5566 SSTA



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how-
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government Dersuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

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



Dear Senator

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

within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

decide.

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

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

Sincerely,

Name
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Dear Senator /' m V h

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

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

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

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

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

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,
' Cr .r, jW i
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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 ac iong as that choice
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

There is a fir better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of cnoice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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,
c
Name
//*p.- J,—---- 1/
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Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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,
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Dear Senator /14 /W cl

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracv wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to oisapprove House Bill 367 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
jioy_
Street

City, State, Sip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

For these reasons, |1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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Dear Senator [/ V¥1

I am writing to you to express my opposition to Ho\ se Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle dr vers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades 1i°s
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

For these reasons, |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!

Sincerplv,
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Dear Senator Artur \<

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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 t
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

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

Sincerely,

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which

trn - 1" pr tect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That

ops 1 Is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to *hem pr-perly. A program of education adheres to the truest
liel: iIrg < AT;:; an democracy wherein government persuades Iits

cil icons ;-aiIn = “ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec idc-.

Furlht-more. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make - ini mivi choice about, wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child

r e s r 1 s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
ncr < i e hange it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

chil;rr.
Fo- 11k - I rs. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
con"lm -~ >*_ter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name THOr i1 fti

bTRATTOH QRCUS
Street

A ng-uAHK qq ™ o-7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator Q O Ufi

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

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

The 1iecisi u: t* wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments for Fr against seal belts, individuals affect only
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited
governmen* and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a <"ar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tri—~ pr tec:* them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt- is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to ust them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning “f American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens y-.*IKr tiian coercing tiien. Inform the people, then let them
dec-ns .

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make n inf -mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child

rPj.. . s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not ksgi iL. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi.r .

For these reas ns, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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I am writing to vou to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There 1is a far berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opti“V" is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use <hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them, inform the people, then let them
dec ide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an int emed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child

res~. -win? lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need e range it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

chi 1llren.
For tj.-st reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
cons B r:ng r: letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
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Dear Senator 1VDTCH /sus>cL»o”

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

1 am opposed to this bill because i1t is highly offensive to the
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice
does not adversely affect the rights of o’.hers.

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

There 1is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their fre dom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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,
3G "if
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator m i MV NEC(L

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

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

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

There 1is a in; better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is -duration about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet them
dec ilie.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an iInf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
net i- bango it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi I'lror.

For “I>>>- reasons. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
consigning letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

Ale ~ c'~1
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator IT1i-Ffok f\ Dc(rifij

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

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

The decision tlwear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments f"r or against seat belts, individuals affect only
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free
to make their wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those 1iecisions. “hese ideas reflect the principles of limited
government and individua responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There k= = Za: bcter option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries = :r re t them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opti v Is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning >f American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens ra“her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec ilie.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an iInf rmed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint ia* is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not u-.** “..iup it. House Rill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

ch 1 ldr*u>.

For he-> reasons, |1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our -dirmiking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
consi b ring my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

St reel



Dear Senate

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

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

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

There is a fa: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries = protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child
restraint “aw i~ entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need f e change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1dvn.

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There 1is . “a: better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries = pr te. r ' hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That

op: in” is .due iti n about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to us. ’|xn properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning > American democracy wherein government persuades its
citi,"ovs r~vher “ban coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec i ™

Furtnerm-r"_. A._aska law already protects those who are too young to
make an ini mod :hoice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child

res* «nr* - - entirely sufficient to protect our children, so wo do
not re-1°- * rg© i1t. House Rill 167 would treat, all Alaskans like

1 »ees. T is , turge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

Sincerely,
Name
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Xvir V-nnf.r KJDn f)(

I am writing to von to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the y»a?o0 of Alaska.

J am opposed = “his bill because it is highly offensive to the
traditions f individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which
the S"ate = Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual
should be free < " choose a course of action as long as that, choice
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

The decision t wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments f : r against seat belts, individuals affect only

thonsi ! when they make that choice. Therefore, they should he free
to make “heir wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those i< I-iors. These ideas reflect tie principles of limited

government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There 1iIs t *a& berter option to protect Alaskans than a law which

trit * nr ft t them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
opt: - s “ U F;on about the merits of seat belts and training onhow
to us* "hen properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning : American democracy wherein government persuades its
((j:itin.ens— -rher *han coerci-g them. Inform the people, then let them
ec: b .

Fur=h*rm* . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make in inf rned choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child

res” - lie" ! is entirely sufficient to protecc our children, so we do
not \ o-d 1it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

chi: lemi’s*

Fr *"m% e_is v>. 1urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

ou: em-g personal libert ies from further erosion. Thank you for
weil”™ :© <e a meter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerely,
Name
us~* C:it =
Street

I~ ac \j >2CkCA> _ I\ f<
r.ity, State, Zip~tode



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There 1is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
trio:; >r tort them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rr her than coercing them. Inform the people, then let. them
dec 1Jo.

Furthermore. Alaska law ali”ady protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint ’aw 1is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need *m hange iIt. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1

For <hrs* r* i<vhs. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering rmr letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
Name
-0

Street

City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

There 1i<a -» bo*"oroption to protect Alaskans than a law which
trios < iz to i <hemby taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to us. them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
mean:r.g of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decik .

Furt mu - . AVi-la law already protects those who are too young to
make in Inf med choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child

resTu I < 1Is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
no" " e k-v.gi 1t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

Cchi®™ o=

For *huso as ns. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our e - personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
Con™>; é'e Jetter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

NINE for
Name
So C r/'ie s /-
St reet
/4 7?fo V

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A -£*r ft

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

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

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

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

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

children.

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



Dear Senator [/ p a j( k .

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

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

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

There 1is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries = protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use *hem properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
dec ide.

Furtherin *I" . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restrain* “aw i- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not m*1=* hinge i1t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

child:

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

Street

ty, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There 1is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades Its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

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



Dear Senator Q kC'jS L

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

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

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do

not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

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

Sincerely,
Name
Street

City, Stiite, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choi™ about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint 1 < ’a entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
pot need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
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, ¢

N3ce'c" -ZfoxcCececsT /ZV.

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator /./v/iy )

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

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

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

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

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

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



B Ly imi I hiw

Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, | urge you to disapprove 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,
Tttt & 1 A, F..
Name
Stieet
HP s < Sefis S

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 W eir freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

For these reasons, 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,
X /M tS.U.d * Y, —
Name y
Street
LL

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator tijla 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 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

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

Sincerely,

Name
t> o Vvjt. 2
S"reet
N ‘O 10l f
City, State, Zip Code
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Dear Senator

I am writing to you to express my op

position to House Bill 17, which
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within the State of Alaska.
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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 abmt the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the peopLe, then let them
decide.

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

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

Sftnceifely,

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator [M IfXcD

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

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

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

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

decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do

not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

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

Sincerely,
Name
Street

City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 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!

325{?unwcriE sr. Apr. J-tX
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City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, | urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protec:

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
Same
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator i¥X 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 rc Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name



Dear Senator (XIxcJ

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to uisapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

0 b

Street



Dear Senator f\'ff)f 1

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decidt?!
Sincerely,
/ rfiftc * . r 7,rr-/
Name "
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City, State, Zip Cdcie



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

children.

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerely,
fl i<
Name
P v vyl 1 |
Street
a-"vA db

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 t.hat an individual
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely
- C
1]

sflc cc

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator 0

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

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

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

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

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

children.

For these reasons, 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

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

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

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

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

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

children.

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

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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 i1t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

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



Dear Senator hﬂ 1- (?

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 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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, | urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 aid protect
our shrinking persona] liberties from further erosion. Thank you for

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerely,
Name (/ /
ftp /al. 3-/6
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited
government and individual 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 dis.-pprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street



Deal* Senator

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

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

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change i1t. 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 lettir, and please ... let those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 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,

St

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.

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away the"r freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street
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Dear Senator A a. C r O

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training cn how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades irs
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

For these reasons, 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

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

Therr is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child

restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

children.

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There 1is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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 i1t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
Name
Street a
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Dear Senator A£Ct_D_

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

For these reasons, 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 ... lot those who ride decide!



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change it. House Bill 157 would treat all Alaskans like

children.
For these reasons, 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 /

fo-i(W
Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

City, 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 tl ’r own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those d° ns. These ideas reflect the principles of limited

governr d individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change i1t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

children.

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



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 1is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government oersuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child
restraint Ifi 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 .. et those who ride decide!

Sincerely,
Name /
Street

flv.d ' rtfc. 99SSL-J

City, State/Zip Code



Dear Senator \VSr>» Pcvo\<.

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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 iIt. 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!
G\ oy -Co QA )
u Sincerely,
A-.0 noLt. to Q n e
- VvV rh P\L"io™n
cW*v . Nane 5
rr c, . '
Street

Nor\,- 4~ .1P *\c.-V ,
City, State,<Zip Cod



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 properl;,. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing Inem. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

For these reasons, 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!

<w¥ OS5 at P,
fu.t. -Go"rySt \/f\> Sincerely,

| i f (O~ o T OC

J}O. /Tovr <dO < '7(
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

I am v/riting to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the J of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers

within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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,
C [3

Name

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator f J (/E£*tl

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy therein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

For these reasons, 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,
$
Nam”
cjto~f oM Iil $ O
Street

City, State, Zip Co«le



Dear Senator (spr (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 buiJt. These concepts hold that an individual
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and 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!

Sincerelv

Street

City, State, IfTp Code



Dear Senator \M\\tk\ DP'O™NgL ' -

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 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

children.

For these reasons, | urge you to disapprove 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,

QLLeroK *Pe
Name

RIiM-110o RsOrA
Street

E?.AFE>,A K. 1
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Snnntrr

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

within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is i la: y" I 1 to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by eiking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about ’he merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning T American .temporary wherein government persuades its
citizens rather “ban coer-ing them. Inform the people, then iet them
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects tnose who are too vpung to
make an informed hoice ab."ut wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint law is «y irely sufficient to protect our children, so we do

not need * rhnnct House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.
For thes» reas urg« "u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking >uwv Im! ,tburfios from further erosion. Thank you for
cons idorino my and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerely,
/»D v 7? /”t0'v
Name

1 /73*% ~AA)AS-Y
Street /

JL 9?2 TO *
City, State, hip Code



Dear Senator A,Jlm

I alnh writing to vou ><express il opposition Lo House Bill 16/, which
mandates the use of seat helts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State >T Alaska.

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

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only
themselves when they make “hat choice. Therefore, they should be free
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of
those decisions. These 1ideas reflect the principles of limited
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There 1is a far better ?pt:-n to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries * protect “hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education I"es* “he merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them proper®v. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning A" n «>C" "_"herein government persuades it-
citizens rathe- *nan der mig them, inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furthermore-. A .ass.a .aw a ready protects those who are too young t

make an inf mod =: =™ V’nit wearing seat belts. Alaska®"s child
restraint law .» irulv sufficient to protect our children, sc we do
not need = -hung* - 1v? Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1dree

For thus* - isV's, 1 "re- =*u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking “it! liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
consider rz le* *f-r. an® please ... let those who ride decide!

A<'C  ab- <Y

City, State, dip Code



Dear Senator - -JLiA-JLL

I am writing *1yen “e express my opposition to House Bill 16", which
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

I amn opposed “ e this rill because it is highly offensive to the
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual
should be free ¥ ho"sc a course of action as long as that choice
does not adver m“v affect "he rights of others.

The decisi ui > w.ar 1isin® belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments for r against seat belts, individuals affect only
themselves when *key nake that choice. Therefore, they should be free
to make »ho*i- "w, it;isions and to accept the personal consequences of
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a laz meee r "pr i>n to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to proter* by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is educa:.u about ’he merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A ;r gram of education adheres to the *tues!

meaning e -Iueee Up.~ , Y whom in government persuades :*s
citizens rm _. to: ug them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

Furthermv _ A.i— , law il ready protects those who are too young to

make an inf rn t e Vv ut wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restrain* 1 ---.1re] -ufficier.t to protect our children, sowe do
not need - eiCc * Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi ldrev.
For these t »e _ urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrink e - %+, liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering - Il eee:_  and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerely,
St reet

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator j |\QQO(3_

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their f-eeden of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and tra ning on how
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government, persuades its
citizens r.ither than « < wl.ig them. Inform the people, then iet them
decide.

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

For these -easons. 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking pt?rsonai liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering mv iett« r. and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerely, N
'c Ifi' <<yAirf -

Same

Street

Incl. $ &

City, State, dip Code



Pear Senator *'H

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

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

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

There is n far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to prctect them by taking awa> their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades Iits
citizens rather d.ui v-ce.-lug u>em. Inform the people, then let them
dec ide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change 1t. 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!

Since-ely,
Name
oc =~ dV// tfcfo i

Street

City, Stdtc, Zip Céde



Dear Senator $ 37 & 3iP'

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

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

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

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

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

cl Idron.

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
Name
1 1 % |
3232 oc3N[T'cr'f-
Street

City, State, Ilip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!
Sincerelyv,
. T v n
Name
Street

City, State, hip Code



Dear Senator ..St-Aac. yi

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

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

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need to change iIt. 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!

Sincerelv,
AN

Name \
4.

s30"S (Vv
Street

1-Avli ft \l (:()P(

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 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather “bar coercing them. Inform the people, then let mem
dec ide.

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

For these reasons, 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!

Sincerelv,

/4, _
Mame

far — GO' tvS1/5/—c.
Street

N/toy/ JIc
City, State, 7ip Code



Dear Senator M.rc~rp flhorl

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

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

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

There 1is a far better optim to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by " iking away their freedom of choice. That
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning u Amp-iran ienrrracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than oer :ng them. Inform the people, then let them

dec ide.

Furthermore. Aiastta law a ready protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska"s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need < m -"h.ipp Hm;=e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like

childrcn.

For these reasons. 1 urge -ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you For
considering it. lot*er. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet tnem
decide.

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

For these reasons, 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

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator A

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerelv,

/ o O P (S/fc z-e ~
Name

Street

fairJulopd /fk

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska®s child
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do

not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to pxotect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
ciLi”eus ruLher than coercing them, inform the people, then let tnem
decide.

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

children.

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

I[1 557 £4fFUCH

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

children.

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

Sincerely,

Street

City, Stat”, Sip Code



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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of _American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then iet thom
decide.

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

/bicii. k t 7] 5Q 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 th_ -ights of others.

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option 1is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how
to use them properly, A program of education adheres to the truest
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its
citizens rallier titan coercing them. Inform the people, then let them
decide.

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

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

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, 1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

(.«
Street

/0> /
City, State, Zip, Code /



Dear Senator JIM M 2LZ

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, |1 urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect

our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my retler, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely

=1
Name 7/,

Street

City, State, lip Code



