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Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name

8 0 ^ > O  /4v<^.
Street

/Ww.>r. 4L (j'9So -)
City, State, zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator L v \

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

I am '■pposed to this bill because it is highly offensive to the 
tradi' ions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the 3* ate of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
t'ies to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street
/?/) B f .  x V/,'.

U  ) D c:>; J I  tfl/
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator r ig i / V -  / 4 )

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator If pi ( k3i\ f~T kO/D f)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to maki their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those c3cisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

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

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

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

Sincerely,
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Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name
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Dear Senator /  / - ^ o  ^  ,^0 ̂ JrS {

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

St
~7 T / /  <••
reet ,y

#  ^  v ^
l St/, 

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator fn\rCfct

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

C  L  , .y . ' X . ^ O o J  . > ✓
Same !

/ \ r O  *V, _
Street

0 7 5 * 1
City, Stato, 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 ar. individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as long as tnat choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

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

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

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

Name

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather t'ran coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

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

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

Sincerel",

S y  * ■>' S

N a r t f c /

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 ..reat all Alaskans like 
children.

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

Street



Dear Senator; M  k ti (H^
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name 'Name — jU-i----

i
Street

4t-, G f ' C o V
City, State, 'Iip Code



Dear Senator r\h iVC

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

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

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

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

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

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

.̂ i nee rely,

C-)T?rrv___________
Name

 rrr>. -i w v______
Street

^ r* i '*•* ''t ■ * i{ A 7
City, ''State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make 111 informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change it. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

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

Sincerely,

V\vV\ V-etyi___________
Name

■Vv.-, * ' __________________
Street

<■ y\ 0*. V  Vvo\'t__________
City, Si.ate, Zip Code



Dear Senator />'. Tiyi

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name

 . yjj)- / Vv i b ____
Street

 . / / /£___
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 16/ and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,



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

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

The dec:'I1- • a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the
arguments for u- against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decis io"<? and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt: ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to prefer’ them by faking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them proper:". A p r ’gram of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather •bar coev ing them, inform the people, then let them 
dec i do.

Furthermore. Alaska law aiready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed ch ice ah nit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is e:” irelv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * •'h.irce i’. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi Idn-r.

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

Dear Senator

Sincerely,



/
Dear Senator

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

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

The decision t1' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that c.'noice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better optimi to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect t hem by taking away their freedom of choice. That, 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f America!' ienocracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coe:.:ng them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

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

For these reasons, ! urge vcu to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal l:r rties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering m; letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

M / D  < ? / £ &  /L'.ums. c
Street

City, States, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

The decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individual, affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be frea 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences 0 1  
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

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

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

For these reasons, ! urge ou to disapprove House bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking jors'nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv lover, m i  please ... let those who ride decide!
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City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator  /_4
I am writing to you to express ay opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

incerely, j > /

t/^-f W  l •--/ , ’i - A -  V

Sincerely,

ifName

Z i - i Q  -  n / " '
Street

1 1 , y .  A  / c  c )cr x \ j K
City, State, Zip Code



Eaar Senator • L(r*-rr{

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Nariv.

I li t'-TT
Street

•; - I’ it T)C4 /
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator fr;7 c ̂  A  *000 j

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely, .

_______________

(/J A  J ; or _______________________
Street

{four'll a. Kl/-- y ?  ( f  7 _______
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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



Dear Senator

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

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

T^e decision to wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguiut..'s for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

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

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

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



Dear Senator  /jLtijZ JP-Ll.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name r

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

rri p, .
Street

A * c  A k qaf c , o € >

C i t y ,  Stat*  , i l ip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

I am opposed to this bill because it is highly offensive 4n the 
traditions of individual freedom and self-responsibility upon which 
the State of Alaska was built. These concepts hold that an individual 
should be free to choose a course of action as Long as that choice 
does not adversely affect the rights of others.

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Street

City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

0  ^  W u ^ A r ^
Name \

VV'c> ..ac! i o t  l'J L .
Street 9UC (HCfeG%
City, State, -Hyp Code



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

^^P ?£/}/LL D/l &  /?
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

c _•---------- 1..

Name

Street

C i t y ,  s t a t e ,  £ i p  Lode



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name
2

Street

/ f  f i r ^ 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Name

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

O r e 1 &(>sS
Mame U

7<!?/£ USf, '*1<?r
Street

i n
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

P!)&dy
Street

tUh /)K 5̂ 22?2-
City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

6 3 0  t u

City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

S ' o o r  f c o t W K  A VC______
Street 

UCk.otcL/At
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street

Citv, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

For these reasons, i urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you f u 
considering my 1»■' • • r. ami please ... let those who ride decide!

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

Nano

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code



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

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

There is a far be*ter opti ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to prot.pi_* •hem by faking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about *he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use f horn proper'-.-. A •.•gram of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f Ar e: ; :*u t 'c n e w  wherein government persuades its 
citizens nr her • I r* ng them. Inform the people, then, let them
decide.

Furthcrr. . A as--. , aw a l r e a d y  protects those who are too young tc 
make an in! -vd :u ue ab it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain*- '.av s t-:>*irely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * ”»:• :* :!■• :<e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chiI dree.

For files- • ,•- . urge hi to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrir.Ki’ C : - rs •• ». 1 : forties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considerate -* h ’*••. .»•• i please ... let those who ride decide!

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

Sincerelv,

Street

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code



I an writing t you * o express ny opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use of seat helts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is a far be * * or option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to project then by *aking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A p. ’gram of educat ion adheres to the truest 
meaning f American !*-.v • icv wherein government persuades it* 
citizen r *' • r * .tan oe- :ng them. Inform the people, then let * her. 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young * 
make an int -me: • : < i* it wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restrain* l aw - »•::*. irely "V.f f icient to protect our children, so we do 
not net i * *. H :*o Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi idr. n .

For thesi reus n*-. I urg- you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering nv letter. arid please ... let those who ride decide!

Street



Dear Senator U ‘

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

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

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

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

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed ::hoi e ab ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not nee j r .> than go H u-e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
chi 1 d r m .

For thus* ruas '.us. I urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking '.nrs.va. liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lover, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

C  -----------
Name

Street

a v c  // o/f /? g/j, ///<- y i s  /(Y 
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

For these reasons, I urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering r:y I*‘tor. an: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name 0
.TV03 8

Street

fa firjt
City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

There is a tar better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries t o  protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them p r o p e r l y .  A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •’ American iemerracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than >e! . ;.:ig them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec i de.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an inf mod choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is e n t i r e l y  sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * change it. Hoi. Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childron.

For these reasons, i urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering nv lot*, r. v i please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

r e .  c ( r e  k /?/•. <79/: $  J
City, State, Zip Code



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

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

There is a far better opt.i n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American, it: men racy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than jer.;ng them. Inform the people, then iet them 
decide.

Furthermore. ' aska law already protects those who are too young tc 
make an inf 'mod :}»<• i mt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law is er'irely sufficient Lo protect our children, so we do 
not need ' huge i’. liouse bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For t host' reasons. 1 ;rgi •• on to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal li'ortius from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my »n please ... let those who ride decide!

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

Sincerely, .

(M,_____ U..U__
Name

I/D £ A c f v / f l
Street t

L \ \ , /) I ftfo H
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

The decision t' wear a sea' belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when ‘hey make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opt 
tries to protect ’.hen by ' 
option is edu:ati>« ib:Ut 
to use them rr periy, A p- 
meaning f Amp*-' . • '■<

citizens • it her ■ pars 
decide.

on to protect Alaskans than a law which 
>king away their freedom of choice. That 
‘he merits of seat belts and training ou how 
gram of education adheres to the truest 
icy wherein government persuades i*< 
ng them. Inform the people, then let them

Furthermore. A. iska aw already protects those who are too young to 
make an inr ----- i • v .  • ab ujt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restrain* law is •. n* i re !y sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need t - hanet House Bill 167 would treat all Alasians like
children.

For ' hos- • • i 
our sb.r : ! "c 
considering

. . ;rg- i to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
i-i ! ' :u ios from further erosion. Thank you for 

m  please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerelv,

 P & h : \ i S ____
Name |

n  -
L u



I am writing tc y< i to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which
mandates the use ?f êat. belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect * ner.i by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is educat?-p about * he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them property. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning •>:' American iemocracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather •oar coercing them. Inform the people, then let them

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

For these reasons, ' urge •ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
consid* r:-’.z my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

dec ide.

City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

For these r*vis ■ns, I urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking personal liberties from turther erosion. Thank you for 
considering :r letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

City, jLdLt:, f. ip îUuc



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

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

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

There is a far better opt i n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect, them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is edur it i r about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning <~? Ame-ican democracy wherein government persuades its 
citieen« rather than coer ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, \ a.-ka law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice a~ ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law . - vr.* • relv -efficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r h a n g - -  :t. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these reasons, ' urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking >na I 1 :1 < rf ies from further erosion. Thank you for
considering my lr ter. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Nj o mo

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There is a far better opt i /n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is educati' ■■ about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning Arvi v. ic-.orracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens ra*her than coef ng them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furtherim n-. \.aska law already protects those who are too young to 
make' an info mod *h"i o about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law :.s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need • 1 • bargi it. Ho so Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these roasuis. i urge v>u to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking yer-'nal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/C a  a  d.
Name

/ r o o *  A- " r ' ' ^  ̂ __________
Street

/tff, P'rt-QT’
City, S t dfe, Zip Code



Dear Senator C$3arcL
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, winch 
mandaLes the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ’he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of Amer can democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather t hair .-oem ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore. Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed .:hoi:e ah?ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law :s entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need 1 ’ thangt it . House BilL 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these r* isons, ; urge ou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrckirg personal li'vrties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my lv-er. .ni please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Name

Street

Cit.v, State, Tip Code



Dear Senator .f̂AwcL
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill L67, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

There is a fa: better opt:m to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of chot.e. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f America:: ! m v  ranv wherein government, persuades its 
citizens rattier ‘Han uoet. :ng them. Inform the people, then let them

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice abmt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law Is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need r o -banco it. House Bill lb7 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

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

dec ide.

Sincerely,



Deai- Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Street
/ -X 3  Y u r i e -  ex. l a _  S

/-ŷcr // $
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator C

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

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

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

There is i far better opt i >n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean ins American iortocrT?” wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than o o e r n g  them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed .'hoice ahnit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need 1 .('.unco i*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For these •• l->ns. I urge hi to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sb.inking :orsHial liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering mv letter, m  . : Lease ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely*

Name '

&/££> A ' 5 T
Street

d/uctf 94S/8
City, State', Zip Code



I am writing i you express my opposition to House Bill 167. which
mandates the use of s <'■ belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers
within the State of Alas i.

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

The decision t' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whateve • the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government, and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better opti ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by ‘aking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use then properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
mean inn of Anv’rv. v  iamooracv wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than :e: :ng them, inform the people, then let them

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

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

decide.

Sincerely,

Name

Street



Dear Senator

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

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

The decision t> weir a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their 'wn decisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual “esponsibi1ity which Alaskans cherish.

There is 3 far net ter cpti mi to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protc.t them by 'iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use ther properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaninc 'f America*"' cr•>*'•* wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coeiving them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore, Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed hoire ibmt wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint lav is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * * rhangi i". House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
chi 1 dr cm-. .

For these reasons. urge vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking pers nui! 1 i' ies from further erosion. Thank you tor 
considering my !• •*.;•. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely, Kc/T/ /h You<h^

Name

lOidc? i\J.
Street

Y-ltnC \/\ A  (c ° l
City. State, Zip Code



Dear Sennlor

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

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

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

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

Furthermore. Alaska law a .ready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed /heice ab'ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law : s- entirely sufficient to protect our children, so wo do 
not need "o :hange i*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children

For t hos< rensms. vu to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking personal !:Srties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering ;r. ht'or. and please ... let those who ride decide!

Si

Name-

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zip Code



Dear Senat or

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

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

The decision t ' wear a seat belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make that choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own iecisions and to accept the personal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and ndiwiuai responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to nrotect ■ her, by faking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about ‘lie merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use »hen proper!v. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning if 4rie* ;i v 'em.■>'•••-iry wherein government persuades its 
citizens rather than coer ing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

Furthermore . Alaska !.v* already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed choice about wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law ;s erf irslv sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need * "r ci • . it- use Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like
children.

For these r* us •«. ! vou to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect
our shrinking persona' liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my !e,,er. and please ... let those who ride decide!

S i ncerel

SLreet



I am writing to ;• u 'o express my opposition to House Bill lt>7, which 
mandates the use cf seat belts by motor vehicle drivers and passengers 
within the State Alaska.

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

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

There is a fat * ■ • •.or ’pt; n to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries 'o yr :c t  * hem by • iking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is o turn* . v abott* 'he merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use 'hem pr.’periy. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning r .nio-; •rn.ir-irv uhprein government persuades its
citizens rithe: •• ir. ê: ug them, inform the people, then let 'hem 
dec ido.

Furthei.n. rc . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to
make an inf rn. i i, • •• .ib-ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law ;s < iroly ~\:ff icient to protect our children, so we do
not need ' • i-u* .-e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans lik*
childreu.

For tiu'w« 'i i>>n<. I m o  "a to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrit.?. -ig vers • ' 1 1 liberties from further erosion. Thank you f >r 
consider: v 1 in i please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

/a-rT-r?
Name

 A  ____
Street

A  U c -  h  H c! /7 G > 1 ----
City* State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

There i - i Jar •■•■tier opt i ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *■' : : tc ' ' no:.i by taking away their freedom of choice. That
option i> * d-.;. it • about * he merits of seat belts and training on how
to use ‘hem properly. A pregram of education adheres to the. truest 
mean ire * \mer; rr 1 ,i' ;? c '■ vhproiu gn”r*rnment pprmiades irs 
cit iaotis r-'iicr r liar. 'or rig them. Inform the people, then let them 
dec idc.

Furthermore . Alaska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed "1 e ah nit wearing seat belts. Alaska's child
restraint law a  i rely sufficient to protect our children, so we do
not need * '• mg* i*. ii Bill 167 would treat all Alas! ans like
childron.

For fhos> • is . 1 urg. vu to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our sh.r if.g per- nil lir.Tties from further erosion. Thank you fo:
considori”g .*•**•:. and please ... let those

Since

fH#5
, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincere ly. //

City, State, Zip Code



Deai Senator n  b o

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

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

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

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

Furtherr."re. Alaska law a . ready protects those who are too young to 
make an informed clioict ab ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to change i* r! n:--e Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
children.

For those reasons. ! urge vou fo disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking person i! liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering r.y l*'*ter, att: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

*/ / V t v U 7 / W  sS V ^
Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear S e n ato r

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

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

The decision t wear a seat, belt is such a choice. Whatever the 
arguments for or against seat belts, individuals affect only 
themselves when they make 'hat choice. Therefore, they should be free 
to make their own decisions and to accept the prrsonal consequences of 
those decisions. These ideas reflect the principles of limited 
government and individual responsibility which Alaskans cherish.

There is a far be'ter op' i ui to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries to protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how 
to use them proper!v. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning f Ame-v a :emof vary wherein government persuades its 
citizens •tat her • ha:: !ng them. Inform the people, then let 'hem
decide.

Furthermore. A .ska law already protects those who are too young to 
make an informed :!u-icc ab<ut wearing seat belts. Alaska's child 
restraint law is entirely sufficient to protect our children, so we do 
not need to rkangi 1*. House Bill 167 would treat all Alaskans like 
childrer.

For these rensuts, ] urge you to disapprove House Bill 167 and protect 
our shrinking pers.utal liberties from further erosion. Thank you for 
considering my letter, an: please ... let those who ride decide!

Sincerely,

Street

C i t y ,  S t a t e ,  Zi p Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name / \

>̂.'3- 0 / C'cLLCr^, 1,0.
Street

cxj A  c/- j A  ̂ 2- ^
City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

7
Name



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

- f V l ,  +  I:'?-'
N a m e 7 ^ V

G X ̂ I C n I i ■-1 ̂  {_ L)a < V.____
Street /

2 Ik uJ.at* AL 9EL
City, State,/Zip Code



Dear Senator -. r\h.QD£>.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

,• .-i / u >
Street

j V ,  - A y .  sr-i-
cTtv.State. Zita Code



Dear Senator . j ^ Q 2 & £ >

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

Name

Street
u z £  v  . a  />W- y,?y
♦- f- 1

A  \-sr. I'i ̂ A t
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Street

City, State, Zip Code



Dear Sen ator

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

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

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

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

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

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

Sincerely,

bh/?̂p ft/faks
Name

l!C3o &JL
Street

M  fj f5'/ f fj /<£ c! &  o 7
City, State, Zip Code



Dear Senator

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

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

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

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

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

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

City, State, Zip Code



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

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

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

There is a far better option to protect Alaskans than a law which 
tries *o protect them by taking away their freedom of choice. That 
option is education about the merits of seat belts and training on how­
to use them properly. A program of education adheres to the truest 
meaning of American democracy wherein government persuades its 
citizen0 rather thar. coercing them. Inform the people, then let them 
decide.

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

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



Dear S e n ato r  Moo D
I am writing to you to express my opposition to House Bill 167, which 
mandates the use of seat belts by motor vehicl drivers and passengers 
within the State of Alaska.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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