Alaskan businesses or organizations will find
useful in their day-to-day operations.

Go to our web site and cake a look at our Special O ffer.
http://www .alaska-sites.com/newndorderform.htm

*Email or Print out order form, fill in and fa:c to:
907-276-2500 Or mai.l in your order.

TO UNSUBSCRIBE - HELP US HELP YOU!!!

If you would rather NOT receive future issues of the

Alaska "Digest" Email News - please reply to this email
(MAKE SURE TO GIVE US THE ADDRESS THIS WAS EMAILED TO)
with the word Unsubscribe™ in the subject line. If you
reply from a different email address we will not be

able to locate you in our data base and be unable to
remove your name. Tuesday's tend to be really busy,
to avoid being "lost" in the shuffle try sending in
your unsubscribe request on or after Wednesday.

Thank you,
Don Smith
Alaska "Digest" Email News

4/23/2004 6:55 AM
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