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Dear Senator ( s\A /£■

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name

Sincerely,

I
Street
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Dear Senator ( yO( ,̂ C4Q>

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
V i  4A>/\ J-'
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I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

K.. 1111 >
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Dear Senator U l d e L

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

^ n . . u X _
C

Name

Street

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

I
Sincerely,

Name 1 ^
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Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, ̂

if. 7 0 \  M
Street
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Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator ( /

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

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

m s x i-W/:reet f



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

U Q d M A a  L L
Name

Street



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

♦

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street
'(be*

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator _

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ( s\A

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

  ^
Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator f7tX

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,SXm 'f ■ *
Name

/ / t f 7  / 2 Z >
Street

*

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

• children

Sincerely,
i



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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator (A

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

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

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

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

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

• children.

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

• children.

Sincerely,
f I

Name
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Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

• children.
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Dear Senator ( Xa JT̂ Ô '

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

• children.

Sincerely,



Dear Senator L U O l

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name

Cit. .
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Dear Senato

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

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

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

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

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

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

> children

Sincerely,

Name

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator $  ^  ^ £  °_ 0

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

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

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

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

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

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

$  e g  i  a k  £  cn  ,.s * 3  -  ^
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Dear Senator A In n o d
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

• children.

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

City, State,'Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street

City, State. Zip Code



Dear Senater a c?

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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator /) 6 {7 a J

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

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

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

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

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

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

S i ncerely,

Name

Street

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



Dear Senator wA-£ /7r A

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

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

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

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

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

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

S ineerely,

Name

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



l-'̂ i

Dear Senator A A g c  4 ^

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

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

(Ml.
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senatorr 4 <r<r cA

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

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

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

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

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

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

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Si 1

Name

Street



Dear Senator AJtrs /

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

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

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

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

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain: 'aw is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need ? ■ !. m.go it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi idren

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

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator
<7

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

~P.q - rVboA ̂
Street

I\*n k V^.<\SL ^
City, State, Ztfg) cide



Den?- Senator

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

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

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

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

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ar. lor -mol choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint v* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not nood • h.ingo it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 dree.

For ' s* :• is tv-. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
conr '-ring mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

k m  /  / 3  / J )
Name (

P. O  7?  ro y  9  T  V  :e»
Street

t l A  1
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /}

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

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

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

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

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make ar informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
res ‘ tvi -.r r. ; entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not p > ! ’ u.cp it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi. iron.

For 1''pse r- isons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cor.-: bring my Setter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Marne

St reet

' f l - K  f f p
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator Af- /isa/s

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

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

The decision » wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
argument* :■ • r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
t.hems*-Ives when 'hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to male th. ir vn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. 1'hese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government ind individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thett : > ‘ i- '''ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries •• • hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That,
opt • u- eduoat. n about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to u«* 'hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning American democr.cy wherein government persuades its 
citi.-.fs : .'her r ban coercing them, inform the people, then let them 
dec i le.

Furr-* cm.'ie. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
mak* inf rme.i noice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
rest ’.a s. entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no' »'• * i * ! u.ge it. House Bill 107 would treat all Alaskans like
chi Id-* n .

For •} . .-* : • json-j, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sr-:-ink ing personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering ny let'er, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incere ly ,

f e s l u r y  C o c ^ r U / y g . ___________
Name ^

Q'avi 5 - b -
S tree t  Vj I

Andhoraqc, clc1503-
City, State, Code



Dear Senator /-h-0 0 &

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

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

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

Ther* ■. s ■ •, *t or option to protect Alaskans than a law which
ttj* ■ * • ‘ hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
op'i du.a'ion about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to ‘hen r: r-riy. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning • Aru-r: an democracy wherein government persuades its

• *■ * ‘ m  coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec * t .

Fer?'> : • . 1 tsj;a law already protects those who are too young to
mak< : hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
res'- -• uw :- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not • ’ i - i :« it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi I iron

For • csf • i- I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our -rinking -.ors’nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons : > r i "K ‘fer, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

N imo

— # q . d h  ft-
St reet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

The decision r r wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for <r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when rhey make that choice. Therefore, they should be frep 
to make their wn decisions and to .accept the personal consequences of 
those dec isi us. Ihese ideas reflect the principles of limited 
governne::’ and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

Thoi ' is .. • ' o'ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries 1 •••- ?e -t -hem by taking away their rceedom of choice. That
opt:'- is v'on about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us them pr perly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning 'f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit icons ra’-hor r ban coercing them. Triform the people, then let them 
dec i do.

Fur• hein re. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • iar.pi it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For those :• isons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
cur shrinkvg personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons id« v : io'ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator O'o

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

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

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

Thor«’ i< i t.i: he* ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries • ;-r t e< 1 ’hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt:?:, is educition about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us*.- • hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning ?f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
cit -ens ra* her * ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let t hem 
dec i .1* •.

Furthermore. Al. ska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an ini rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint iw entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
net . : • h iuu< it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i i drut .

For * os.- r.s, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our -drinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cons’.:• tine mv letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

S incerely,

& < = ry g P d T c ?
Street

■ ^  # 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Serial.or

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

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

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

Ther. a fir be ter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trios nr foot, them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to us* ’hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citircns ra'her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec id* .

Fur* horn r< . *. 1 a-fca law already protects those who are too young to 
make an ini-mod 'noice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
r e s ’ : - .  ”* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no' : * ' no,tr it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

For • -* :> is us. f urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our uriuk n; personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
cor..-i • l r’ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

y

Lty, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am writing * ' ou to express my opposition to House Bill 16", which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaskc.

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

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

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

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

For t i ose reasons. I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consj 1 r:ng my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

ch: l.lren.

St rcet

City, State. Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
Lo US' ?hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra’her 'hen coercing them. Inform the people, then jet them 
dec irio .

Furthum-.'’‘e• Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf' rned 'hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need *o ■-range it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi ] ilren.

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street

, State, Zi^/CodeCity



y \ A  / rye  ■><

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street
'T f .V L s L  / X  /?/>

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senat

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

1 am oppose: r his bill because it. is highly offensive to the 
trad i * •' ons f .niividual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
Lite state . a.a ka was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
shoui be f-oe t choose a course of action as long as that choice 
don.- • • . r-.-.rse '• affect the rights of others.

The If', is: ■ wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
argument.' ! . r against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselvt' when * hoy make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make ‘he r ->vn iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
th sc iec; -:.ms. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
gov?rumen* • i individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a -.lr - fter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trio.' - : to t hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
op' ■ : * on*-:.ip about the merits of seat belts and training :n how

roporlv. A program of education adheres to tho * .-uest 
meaning : o.r democracy wherein government persuades its
Pi * r - " •’ ‘ ' ’ban coercing them. Inform the people, then le" them 
do- ... .

Fu- • n. ;••• . law already protects those who are too young to
make •: . hoice about- wearing seat belts. Alaska's chi hi
r e r r  ' :» - unLirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
nor reel • ^ it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
ch i'dn - .

Fo: '. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our - personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
Co* - <■’ :• ’!•• *"er, and nlease ... Let those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,
# 1  —  j/ (

i ‘ 1 l •' 1 w
Name f /

c '< / ■ t I . i': t - kf'p
St reet

' < / / / '  - */
City, State,!Zip Code



Dear Senator rnircu k & o t ' o

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sir

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ~Hj"L dat^u
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

tv, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator ,/y//!y/ /nDtfcUp

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, St



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
s ”

Name
■ r

/ G ' l .  7  (:> 'fyl Lt J.

Strqet
' W

7  7 * z r  7

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /f'Ct ic/u

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street

City, State,*£ip Code



Dear Senator A -3

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of se •*: belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alas1; .

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street

A - U Y l Z - f t M  <A a S < ’0 ' B
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

3 5 )  5  S /-
Street

A M
City, State, Clip Code



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

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the

the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

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

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

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

traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which

oureet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator / / D/J/) ■ /•

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

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

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

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

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

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

5/6 uj. 7'>
Street

City, Stat!o, Zip Code



Dear Senator ' T A ' V c V i  n i o n r r L

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove Ho se Bill 167 and protect

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator V A v U V i  clbrfC  ̂

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

< 9 t U o J j  (5 i j t h  _
Name

Street

o i f Y  V \ , f^\r c i'<7 . S 0 /
City, State, Zip Code



(VDear Senator [ 'V ,

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For tnese reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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Dear Senator f f l t ,  4

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street



\ \  \v-T I lVsDear Senator ’ ' \ Ai.v V\-f r

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
<r

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

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

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

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

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

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

Dear Senator

iy.

Name
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Dear Senator IftM ĈL̂l>-<y-(T-z-

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name
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Dear Senator  / / ) r C j !  /] &  Q i Q

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincere/ly,

Street
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Dear Senator f t & V b

I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, w' h 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passe. i t s  
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

v1 <• fit. cj 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator fl£CZV

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

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

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

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

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

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

Street
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Dear Senator Pi&X'O
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Rill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

S T  /£,.,/ c -r  i /  J-:
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Dear Senator /"//S'f ̂ ^

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

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

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

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

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

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