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Table4,—btor-ehice Oooupants inCrashes With Severe or FalaJ Injurieshy Seat Postion*

tw
Motor-Vehicle Occupants 1903 1964 1965 1986 1987
Front-seal occupants
Alt
No. in crashes 24157 24672 25204 26 729 28850
% severely or
fatally injured 4.06 4.70 4.98 4.64 3.95
Drivers
No. incrashes 17539 18151 18491 19757 21316
% severely or
laully injured 4.17 4.62 4.99 4.59 391
Occupants of right front saat
No. Incrashes 5e'3 5829 6078 6413 6773
% severely or
fatally injured 3.60 4.79 459 455 4.10
Nontargeted occupants
All
No. incrashes 8077 8231 8868 9207 10194
% severely or
lalally injured 3.76 4.59 4,72 4.61 3.90
Rear-seat occupants
No. incrashes 2S04 2848 3049 3101 3303
%severelyor
lalally injured 2.55 3.05 249 2.90 2.39

*10% sample during first 9 mo ot year. Nonta/geted occupants are persons to whom the seat-beltlaw did not pertain,
viz, occupants of nontargeted vehicles, rear-seat occupants, and persons <6 yearsold.

Tl_'gvljg &véﬁf'ﬁe Severely Irjured or Kiled in Targeted Vehicles in Front-End Crushes by Time Period and

% (No.) ol Driven Sevenly Injured or Killed

Time Period Mild

Belorelhelaw
(1/83-9/85)

During warning period
(10/85-12/86)

Alter 525 fine
(1/87-9/87)

1.18 (60/5066)
0.92 (29/3140)

*10%sample.

1.09 (113/10336)

by Level of Vahlicle Damage

Modente Seven

5.53 (256/4627) 22.05 (344/1560)
5.22 (121/2320) 20.42 (164/803)

4.10f (54/1316) 20.79 (95/457)

tP<-05 (derived from 2x2 tables comparing the number ol drivers with or without severe or fatal Injuries; drivers
before tha law were compared with drivers during warning period and after 525 fine).

Table 5includes X<analyses of severe
and fatal injuries for drivers of targeted
vehicles in-front-end crashes by the
severity of vehicle damage for the three
periods. Data for drivers.in non-front-
end crashes and for other occupants are
not shown. When data before the law
and during the warning period were
compared, significant decreases in the
proportions of persons with severe and
fatal injuries were noted for drivers
in moderate non-front-end crashes
(OR=123 (B% ClI, 103 to 147],
X*=571 P=.017) and for occupants of
the right front seat in moderate front-
end crashes (OR=150[95%CI, 106to0
231], x, =5.6, P=018).

en data before the law and after
the fine were compared, significant
decreases in severe and fatal injuries
were noted for drivers in moderate
front-end crashes (OR=137 [B5%Cl,
100 to 187, x’=4.2, P=040). A sig-
nificant decrease wes also noted for
drivers in moderate non-front-end
crashes (OR=141 [ CI, 113 to

3506 JAMA Doc 03/30. 1900-W200. No. 24

176], x*=9.6, P=.002X Decreases in
severe and fatal injuries were also noted
for occupants of the right front seat in
moderate front-end crashes (OR=187
[95% Cl, 110 to 322, x'=6-0,
P=014). No significant differences
were noted for occupants of the right
front seat in non-front-end crashes.
Comparisons of the percentages of
nontargeted occupants with severe or
fatal injuries incrashes for the first nine
months of each year revealed a signifi-
cant decrease between 1985 (4.72%) and
1987 (390%) (OR=1.22[95%C|, 106t0
141], x'=7.8, P=005; Table 4) Most
of this decrease occurred between 1986
(461% and 1987 (39%%9 (OR=119
B Cl, 103 to 137], x'=59,
—016). A significant difference in
proportions wes observed for 1986
(390%) and 1987 (24999 when rear-
seat occupants older than Syears of age
in targeted vehicles were evaluated for
severe or fatal injuries in crashes
(OR=142, [99% CI, 100 to 202],
X=4.3, P=.039; Table 3). Amongother

nontargeted occu , a decrease in
the percentages ofsevere and fatal inju-
ries was also observed (although it wes
not statistically significant) between
1986/(500%0 and 1987 (4.36%). Whether
these trends toward reductions in se-
vere and fatal injuries among nontar-
geted persons refect technological i+
provements in autonotive safety or
changes in seat-belt use secondary to
the law could not be determined using
this dataset

COMMENT

e observed significant reductions in
severe and fatal injuries in crashes
among front-seat car occupants who
were targeted by a mandatory seat-belt
law; especially after implementation of
a $25 fine for infractions. These reduc-
tions were in excess of those observed
among other occy of the same ve-
hicles. These resultsare consistentwith
reductions in morbidity and mortality
obsenved elsewhere after mandatory
belt-use legislation/1L

Estimates ofthe frequency of belt use
by persons involved in nonfatal colli-
sions are dependent onself-reporting to
the investigating officer. Where there
are seat-belt laws, self-reported belt
use to be overestimated for all
but the most severely or fatally injured.
This would result in underestimation of
the lawb effect on morbidity and mor-
tality for that segment of the population
whose belt use has changed in resDonse
to the law Injuries not apparent at the
crash would also go unreported, as
would crashes that did not involve inju-
ry or significant darmege. Such underre-
porting alters measures of seat-belt ef-
fectiveness to the extent that such
injuries would be less prevalent among
belted persons than among nonbelted
persons. However, there is no reason to
suppose an effect of belt use on the reli-
ability, validity, or completeness of
crash reports.

Significant underreporting has been
reported in official statistics of injuries
from motor-vehicie collisions. LI a dif-
ferential shift in reporting occurred in
favor of a given degree of injury, the
results of this study would have been
biased accordingly. Aside fromaslowly
increasing trend towerd more severe
and fatal injury reported for front-seat
occupants before the law (Tables 3and
4), a review of North Carolina crash
data from 1979 through 1985 revealed
noshiftininjurydistributions incrashes
reported over several yeam before pas-
sage of the law There is no reason to
suppase that there was such a shift in
underreporting in the two years after

e of the law
Ridit analyses revealed that the seat-
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belt law has not altered the relationship
of driver alcohol involverment to injury
outcome when ore controls for crash
severity. This is not surprising because
alcohal is thought to reduce tolerance to
impact’ ILand North Carolina
data consistently indicate less-frequent
belt use among drivers involved with
alcohol.

Dramatic increases in seat-belt use
that occur immediately after seat-belt
legislation are generally not sustained
over timeX the initial increase in belt
use is folloned by a decline, typically
about four months after the law takes
effect” For the first nine months of
1937, the mean observed percentages of
persons belted in North Carolina were
68%for drivers and 68%for occupants of
theright frontseat. Although these per-
centages decreased to 60%and 58% re-
spectively, in January 1988 seat-belt
use has increased subsequently, with
percentages of 63%ofor drivers and 63%
for occupants of the right front seat ob-
served In August 1988 Although pre-
sent seat-belt use levels are lower than
those in the nine-month period studied
after implementation ofthe fine, the dif-
ference is small, and seat-belt use ap-
pears to be increasing again in North
Carolina.

Whereas special enforcement camt
paigns undertaken elsewhere have re-
sulted in dramatic increases in conpli-
ance with seat-belt laws, I no such

Reference*
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campaign hes yet occurred in North
Carolina. During the first nine months
of 1987, the State Highway Patrol is-
sued 27924 citations with fines (3103
per nmonth) compared with 123521
warning tickets for belt-law violations
issued in 1986 (10290 per month) by the
same agency. In the absence of efforts
to maximize enforcement, the de-
creases in morbidity and mortality pre-
sented here may not be sustained with-
out other interventions (eg, educational
efforts or installation of automatic
restraintsX
Impact studies are needed sothat leg-
islators and voters can determine
whether mandating buckling up is
worth the inconvenience and sacrifice of
personal freedom This study indicates
that the North Carolina lawhas reason-
ably achieved its legislative intent If
one compares the numbers of severe
and fatal injuries among targeted per-
sons for the first nine months of 1987
gapprom metely 820) with those of the
rst nine months of 1985and 1966 (ap-
Froxmately 9040 and 9060, respective-
V) and extrapolates to 12 months ap-
proximately 1100fewer severe and fatal
Injuries per year would be observed
amongtargeted persons in North Caro-
lina after implementation of the $25
fine. 1f one considers the total popula-
tion of North Carolina (approximately
6000000), these data indicate that an-
nually as many as one in every 5400
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North Carolinians could be spared a se-
vere or fatal injury because of this inter-
vention, provided that the belt-use lev-
els observed in the first nine months of
1987 are again attained. Although the
expected protective value of buckling
up is low for the individual, the data
indicate that the collective advantage is
large.

WhenNorth Carolinacrashdatafrom
the period before implementation of the
$25 fine were ed with data from
thefirst nine months of 1987, significant
reductions ware found in severe and fa-
tal injuries for persons targeted by the
law. The extent to which these reduc-
tions are directly attributable to a man-
datory belt-use law remains unknown,
but the law wes the major automotive
safety intervention introduced state-
wide during the periods examined.
Whereas these data support the hy-
pothesis that mandating seat-belt use
results inreductions in crash-associated
morbidity and mortality in targeted
groups, compliance with the law and
maintenance of these reductions will be
a function of enforcement and educa-
tional efforts.
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Motor-Vehicle

Care
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Accidents

Elizabeth Mueller Orsay, MD; Timothy L. Turnbull, MD; Mary Dunne, MD;
John A. Barrett, MD; Patricia Langenberg, PhD; Charles P. Orsay MD

To assess. the impact of safety helt use on the extent of injuries sustained in

motor-vehicie accidents and the incurred health care costs

patients were

prospectively evaluated at four Chicago-area hospitals. Of these, /L (58%)
Wwere wearing a safet[y belt whereas 573 (42%) were not. The mean Injury

severity score for safe

wearing a safety belt. Only 6,6% of safet
19.2%0f those not wearing a safety belt. _
t $634-+ 367 conpared with $1583+ $A01 in unrestrained occupants,

charges ¢

helt wearers was 18+007vs 451+ 031 in those not
}_({belt wearers required admission vs

estrained occupants incurred mean

Thus, safety belt wearers had a 60.1% reduction in severity of injury, a 64.6%
decrease inhospital admissions, and a 66.3% decling in hospital charges, Our
findings demonstrate the significant societal burden of nonuse of safety belts in

termsof morbidity and the costs of medical care.

TRAUMA resulting from motor-vehi-
cie accidents (MVAS) represents a me-
jor challenge to our health care delivery
(sjystem and a significant societal bur-
len. Motor-vehicie accidents are the
leading cause of death in Americans
aged 5to 34 years and the seventh lead-
ing cause of death overall.1In 1982 an
estimated 32 million people were in-
jured in MVAs, ofwhomapproximately
14 million were treated in emergency
departments and 350 000 required hos-
pitalization.1As a result of MVA-assod-
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ated injuries, 1.3 millionyears of poten-
tial life before age 65 years were lost in
1984." The owerall economic loss to the
United States attributable to MVAs in
1980 has been estimated to be $57.2
billion.4
The Department of Transportation
ulates that universal use of safety
Its would reduce MVA-related fatali-

See also pp 3593 and 3651,

ties by 50%and injuries by 65%* Previ-
ous studies, baseo{ on polljl%e reports' or
National Highway Traffic Safety Ad-
ministration records,’ report a reduc-
tionofserious injury of belted front-seat
occu 0f43%t0529%6 anda declinein
fatalities of 43%’ Ib our knowledge, no
prospective studies based on medical
data liave specifically attempted to as-
sess the efficacy with which safety belt
use may prevent injury from motor-ve-
hicular trauma. We undertook the fol-
lowing prospective study to assess the
effect of Bafety belt use on the extent of
injuries sustained during MVAS as well
as the economic impact of their use.

Effect of
Morbidity and

Costs in

MATERIALS AND METHODS

During the period of Jan 1toJuly 1,
1986 data were collected on patients
who presented after an MVA to the
emergency department or trauma unit
of four Chicago-area hospitals. Two of
these hospitals (Mercy Hospital- and
Medical Center and Illinois Masonic
Medical Center, Chicago) were urban
community hospitals, one was a public
inner-city hospital (Cook County Hospi-
tal, Chicago), and the fourth wes alarge
suburban community hospital (Luther-
an CGeneral Hospital, Park Ridge, 111)
These four hospitals were selected be-
cametheycoverawigri?eographic area
within Cook County and awide range of
Bocioecononic groups. In addition, the
selected hospitals receive patients from
a large assortment of urban crash set-
tings, including expressways (high
speeds) and dty streets Gower speeds).
Patients involved in MVAs that oc-
curredinrural areas were not included.

All patients who presented with
complaints referable to an MVA that
had taken place within the previous 24
hourswere eligible for inclusion. Pedes-
trians, bicyclists, motorcyclists, bus
passengers, and those in trucks with
more than two axles were excluded.
Each weekday, the logs of each emer-
gency department or trauma unit were
reviened in an attempt to identify any
missed notor-vehicie injury cases.
Cases thus identified were resubmitted
to the examining physician with the
medical record for completion and inclu-
sioninthe study.

Initial data were collected prospec-
tively for all stully subjects by the ex-
amining physician. The physician ad-
ministered a structured questionnaire
that included the following data: (1) de-

Effect ot Salety Belts- Orsay etal



termination of safety belt urage, (2 p(}
sition of subject in vehicle, 9

nism of injury (front-end, rear-end, or
broadside collision), @) posted speed
limitat location of MVA, (5) mode of
transport to hospital, and (6)final dis|
sition (discharge, transfer to another
facility, admission to hospital, or death
in emergency department). The exam-
ining physician also noted on the ques-
tionnaire if there was evidence of alco-
hal use, ie, clinical intoxication, a sell
of alcohol on the breath, or an alcohol
level. The data were then analyzed as
yes/no variables. Alcohol levels ob-
tained for legal use were sent to state
Iabc_)lt:glor}es; trt:e results V\Eol}e rr}mot nﬁdeé;,
available for the purposes of this st
and therefore are not included. For
all subjective data collected, indefen
dent confirmation was sought from
paramedics, police, or others whenever
possible.

The medical records (eme and
inpatient, if applicable) of all subjects
were subsequently reviewed by a mem:
ber of the research team. Additional col-
lected data included the time of regis-
tration, nature of injuries, and payment
status. An injury severity score (ISS)
was then calculated based onthe Abbre—
viated Injury Scale Manual (1985 edi-
tion)." A nummerical score (Lto 5) is as-
signed to the severity of injury In each
region; the squares of the three highest
scores are then summated to obtain the
ISS. Financial recordswere analyzed to
determine the total hospital (excluding
physician fees) and emergency depart-
ment charges generated as a direct re-
sult of the MVA for each subject. The
costs of consultants, admitting i
cians, rehospitalizations, and rehabili-
tation were not included.

Study subjects were divided into two
groups (restrained and unrestrained by
safety belts) for the purposes of data
analysis. Preliminary power calcula-
tions were made for an alpha of005and
apower of 0.90 to detect a difference in
ISS score of at least 0.5. The principel
statistical tests used were t tests for
comparisons of means of continuous
variables and  tests for draninginfer-
ences concerning proportions. Analyses
of covariance and logistic regression
analyses were performed to compare
safety belt users with nonusers, con
trolling for possible confounding vari-
ables. The SAS statistical package onan
IBM mainframe at the University of I1li-
nois at Chicago wes used to performthe

analyses.
RESULTS

A total of 1364 patients were entered
into the study. The mean age of the
patients was 33032:042 years >ean
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Table 1.-Ch*/acteristics of Safety Belt Wearers vs Nonwearers

Characteristic
Main rSEMage.y
Mila.%

Reported mechanism of injury, %
Reir-end cofaion

Frorrt-«ncl ootMon
Struck broadside (passenger)
Struck broadside (driver)
Othar
Unknown

Alcohol use. %

Ambulance trimport, %

Posted epaad Smk (mph). %
<30

30-45
>55
Unknown

Safety Salta
Yii(n-791) No (n -573) p
35- 05 319107 .004
49.7 55.8 .028
40.8 265
24.1 37.6
20.0 205
12.8 9.4 o1
15 1.9
15 44
5.6 195 .0001
36.4 57.6 .0001
405 30.6
39.6 35.1
8.5 8.6
its 16.8

‘ Percentages were compared by tha Pearson *3last. Means were compared by tha two-tailed | lest. NS indicates

not significant.

O\:i\)q

J*

O

Fig 1.—Mean Injury severity scores and hospitaJ charges for safety belt users and nonusers. Patients who
had wom safety fc'afU had significantly lower Injury severity scores (P<.001) and hospital charges (P<.001).

+SEM); 525%were men, 63.6% were
drivers, 24.6%were front-Beat passen-
gers, and 11.3%were back-seat passen-
gers. There was no significant differ-
ence noted in the month patients were
seen (January throughJune), but there
was a difference noted in the time they
W\Ere r stered 37 1%were registered
from7 M, 421%from 3to 11
PM, and 208%from 11 PM to 7 AM
(P>001X

Seven hundred ninety-one patients
(B39 claimed to be wearing safety
belts, and 573 (4299 did not. Of those
wearing safety belts, 603 (76.2%) were

wearingashoulder harness and lap belt,
121 (153%9 were wearing a lap belt
only, and in 67 (85%9 the safety belt
type wes not known. Differences were
notef*lietween the two groups with re-
spect to age, sex, and reported mecha-
nismofinjury. Safety belt wearers were
slightly older, more often female, and
nore likely to be involved in a rear-end
collision. In addition, safety belt users
were less likely to have used alcohol and
less likely torequire transport by ambu-
lance. The groups were similar with re-
spect to the posted speed limit where
the accident occurred (Table 1).

Effect of Safety Bells-Orsay etal 3599



Diver FontSeat BaokSeal

Driver

FrontSeat  BackSeat

R A e

Severity of Injury

The mean ISS for safety belt wearers
was 1.8+0.07 as opposed to 451 +0.31
for those not wearing safety belts
(Pc.O0lI, Fig 1, left). Patients who had
wom safety belts, whether they were
drivers, front-seat passengers, or back-
seat passengers, fared significantly bet-
ter than their unrestrained cournter-
parts (Fig 2, left).

When the reported mechanism of
injury was evaluated, striking differ-
ences in ISS were noted between safety
belt users and nonusers in front-end
callisions (2154+018 vs 6124064,
Pc.00I). Benefit was also provided by
safety belts in broadside collisions,
where restrained occupants had an av-
erage 1SS of 2014014 as gpposed to
36 034 for unrestrained
(Pc.0QlI). Smaller but significant differ-
ences in ISS were noted between the
groups in rear-end collisions. Safety
belt wearers had a mean ISS of
1.38+0.06 vs 247+0.14 for nonusers
(Pc.0QD).

Admission to the hospital n3y be an-
other indication of severity of injury. A
significantly greater number of unre-
strained subjects required admission
(including who died in the
emergency department). Only 54 (68%9

3600 JAMA Dec 23/30. 1988-Voi 260. No. 24

of the total 791 safety belt wearers
required admission. Howewver, 110
(192%9 of the 573 patients who did not
wear safety belts required admission
(Pc.OQI), Thus, two tliirds of patients
who required hospital admission were
not wearing safety belts at the time of
injury. Significant differences in 1SS
between the restrained and unre-
strained groups remained in both the
admitted and discharged groups (Fig 3,
left). Regardless of admission status,
unrestrained occupants utilized signifi-
cantly more hospital days than re-
strained occu (12402 days vs
04+008days, Pc.001).

When only the most severely injured
patients are considered, ie, those with
an ISS of 12 or greater, again, the
overwhelming majority were unre-
strained. Thirty-six (818%) were not
wearing safety belts; eight (1829
were (Pc.00l). There were five deaths
during this study, all among patients
whodid not wear safety belts.

Multivariate methods, includinganal-
ysis of covariance and logistic regres-
sion, were used to assess the indepen-
dent effect of safety belt usage on 1SS
scores, contralling for other variables.
Since age, alcohol use, and type of
accident were observed to be associated
with safety belt use and also may be

associated with the severity and cost of
injury, they were assumed to be possi-
ble confounding variables. The posted
S limitwes also included. Although
there were sex differences in safety belt
usage, there is no reason to believe that
ISSs or costs should differ by sex, other
factors being equal. Therefore, analys-
es of covariance were carried out com-
paring the ISSs of safety belt users and
nonusers, with age in years, alcohol us-
age (yes or no), and of accident
(entered as dummy variables; front-end
collision, rear-end collision, or other) as
covariates. Results (Table 2) indicate
that unrestrained patients had an ISS
that was two points higher on avera?e,
evenwhenall the confounding variables
were controlled for. Alcohol users
scored one jwint higher on average, as
did patients who were involved in a
front-end callision. Those in a rear-end
callision had somewhat lower scores on
average. Scores aver: higher with
incrzzlsiggeaggf and ?Iig tly highﬁr fora
posteds imit of 0to 46 mph. Mean
ISSs for restrained and unrestrained
subjects were adjusted for differing val-
ues of the covariates in the two groups;
safety belt wearers were observed to
have a significantly lower adjusted
mean ISS than nonwearers (P=.0001).
Logistic regression analysis wes used

Effect of Safety Bells-Orsay et ol



e

=

LR,

to assess the association of safety belt
use with severe injury, defined as an
ISS of 12 or greater. Proportions of re-
strained and unrestrained subjectswith
severe injury were compared, using al-
cohol use and type of callision as cov-
ariates. Results (Table 3) indicate that
the odds of severe injury were4.8times
greater for nonusers of safety belts
when other significant variables were
controlled for. The odds ratio for front-
end callisions was similarly large, while
alcohol usage was notindependently as-
sociated with severe injury. Since age
was entered as a continuous variable, an
odds ratio is not available. However,
the proportion of patients with severe
injury increased significantly with in-
creasing age.

Health Care Costs

Significant differences were also
found in the health care costs of safety
belt users and nonusers. Unrestrained
occupants incurred mean charges of
$1583+$201, nearly three times the
charges for restrained occy
(B34 %67, Pc.OOI; Fig 1, right).

\When the patientb portion in the ve-
hicle was evaluated, nonwearers consis-
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Table 2 —Cormparisonof Safety Bett Users and Nonusers on Inury Severity Score and Cost*

Sa%ef Cost)

Vifit Jit Coefficient - Coefficient -
tnonuse 188 (1109 5%. %05

g 113 Wb 101 0/
Rontedlodlision 0.9 0% 530 1103
ReerJa“dodh?,lm 0.1 0048 -38L7 [y
Rt 074 o m 0

>5H 051 . %8 17
Agey 002 0001 21 0001

)

tently incurred higher char%;e[s than
safety belt wearers (Fig 2, right). This
difference reached statistical signifi-
cance in drivers and front-seat passen-
gers only. However, the number of
back-seat passengers for statistical
isonwassmall (N=158).

Patients who did not wear safety
belts who required hospital admission
demonstrated a trend toward higher
charges (Fig 3, right; $7250+3851 vs

I T8y sty e ves 240+ 023 for sty bkt s arl4:3020.22 o rreses
21] meare SO cost wes $912,902.J172.90 for safely beft users and $1506.002$170.60 for nonusers

$530) £$630, P =076), though the sam-
ple size wes small (N=162). However,
In patients who were discharged or
transferred from the emergency de-
partment, a significant difference was
demonstrated, with restrained occu-
pants incurring average charges of
$175+$5 vs $228+$8 for unrestrained
occupants (Pc.00l). This represents a
23.3% reduction in charges for safety
belt wearers (Fig 3, right).

Effect of Safely Bells—Orsay etal 3601



C

Table 3.- Logistic Regression Results Compering Safety Belt Users and Nonuseri by Injury Severity Score

Variable Odds Ratio
Safety belt nonuse 4.94
Front-end collision 4.74
Alcohol use 1.59
Posted speed limit, mph
30-45 1.94
>55 1.43
Age (20-year difference) 201
o\Nor
braaves it
D .
fca ol e
g fm 15% Megicaid
49% No Payment
\Without Sefety Belts

Injury Severity Score >12

*5% Confidence Interval P
2.03-12.9? .0004
2.10-10.86 .0002
0.68-174 .29
091-4.15 .09
0.37-5.56 .60
1.35-2.69 .006

2% Medicaid
()ﬁ(arrr?an's
NoF%ﬁ{%nt mpensation

m 5% m
Insuranca/HMO

Wi Soety B3

Fig 4 —Payment status for patients with and wdtout safety bafts. HMO indicates health maintenance

organization.

Evaluation of payment status shotn d

that the majority of unrestrained pas- .

sengers either had no payment (4).2%9
or were receiving governmental assis-
tance (5%opublic aid, 3% Medicate). Of
safety belt wearers, 5/ had jirivate
insurance or were enrolled in a health
maintenance organization, and 3' 6were
covered llg_y workman™™  compensation
(Pc.00lI, Fig %)

Multivariate analyses were also con-
ducted to assess the independent effect
of safety belt use on health care costs,
controlling for the covariates age, type
of collision, posted speed limit, and alco-
hol usage (Table 2). The adjusted mean
costs differed by about $300 (P> ,0008);
alcohol users incurred charges approxi-
mately $700 higher on average. Costs
were higher in front-end collisions, low
er inrear-end collisions, higher at 30to
45 mph, and increased with the age of
the patient.

COMMENT

This study suggests that safety belts
provide asignificant benefit in reducing
injury and health care costs. Ve demon-
strated a 60.1% reduction in severity of
injury (51% after adjusting for other
variables), a 64.6% decrease in hospital
admissions, and a 66.3%decline in hos-
pital charges (4%%ofor adjusted neans)
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i/i safety belt wearers, Ib our know-
edge, this is the first study evaluating
the efficacy of safety belt use in the
United States based on medical data
By utilizing the ISS system, an objec-
tive assessment can be made of the num-
ber and severity ofinjuriesinrelationto
safety belt use. Previous studies' and
government reports’ used police re-
ports in assessment of injury. In this
system, the police officer assigns the
accident victiman injury score of A, B,
C, or K (severe, moderate, minor; or
fatal injury). Obviously, data obtained
gg this system are of questionable reli-

ility. In addition, this study is unique
in that it also assessed the haospital
charges associated with the care of the
injured motorist

Actual hospital and emergency de-
partment charges were used to esti-
mate health care costs in this analysis.
These are conservative estimates, in
that direct charges generated by pre-
hospital emergency services, rehospi-
talizations, and rehabilitation were not
included. Furthermore, indirect costs
resulting fromtime lost fromwork, in-
creased insurance premiums, and lost
productivity oftliosewhcidieorare per-
menently disabled by MVAs were not
measured. Inclusion of these costs may
have resulted in even greater differ-

C

ences in cost estimates. The cost to care
for patients who required hospitaliza-
tion was higher for those who did net
wear safety belts, though statistical
significance wes not reached (Fig 3,
right). However, the sanple size in t>'s
subgroup wes small, suggesting a |
error. Larger sanple sizes may dem-
onstrate a statistically significant
difference.

The four hospitals participatinginthe
study were geographically scattered
throughout Cook County to include a
variety of roadways (hi and ur-
ban and suburban ). Only rural
roads were not represented. Baker et
al," howewer, stated that mortality
from MVAs may be highest in areas of
low population density; this suggests
that we omitted from our sample roads
responsible for high mortah% from
MVAs. The months of January through
June were chosen to cover a variety of
road conditions in winter, spring, and
summer in Chicago. In addition, the
four hospitals admit patients from a
wide variety of socioeconomic groups,
with anassortment of vehicles and driv-
ing habits.

Throughout this study, we relied on
patient reporting and/or paramedic re-
porting of safety belt use. The actual
safety beltuseratein lllinois at the time
of the study wes 36%’ Actual safety
belt use may be appreciably different
than reported, as it may be impossible
toobtain physical evidence of safety belt
use. Paramedics were asked to verify
the presence or alosence of restraint use
at the scene. However, the accident vic-
tims were often out of their vehicles
when the ambulance arrived. Inonly 23
of the 618caseswith patients transport-
ed to the hospital by ambulance was
there disagreement on safety b<It usage
between paramedics and patien s. 1fwe
assume, however, that restrair t use is
only overreported, ie, unrestraned pa-
tients stated that they were wearing a
safety belt and not vice vena, then
there would be an even greater benefit
in reducing injury and cost if the true
incidencewere known

It should be noted that only those
patients who presented to the hospital
folloning an MVA were included. Pa-
tients whodid not present to the hospi-
tal, who presented over 24 hours follow-
ing igjury, or whowent directly to the
morgue were not included. In Cook
County, paramedics must transport all
seriously (or fatally) injured MVA vic-
tims to a hospital unless the patient has
dependent Iividit?/, rigor mortis, or de-
capitation, all unlikely events in traffic
accidents. It is therefore unlikely that
any fatalities were not included In the
study due to direct transport to a

et Sty Bells—Orsay et



morgue. The number of uninjured no-
torists who did not present toa hospital
is unknown and is not available through
the Department of Transportation.

Studies conducted in other countries,
many of which assessed the effects of
safety belt legislation, also demonstrate
the benefit of safety belt use™"
Henderson and Wood" reported a 25%
decrease in predicted deaths in the year
folloning safety belt legislation in New
South Wales, Australia. In an evalua-
tion of the Swedish experience, Me!!-
bring et alu reported a reduction in the
number of MVA victims admitted to
hospitals following legislation despite a
40%increase inreported MVAs. In En-
gland, a retrospective study col ing
the 12 months preceding and following
the enactment of safety belt use legisla-
tion revealed a mean ISS of 494 before
and 2.8after the law A 42%reductionin
the number of front-seat occuprnts who
required hospital admission and a 27/%
decline in the number of deaths follow-
ing introduction of the law was
reported.

In the United States, New York was
the first state to pass a mandatory-use
safety belt law: In the first nine months
after the lawwas enforced, MVA fatali-
ties decreased by 17% resulting in the
lowest highway fatality rate (per 100
million miles driven) in several de-
cades.* In lllinois, where safety belt leg-
islation took effect inJuly 1985 an esti-
mated 55to B0lives were saved and 8000
serious inguries were prevented in the
first year following enactment * Nation-
wide, the National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration reported that
safety belt usage of fatally injured MVA
victims was about half the usage of
those whose injuries were less incapaci-
tating.* Unrestrained occupants were
40%more likely tobe injured inanMVA
and twice as likely to require hospital-
ization as restrained occupants.”

Compulsory safety belt use legisla-
tion appears to be the most effective
agent in increasing safety belt usagg.
Usage rates increased fromjust under
4% to 5% in England," from 20046 to
8020 in Sweden," from 156 to 9% in
Australia," andfrom21%6to 47%%in New
York Btate" after such legislation. In-
surance incentives” and mass-media
canpaI%ns have been ineffective in al-
tering the rate of safety belt usage. Oth-
er efforts to promote safety belt usage,
including safety belt pledge cards, In-
centive plans, and "awareness’ pro-
grams have met with variable success."

Mandatory safety belt use legislation
has been a controversial topic in the
United States. 7b date, 33 states and
the District of Columbia have enacted
such legislation, while two additional
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states had safety belt use laws and later
repealed them (Massachusetts and Ne-
braska). Worldwide, over 30 countries
have passed mandatory-use laws. The
United States is virtually the only de-
veloped nation tliat has not passed na-
tional safety belt legislation.”

The Department of Transportation
estimated the cost to society of injuries
sustained inMVAs at about $15.3 billion
in 1980* Our results indicate a 66.3%
decreased cost attributed to safety belt
use. If this reduction is applied to the
estimated $15.3 billion, universal safe
belt usage would save $101 billion
year. In our era of rising health care
costs, the safety belt may be a very
efficient mechanismfor saving lives and
reducing costa.

Society bears the burden of MVAs,
not only indirect health costs butalsoin
lost productivity of workers (indirect
costs). There were over 11 million lost
workdays for survivors of MVAs in
1985" The administrative and over-
head cost of motor-vehicie and health
insurance premiuns totaled nearly
$138 hillion in 1980* Furthermore, in
1980, the federal government spent an
estimated $7.5billionand state and local
governments spent an estimated $34
billion far MVA-assodated expenses.*

This study analyzed autonobile safe-
ty belt use and subsequent severiggof
injury and health care costs. Our data
suggest that, inan urban setting, safety
belt utilization wes associated with de-
creased severity of injury from motor-
vehicie traumaand reduced the medical
care costs of injured motorists. This
analysis in ination with existing
evidence supports a more aggressive
national posture towerd safety belt us-
age for the benefit of both the individual
and the American people.

This study m i aupportad in part by tha lllinois
Coalition for Safety Belt Use, Springfield, 111

We thank Dorothy Biuell and Elizabeth Spring-
er for their help in manuacript preparation. We are
also gratefirl for the contribution! nude by the
resident and attending otifti of the University of
Illinois Affiliated Hospitals Emergency Medicine
Residency and the University of Illinois Surgery
Residency, without whoae cooperation and efforts
this study could not have been accomplished.
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REPORT TO THE WASHINGTON STATE LEGISLATURE
THE IMPACT OF THE 1986 MANDATORY SAFETY BELT USE LAW

ESggyTiyE-gM fflftBY

THE MUL: Key Provisions

On June 11, 1906, the State of Washington put into effect
the Mandatory Safety Belt Use Law of 1986 (MUL). Along with the
majority of other states in the union, the State of Washington
has declared that the failure to wuse a safety belt while a
passenger or operator of a motor vehicle is a violation of the
law. The MUL requires persons driving or riding in any vehicle
in-which federal law required the manufacturers to install safety
belts to wear them. The law requires all persons 16 years old or
older driving or riding in a motor vehicle, whether in front or
in the back, to wuse safety belts. Children under the age of 16
are to use a safety belt, or must be restrained in an approved
child safety seat if the child is young enough for the child
restraint law to apply. Automobiles, trucks and vans are covered
by the law. Persons riding in or driving a vehicle which did not
have safety belts installed when manufactured are n&t subject to
enforcement action.

The MUL provisions became fully active on January 1, 1987.
During the interim "grace period" between June 11, 1986, and
January 1, 1987, no citations were issued, although warnings were
given to motorists. As of January 1, 1987, a penalty, which,
when combined with the statutory assessment, could total $47, may

be imposed for violation of the MUL.  The MUL is a secondary
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enforcement law exclusively. This means that a vehicle may not
be stopped just for an MUL violation. Once a vehicle 1is stopped
for reasons related to a primary enforcement offense, .such as
speeding or failure to yield the right of way, an officer may
issue an MUL citation 1if the operator and/or passengers of

detained vehicles are in violation of the MUL.

MAIN QUESTIONS OF INTEREST: MUL Effect on Safety Belt Use; Level
of Public Support for the MUL ;
Support for the MUL Among Law
Enforcement and Court Agencies; and
Evidence of Societal Benefit

(Monetary) of the MUL

This report submitted to the Washington State Legislature
contains a wide range of findings of interest, but the major
concerns at this early point in the implementation of the MUL
necessarily relate to the essential matters of DESIRED OUTCOMES
and public and professional ACCEPTANCE. With regard to outcomes,
the immediate concerns are: 1) Has the MUL increased the level
of use of safety belts by the vehicle operators and passengers of
motor vehicles traveling on the state®"s highways, roads and
streets? AND 2) Has the MUL led to monetary savings
attributable to the reduction of fatal and non-fatal disabling
injury collisions? On the subject of acceptance off the MUL,
again there are two essential questions: ) Coes the public
accept the MUL as being a PROPER LAW and one that is EFFECTIVE in
its stated purposes? AMD 2) Do those <charged with the
responsibility of enforcement - the police agencies and the
courts - accept the MUL as a proper and effective measure for

promoting traffic safety on the state's roadways?
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In addition to these fundamental concerns, this report also
contains some exploratory analyses of the correlates of safety
belt use, of the impactof differing levels of enforcement
activity on aggregate and individual level safety belt use, and
of the sources for cues received by the public for the
encouragement of seatbelt use. These several analyses were
undertaken to provide the Washington Traffic Safety Commission
with information required to plan the most proper use of its
resources in future efforts to increase the level of compliance
with the ML across the state.

FINDINGS ON MUL OUTCOMES AND ACCEPTANCE

On the matter of rates of safety helt use, a combination of
three distinct  methods ofanalysis wereemployed: 1) direct
observation of vehicles inthe field; 2 analysisof collision
reports; and 3 self-reports of safety belt use obtained in a
staf.e-wide survey of the public. All three methods of analysis
Indicate the same outcome — namely, the ML has indeed resulted
in a higher rate of use of safety belts than obtained prior to

the enactment of the law.
With respect to the level of acceptance of the ML among

those who are charged with the law's enforcement, surveys of the
Troopers and administrative officers of the law enforcement
agency that writes the vast majority of citations for violation
of the ML — the Washington State Patrol — indicate clearly
that the ML is supported and enforced with vigor. Similarly,
county and municipal law enforcement officers who enforce traffic
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laws and their administrative leadership also report a high level
of support and enforcement within their jurisdictions,. on
balance, the law enforcement agencies contacted report that they
view the MUL as an effective tool in the on-going fight to
enhance traffic safety and reduce roadway fatalities in
Washington. Much the same sentiment, moreover, is voiced by the
judges surveyed; they too tend to share the view that the MUL
represents an important tool for the state in its effort to
promote a safer driving environment for the people of Washington.

As for the level of acceptance of the MUL among the public,
there is clear evidence from a state-wide survey of the general
adult citizenry that public support for the MUL is high — on the
order of nearly eight in ten citizens expressing the opinion that
they favored the MUL. The public tends to view the law as both a
proper enactment, and one which is quite effective in

accomplishing its stated purpose.
Finally, as to the outcome of societal benefits to be

attributed to the impact of the MUL, the analyses presented in
this report document the savings in Jlives and severe injuries,
and the concomitant savings in monetary terms, which have accrued
to the state as a result of the implementation of the MUL. Using
time series analyses and trend line extrapolation, it s
estimated that, during 1986 and 1987, some 35 fewer fatalities,
822 fewer non-fatal disabling injuries and 1,745 fewer minor
injuries than were predicted in the absence of the MUL actually
occurred. These figures translate into a savings in the range of
$16 to $24 million. These figures; represent savings calculated

on the basis of standardized formulae developed by the National



Etf jtive Summary page 5

Safety Council and the N ational Highway Traffic Safety
Administration with respect to losses resulting from fatal or
non-fatal disabling injury collisions such as lost wages, medical

expenses, property damage, insurance administrative costs, etc.

CONCLUSIONS

W ashington's MUL would appear to have been generally
successful in accomplishing its express purpose of motivating
citizens to make wuse of their safety belts. The public is
supportive of the law, the agencies of law enforcement and the
judicial authorities judge the law to be proper and efficacious,
and the indicators of public compliance and amount of Ilosses
resulting from fatal and non-fatal disabling injury collisions
suggest that positive outcomes are attributable to the MUL.
W hile this generally positive outlook on the MTL is clearly
appropriate, it is also necessary to note that higher levels of
compliance are being reported in other countries with similar
law s. It is also likely that the rate of use of safety belts and
the level of societal benefits might be greater yet if more
youth-oriented, school-age programs were initiated and the MUL
was a primary enforcement offense as opposed to a secondary
enforcement offense. In sum, the results and findings reported
herein indicate a positive start for the MUL, and they also

indicate that more progress yet is to be expected in this

important area of public policy.
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MEMORANDUM State of Alaska

TO:

FROM:

02-00!AiRev. 10179)

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY

Senator Arliss Sturgulewski February 2, 1989
Sixteenth Alaska State Legislature

FILE NO:

TELEPHONE NO:

465-4371
SUBJECT:
T. Michael Lewis Determination of
Governor's Highway Safety Representative Mandatory Seathelt Law
Highway Safety Planning Agency Compliance

In response to questions concem:Lng the determination of carpiiance by the
Secretary of Transportation on the criteria of the State mandatory seatbelt
laws, | offer the following information:

Section 4.1.5.1 of Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 208 (copy attached)
requires that the Secretary of Transportation shall determine, no later
than April 1, 1989, that state mandatory safety belt use laws have been
enacted that meet the criteria specified in S4.1.5.2 and are applicable to
not less than two-thirds of the total population of the fifty states and

the District of Columbia.

In order to ascertain the current status of this determination, | called
the Regional Office of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration,
Department of Transportation. | was told by that office that:

1. The due date of that determination is not until April 1, 1989, and
that nodetermination has been made at this time.

2. Because of the common knowledge that only one, of the thirty-one
states that have enacted mandatory seatbelt laws, is in full
carpiiance with S4.1.5.2, it is highly doubtful if the Secretary
will issue a determination of compliance statement.

3. As a result of the failure of the states to fully comply with the
criteria of S4.1.5.2, all passenger vehicles manufactured after_
September 1, 1989 must be equipped with approved passive restraint
systems.

I'f you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to give
mea call at 465-4374.
cc: Arthur A. English, Commissioner
Department of Public Safety
Attachment

TML:og



54.1.3.1.2 Subject to S4.1.5, an amount of the
cars specified in S4.1.3.1.1 equal to not less than 10
percent of the average annual production of pas-
senger cars manufactured on or after September
1, 1983, and before September 1, 1986, by each
manufacturer, shall comply with the requirements
ofsS4.12.1.

54.1.3.2 Passenger cars manufactured onor after
September 1,1987, and before September 1,1988.

541321 Subject to S4.1.3.2.2 and S4 1.34,
each passenger car manufactured on or after
September 1,1987, and before September 1,1988,
shall complv with the requirements of S4.1.2.1,
54.1.2.2 or S4.1.2.3.

54.1.32.2 Subject to S4.1.E, an amount of the
cars specified in S4.1.3.2.1 equal to not less than 25
percent of tho average production of passenger
cars manufactured on or after September 1,1984,
and before September 1, 1987, by each manufac-
turer, shall comply with the requirements of
S4.1.2.1.

54.1.3.3 Passsngsrcars manufactured onorattar
September 1,1988, and before September 1,1989.

$4.1331 Subject to S4.1.3.3.2 and S4.1.34,
each passenger car manufactured on or after
September 1,1988, and before September 1,1989,
shall comply with the requirements of S4.1.2.1,
54.1.2.2 or S4.1.2.3. . e

$4.13332 Subject to S4.1.5, an amount of the
cars specified in S4.1.3.3.1 equal to not less than 40
percent of the average annual production of pas-
senger cars manufactured on or after September
1, 1985, and before September 1, 1988, by each
manufacturer, shall comply with the requirements
of S4.1.2.1. LI « -

54.1.34 For the purposes, of calculating the
numbers of cars manufactured under S4.1.3.1.2,
54.1.3.2.2 or S4.1.3.3.2 to comply with S4.1.2.1,
each car whose driver’s seating position will com-
ply with these requirements by means other than
any type of seat belt is counted as 1.5 vehicles.

3. Standard No. 208 is amended by adding the
following new sections:

5414 Passenger cara manufactured on or aftar
September 1, 1989. Except as provided in S4.1.5,
each passenger car manufactured on or after
September 1, 1989, shall comply with the re-
quirements of S4.1.2.1.

54.1.5 Mandatory seatbelt use laws.

S4.151
determines, by not later than April 1, .1989, that

(R*r. 7/17IM)

If the Secretary of Transportation

state mandatory safety belt usage laws have been
enacted that meet the criteria specified in $S4..1.J.2
and that are applicable to not less than twrvthirds
of the total population of the 50 states and the
District of Columbia (based on the most recent
Estimates of the Resident Population of States, by
Age, Current Population Reports, Series P-25,
Bureau of the Census), each passenger car
manufactured under S4.1.3 or S4.1.4 on or after
the date of that determination shallcomply with

S4.152 The minimum criteria for state man-
datory safety belt usage laws are:

(@) Require that each front seat occupant of a
passenger car equipped with safety belts under
Standard No. 208 has a safety belt properly fast-
ened about his or her body at all times when the
vehicle is in forward motion.

(b) If waivers from the safety belt usage require-
ment are to be provided, permit them for medical

reasons only. ..
. '(¢) Provide for the following enforcement
meagures:x Vr; o % 1 »

(1) A penalty of not less than $25.00 (which
may include court costs) for each occupant of a car
who violates the belt usage requirement.

* (2) A provision specifying thrt the violation of
the belt usage requirement may be used to mitigate
damages with respect to any person who is in-
volved in a passenger car accident while violating
the belt usage requirement and who seeks in any
subsequent liUgation to recover damages for in-
juries resulting from the accident. This require-
ment is satisfied if there isa rule of law in the State
permitting such mitigation..

(3) A program to encourage compliance with
the belt usage requirement.

(d) An effective date of not later than
September 1,1989. (49 F.R. 28962—July 17,1984.
Effective: August 16,1984)1

Si2 Trucks and multipurpose passangar
vehicles with GVWAR ot 10,000 pounds or less.

S4.2.1
vehicles, with GWMR of 10,000 pounds or lees,
manufactured from January 1,1972, to December 3.,
1975. Each truck and multipurpose passenger
vehicle with a gross vehicle weight rating of 10,000
pounds or less, manufactured from January 1,

PART 571; S 208-3

Trucks and multipurpose passenger
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Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman
Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

P.O. Box V
ggg %Aﬁ%w; Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling TS0

Senate State Affairs Committee
March 8, 1989

Laurel Oshorne
P. 0. Box 225
Galena, Alaska 99741

Dear Laurel:

Thank you for bringing to me your concern about seathelts in
school buses, particularly those under 10,000 pounds.

As you know, HB 105 excludes passengers in all school buses
from the mandatory seathelt requirements. | personally agree
with you that seatbelt use should be required on the type Il
buses, but unfortunately mine is not a majority view. Other
members of the committees considering the b ill and members of the
adm inistration feel strongly that the testing done to date on the
crash performance of small school buses is inconclusive. Nobody
wanted to be in the position of enacting something that might
cause people harm rather than protect them from harm.

However, | was successful in the adoption of a statement of
intent to accompany the bill. The statement provides that once
the National Transportation Safety Board issues its report on the
crash performance of small school buses, state law w ill be
reviewed for changes necessary to conform Alaska law to the NTSB

recommendations.

HB 105 is being heard by the Senate Transportation Committee
tomorrow? it then goes to the Senate Finance Committee for their
consideration. It is my hope that it will bhe to the Senate floor

for a vote soon.

Keep up the good work!

-Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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SB 3 cont'd
Letter of Intent

It |s the inten of the Le |saure that . Senate(
Bill 9 exerrpt school buses fi rovisions o
AS 28.05.095 until suc time as t e nited States
Department of Transportation National
Trans| ortatlon ae(%/ Boall issues Its report on
the crash performance on small school buses.
At that tlme AS 2805095 WI|| be reviewed to

rm|ne to

| an
orm Alas a law, l)(/) ions of the
Natlonal Transportation Safety Board.

Zero fiscal note for the committee substitute forthcoming.

SHNATE BILL NO 59 wes referred to the Rules Committee.

?B.70
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CS FOR SENATE BILL NO 70 (Finance)

gﬂk o Chalrsregnd-[ cg\r%uﬁlr %Sgggaogﬁsulg.nmﬂ SFE

earc Senators ~ Zharoff and Frank signed "no
recommendation.

Zero fiscal note for the committee substitute forthcoming.

SHNATE BILL NO 70 wes referred to the Rules Committee.

B &
Finance (Il)nm'ttee conside ed SNATE, BILL An Act
mfatml%l to _loans and0 f | uprréatctlce (')\P r(t)n/e IE}A‘Iaska

exen‘?tlon for t m%an?{g ne%%%?[og]stoc and certaln %thg?

ties issued bank egistratign under, the
?—\?as a securities Abé% and providin l'ro an effective date
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N orlt%/ngr(‘j e @ Sma%rs Jehli Bu[?kle
ar?x%lﬁs curre in Senators quarggd Duncany' Frank

Previous zero fiscal note.

SENATE BILJ, NO. 8 waes referred to the Rules Committee.
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P.0. Box 225
Galena. A%aska 99741

February 17, 1989 - QVifr
Senator Pat Pourchot D N
P.O. Box V L
Juneau. Alaska 99811 R

iw'T'f

Dear Senator Pourchot:

Approximately 1000 Alaskan children ride to school daily in school
vans which are federally mandated to be equipped with seathelts. The
U.S. Department of Transportation further recommends in Standard 17
(enclosed) that all Passen?ers riding these Type I school huses and
vans wear their safety belfs when the vehicle is in motion. VA b o

| understand thatPIRomayne Kareen, representing the Department of
A Education, has urged the Senate Transportation Committee to exemlot ‘
school buses from Senate Bill 59. As in the present Alaskan child , ,
restraint law, passengers in al | school buses would be exempt from
buckling uB, without making a distinction between small school buses V
where seatbelts are provided by law and large school buses where they
are not_federaI_IK mandated. Senate Bill 59 already exempts vehicles
not equipped with seatbelts, such as large Type I school buses.

| understand that Ms. Kareen stated that there are no seatbelt
installation standards for small school buses. This statement is
incorrect. | quote from a letter which Ms. Kareen wrote to me in

September 1986

"Ap roximat_el%l 100 school buses weighing, less than 10,000 pounds b S
and for which the state is providing reimbursement, transport
apprommateIY 1,173 school children™in Alaska. Federal Motor 1h
y
po

1 pyQ/iAT t rLé’,'.‘l"

Vehicle Safety Standards require that school buses weighin? less K
than 10,000 ety 3
restraints.”

Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards No. 208. 209 and 210 are the
standards aPpllcabIe to seatbelt installation on small school buses. A
There are at present no seatbelt installation standards for large * , -V
school buses, thus manufacturers use FMVSS No. 208. 209 and 210" as "X 5
they apply to small school buses when squIylng_Iarge belted buses. v oan
The state” of Massachusetts has by law set belt installation standards V<
for large buses consistant with those for small buses. Massachusetts

and Oregon "umbrella" young children riding school vans under their

child restraint laws. CW{O./

| have tried to work with Ms. Kareen and the Alaska School Bus Safety
Committee to encourage the use of seatbelts in school vans as V
recommended in Standard 17. | was shocked to learn at a public X £,
hearing b¥ the Task Force on Seathelts on School Buses in 1986 that N
members of the Safety Committee felt that seatbelts on small school

buses were intended only for the use of special education children.

unds be equipped by the manufacturer with sa

£T<3v*j.6 suupp<rvl b\\\ --jcxcl eVcu-'v-pix - fir scoifcOJ",
hh C c r 6arlo\tc \

‘fdttad o br 7v\ti. - U.vEN n\ >SvwWy(LCA huCf S — ' imyv
Uoi o*, tci <2 c pU- \\\ d



Tom Kyatt stated that in Fairbanks seatbelts were buckled under school
seats ‘on regular runs so that the students could not use them.

| wrote to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)
for a clarification ot the _a?ency's Fosmon on the use of seathelts
in smali school buses. Chief Counsel Erika Jones responded in a
letter written in Hay of 1987. which | forwarded to Ms. Kareen, and

which stated:

"...because small school buses experience greater force levels
in a crash, passen?ers on these vehicles need the added safety
benefits of the belts to mitigate against injuries and _
fatalities. Of course, the belts on small school buses provide
safety benefits only if the;r are properly used. W thus
recommend they be used by all pupils whénever the children

are transported. This_recommendation is consistant with
Program Standard No, 17, which states, 'Passengers in Type Il
school vehicles equlﬂped with lap belts shall be required to
wear them whenever the vehicle is in motion."  (enclosed)

| am very concerned about Ms. Kareen's suggestion that children should
not be re?uwed to buckle up in their school vans because of the
results of the Canadian Crash Tests of 1984. NHTSA Eubll_shed a report
titled "Safety Belts in School Buses" In June of 1985 which warned
"Taken together, the results of the Canadian tests should be vlevied

with caution."

To further clarify NHTSA's position, | telephoned their offices on
February 17, 1989 and spoke to Jerry Tannahill, Division of Occupant
Protection, Washington D. C. (202-366-2748) He said the NHTSA has not
changed its position on the use of seatbelts in small school buses
because of the Canadian Crash Tests. The agency continues to
recommend the use of seathelts by all occupants of Type Il school
vehicles. _Thez/ feel that the Canadian tests were limited in that they
only investigated frontal crashes and did not consider side impacts
and rollovers where seatbelt use would have been beneficial.

If Senate Bill No. 59 is amended to exempt school buses, then a school
child could be faced with the situation of beln% reciuwed_tc buckle up
in the famHK van, while not _beln?. required to buckle up in his
identical school van. This situation would send contradictory and
confusing signals to the chi'd concerning the use of restraints, as
well as compromising his safety.

| urge you to not make an exemption for school buses on Senate Bill
59. "The safety of Alaska's school children is at stake.

Sincerely yours,

Laurel Osborne
656-1805
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Ms. Laurel Osborne

Regional Coordinator

National Coalition for Seatbelts on School Buses
P.O. Box 225

Galena, Alaska 99741

Dear Ms. Osborne:

This responds to your January 29, 1987 letter to Mr. Barry Felrice, NHTSA
Associate Administrator for Rulemaking, asking about our agency's
position on safety belt use in small school buses (i.e., school buses
with gross vehicle weight ratings (GYWR) of 10,000 pounds or less). Your
letter has been referred to me for reply.

In your letter, you explain that you and the Alaska School Bus Safety
Committee are interested in Alaska's implementation of Highway Safety
Program Standard No. 17, Pupil Transportation Safety. You request
clarification of NHTSA's position on safety belt use in small school
buses because members of the committee believe that safety belts are
provided on those buses only for the use ot special education students.
You also request information on safety belt education programs that
schools could use to encourage the proper use of safety belts by student
passengers in small school buses.

As you might know, NHTSA has two sets of regulations for school ouses.
The first set, issued under the authority of the National Traffic and
Motor Vehicle Safety Act, applies to the manufacture and sale of new
school buses and includes our motor vehicle safety standards for school
buses. One of these safety standards is Federal Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard No. 222, School Bus Passenger Seating and Crash Protection,
which requires the safety belts for passengers on small school buses.
The second set of regulations, issued under the Highway Safety Act,
includes Highway Safety Program Standard No. 17 and relates to the use of
school vehicles. Because requirements for the use of school buses are
set by the states, Standard No. 17 sets forth recommendations to the
states for the "upil transportation aspect of their highway safety
programs. We encourage states to consider Standard No. 17's
recommendations but do not insist on compliance with every aspect of the
standard.

As you are aware, NHTSA does not believe that a Federal requirement for
safety belts on large school buses (GVYWR greater than 10,000 pounds) is
necessary because large school buces are very safe vehicles due to their

AUTO SAFETY HOTLINE
(800)424-9393

SAFETY BELTS SAVE LIVES Wash. D.C. Area 366-0123



mass, seating configuration and "compartmentalized" seating positions.
However, because small school buses experience greater force levels in a
crash, passengers on these vehicles need the added safety benefits of the
belts to mitigate against injuries and fatalities. Of course, the belts
on small school buses provide safety benefits only if they are properly
used. We thus recommend they be used by all pupils whenever the children
are transported. This recommendation is consistent with Program Standard
No. 17, which states, "Passengers in Type Il school vehicles equipped
with lap belts shall be required to wear them whenever the vehicle is in

motion." (1V.C.3.d(5).)

With regard to your question about belt education programs, NHTSA and the
National PTA have put together a "Safety Belt A/V Resourse Kit" and a
"Children's Training Kit" as part of our 1986 safety belt awareness
campaign. The kit contains materials geared toward increasing safety
belt use by children in passenger cars, and might be helpful in promoting
belt usage in small school buses. I am sending you the resource kits by

separate cover.

Further, some states have developed their own safety belt education
programs for school children. The person in your state who might be able
to provide you with more information on the programs available in Alaska

is:

Ms. Romayne Kareen

Pupil Transportation Officer
Pouch F

State Office Building
Juneau, Alaska 99811

(907) 465-2890

Also, enclosed in this letter is a February 1986 NHTSA report entitled,
"School Bus Safety Belts: Their Use, Carryover Effects and
Administrative Issues." The report describes an exploratory study of the
experiences of various school districts with safety belt programs for
school buses. You might find the discussion of administrative and
educational components of bus belt programs helpful.

I hope this information is of assistance. Please contact us if you have
further questions.

Sincerely,

Enclosure
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P.O. Box 225
Galena. Alaska 99741

February 25. 1989

Senator Pat Pourchot
P.O. Box V
Juneau. Alaska 99811

Dear Senator Pourchot:

| am writing in support of House Bill 105, mandatory seatbeits. |
have been involved in seathelt education progirams_ln the Galena School
District since 1985 and feel a seatbelt use law will encourage more
Alaskans to buckle up and thus save lives.

As Secretary and Re”-onal Coordinator for the National Coalition For
Seatbelts on School Buses, | support the installation of seatbelts on
large Type | school buses. However, | feel that this issue should not
be addressed in HB 105 because the issue is controversial and could
damage the chances for passage of the bill

Unfortunately, the language of the bill as amended in House Judiciary
nov> excepts “passengers in a school bus" without making a distinction
between passengers riding in Type Il small school buses anc vans where
safety restraints are federally mandated and large Type I school ouses
where” the;/ are not.

There is no controversy surrounding the installation and use of
seatbelts on small school buses. The issue was settled in 1977 by the
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration FNHTSA) which issued
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 222 which requires seathelts
on all school buses under 10,000 Ibs. gross venicle wellfg.ht. School
vans transportln? less than 10 students cannot be certified as "school
buses" by federal regulations and will be protected by HB 105,
However, " the apBrommater 1000 Alaskan school childrén who ride on
approximately 100 TYpe I1” school vans daily will be discriminated
%%a!nsg and denied the protection of the seatbelts already provided in
eir huses.

NHTSA continues to recommend seatbelt use by all children riding Type
[l school buses and vans as set forth in Standard 17. Jerry
Tannahill, of NHTSA OccuEant Protection, stated in a telephone
conversation with. me on February 17, 1989 that che Agency has not
changed its position because of’ the Canadian Crash Tests  in 1984, He
said that the tests were limited in that they onIY addressed frontal
crashes and did not consider side impacts and rollovers where belts
would have been beneficial, He stressed that the Canadian tests
should be viewed with caution.

There were problems with the Canadian Crash Tests other than those
mentioned by NHTSA  Numerous rebuttals to the Canadian results have
been written which address such points as:



1. The use of extremely stiff backed dummies which did not
accurately model human spinal flexabhility.

2. Failure to adjust the seatbelts on belted dummies, resulting
in the dummg sliding 10 inches on the seat before contacting
the safety Delt. A seatbelt must be snugly tightened against
the body ‘to be of benefit, P]artlgularly I a 30 mile per hour
crash into a orick wail. The stiffness of the dummy coupled
with the acceleration of the body into the seatbelt, may have
helped contribute to the high head injury readings.

3. The six instrumented dummies used on each bus only had
instrumentation on foreheads and chests--no other part of the
body was monitored. Impacts received by the necks of unbelted
dummies were not measured. Injuries occurring to unbelted
dummies which were thrown into the aisles were not measured.
Injuries sustained by an unbelted dummY S|tt|n% in the front
seat of the school van, and which was thrown through the
restraining barrier and landed upside down on top of the door
opening mechanism were not measured.

| would be ha?pY to provide you with rebuttals of the Canadian tests.
No federal, state or local jurisdiction has either removed safety
belts from school vans or recommended against their use because of the
Canadian tests.

dearly, the exemption of school children riding in Type 1l school
buses “is unwise, especially given this Legislature's committment to
the safety and well-being of "Alaska's children.

School bus safety advocates would be satisfied with an amendment
reading "except passengers in large TyPe | school buses weighing over
10,000 Ibs." or similar wording to that effect. | sincerely hope that
the Mandatory Seatbelt Law passes this C}/ear and, | hope that” with your
support, those 1000 Alaskan school children riding Type Il small
school buses and vans will not be forgotten.

Sincerely,

Laurel Osborne. Chairman _
Galena School bus Safety Committee
Secretary, National Coalition For Seatbelts on School Buses

656-1805



servicing. The ceiling will have
1vi" fiberglass insulation and
foam padding covered with trans-
portation vinyl material to match
the school bus seats. Above the
entrance door and rear emergency
exit will also ue padded and cov-
ered with matching material.

SIDE WINDOWS

Eight (8) split sash windows are
installed. The sash is lowered
from the top by metal latches.

SEATS

Eight (8) seats, 26" minimum
cushion width, are foward facing.

ENTRANCE DOOR AND STEP  # Each passenger position is equip-

The front passenger door shall be
hand-operated from the drivers
position with a mechanical door
control. The mechanism shall be
adjustable for length. The door
shall be adequately reinforced to
accept the mechanism. The mech-
anism shall be bolted in place. A
step has been added to create a
three step entrance.

EMERGENCY DOOR

The chassis (van) provided rear
door(s) is (are) modified for oper-
ation as an emergency door. The
emergency door meets Federal
Motor Vehicle Safety Standards
for school buses.

ELECTRICAL

Circuits are protected by circuit
breakers. All wiring is color-
coded. There are two dome lights
in the passenger compartment.
The school bus warning light sys-
tem switch is within easy reach
of the driver.

ped with a seat belt. Thereis a

minimum center aisle of 16 inches.

MIRRORS

The interior mirror is the chassis
(van) manufacturers standard
interior mirror. The exterior mir-
rors are 6" x 9" below eye-line
mirrors on left and right side. An
8" convex crossover mirror is
mounted on the driver side.

SUNVISOR
Chassis (van) supplied.

WIPERS

Chassis (van) supplied. Two speed
electric with washer.

WINDSHIELD

Chassis (van) supplied.

CHASSIS

Conversion available on GMC,
Chevrolet, Ford and Dodge vans
that meet federal school bus
requirements.

COLOR

Exterior is National School Bus
yellow. Wheels and bumpers to
be chassis (van) standard color,
unless optional color is required.
Chassis (van) areas around dash,
inside doors and stepwell will be
chassis (van) supplied color.
Interior ceiling is tan. Seat frames
are black.

MISCELLANEQOUS

00O

Certificate holder is mounted in the drivers area.
Roof signs mounted front and rear with warning lights.

To be installed in a manner not to create leaks.

oogoo

Lettering meets state school bus requirements.
Spare is optional (will be loaded loose).

Driver seat is chassis (van) supplied.

Heater is chassis (van) supplied.

Safety equipment is optional:

Must specify 10unit or 16 unit— First aid kit.

O

Ford/GMC/Chevrolet 16 passenger

COACH CORPORATION

Super vans must be ordered for 18 or 20 passengers.

Corporate Office: 130 W Victoria, Gardena. California 90248. Phone (800) 682-4100In California, (800)682-3100

Regional Offices: Boca Raton, Boston, Chicago, Dallas, LosAngeles, San Francisco, and W ashington D C.
In keeping with our policy of constant product refinement. »c reserve the right to make product changes at any lime without prior notice.



The 16passengertype Il
(type A)schoolbus meets
federalD .0 .T. requirem ents
fo r buseswith a GVWR o f

10,000pounds o r less.

BODY FRAMESTRUCTURE

1vi" x 2" (169.) formed angle will
run longitudinal between the win-
dow frame and floor. The seat ralil
will be vs" x v/z"x 1vz" formed
steel angle running front to rear

just above the wheelhouse for seat
frame attachment, A 1"x 2" rec-
tangular tube will run vertically
from the floor to the window

post.

ROOF STRUCTURE

Five (5), 1" x 2" (16g.) rectangular
tube roof bows to tie in with the
window frame structure. These
are in addition to the existing
chassis (van) roof support mem-
bers. A certification of our testing
is available upon request.

WINDOW FRAME

A one piece structure using 1vz" X
2" (16g.) rectangular tube as the
header (top) and window post.
The bottom and the front portions
of the structure is a 1vz" formed
steel, 16 gauge channel. The rear
vertical portion of the structure is
a 1vz" x 2vz" formed steel L
shaped 16 gauge channel. The
windows will remove from the
outside for repairs.

FLOOR

The floor of the van shall be made |
level with VZ" exterior grade
plywood over the steel floor, also
adding strength and insulation. In
the underseat area, the floor is
covered with black rubber cover-
ing having a minimum overall
thickness of 125 inch (vs™). In
the aisle, the black rubber cover-
ing is non-skid, wear resistant and|
ribbed. The minimum overall
thickness is .187/5 inch (316"). A
1vz" white nosing is installed in
the floor at the entrance door.

INTERIOR FINISH

The walls below the windows to
the floor will be covered with
embossed aluminum. The window |
post will be painted. The rear
corners will be finished with pad-1
ded panels from floor to ceiling
that can be removed for rear light

W 10 [W
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. JalnAFaiks, Vice Chairman o0

ggﬂ:#ﬁﬁlg%lﬁ_ Juneau,53%§68ll

Sen. Rick Uehling | | 00765-3712
Senate State Affairs Committee

March 8, 1989

Elrita J. Magoffin
BOX 80322
Fairbanks, Alaska 99708

Dear Elrita;

Thank you for bringing to me your concern about seatbhelts in
school buses, particularly those under 10,000 pounds.

As you know, HB 105 excludes passengers in all school bhuses
from the mandatory seathelt requirements. | personally agree
with you that seathelt use should be required on the type |
bus™s, but unfortunately mine is not a majority view. Other
member3o0f the committees considering the b ill and members of the
administration feel Hron?w that the testing done to date on the
crash performance of small school buses is inconclusive. Nobody
wanted to be in the position of enacting something that might
cause people harm rather than protect them from harm.

However, | was successful in the adoption of a statement of
intent to accompany the b ill. The statement provides that once
the National Transportation Safety Board isf.’es its report on the
crash performance of small school buses, state law w ill he
reviewed for changes necessary to conform Alaska law to the NTSB
recommendations.

HB 105 is being heard by the Senate Transportation Committee
tomorrow; it then goes to the Senate Finance Committee for their

consideration. It is my hope that it will be to the Senate floor
for a vote soon.

Keep up the good work!
Sincerely, /

A1fnalorr;at Pourchot

Chairman

PP/ss
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PO Box V
Juneau, AK 99811
) . 907-465-3712
Senate State Affairs Committee

March 22, 1989

Jeremy Downie
108 Shuler Drive
Sitka, Alaska 99835

Dear Jeremy:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HBh1_0|5, which would require the use of seathelts in motor
vehicles.

| supported the Senate companion b ill (SB 59) when it was
before the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB
105 when it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows
that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbhelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 is currently under consideration by the Senate
Finance Committee. | am hoping it w ill receive their approval
soon, be approved by the full Senate, and be signed hy the
Governor into law this session.

Thanks again for sharing yo

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Adams

Sen. Tim Kelly

Sen. Rick Uehling

FO.Box V
Juneau, AK 99811

907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee
May 11, 1989

Richard Payton
672 Fairbanks Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Richard:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the b ill

HB 105, which received the approval of the House bhack in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety bhenefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

- However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seathelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seathelt use. |
w ill therefore continue to bhe a "yes" vote on this issue.

Sincerely,
Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Rat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Adams PO.Box V
Sen. Tim Keily Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling AT
Senate State Affairs Committee
May 11, 1989

Kathryn Gerlek
816 Colwell Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Kathryn:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the b ill,

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety bhenefits of seathbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles. |

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seathelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seathelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seathelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
w ill therefore continue to be a "yes'* vote on this issue.

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman
Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Ad oW Iiv PO.BoxV
ggﬂ Ei_mkﬁ%rlﬁ, \? v Jpeaty AK 3811
o RickLening . , 907-465-3712
Senate State Affairs Committee
May 11, 1989

John Pratt
1557 Sunrise Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear John;:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seathelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits cf seathelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles. -

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seathelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seathelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seathelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Rit Pourchot, Chairman

gen. JAalnAFglks Vice Chairman 00.Bx V.
en. ams 0.
Sen. Tim Kelly Junea, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling

907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee
May 11, 1989

Tammi Lindsey
1300 W. 7th Avenue, #407
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Tammi:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the b ill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles. . C

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seathelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seathelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seathelt law on the books results in increased seathelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.

S 1

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Falcs Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Ad PO.Box
ggﬁ ﬁl&ﬁgjglng et} AR
| . . Q453712
Senate State Affairs Committee
May 11, 1989

Anne VerHoef
1675 Sitka Street, #303
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Anne:
Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to

give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seathelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of bheing punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, | am certainsethat: the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that, having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seathelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

)

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chaiirman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
PO.Box V

Sen. Al Adams
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811

Sen. Rick Uehling e
Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Dana Stewart
P. 0. Box 112456
Anchorage, Alaska 99511

Dear Dana:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seathelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, | am certain.that, the issue of mandatory seathelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seathelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
w ill therefore continue to be a "yes'* vote on this issue.

Sincerely

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEQISLATURE

Sen. Rat Pourchot, Chairman

gen. JAaPAFglks Vice Chairman 00.Bux V.
en. ams 0.
Sen. Tim Kelly. Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling WLETD
Senate State Affairs Committee
May 11, 1989
Gary M iller

602 North Hoyt
Anchorage, Alaska 995C8

Dear Gary:
Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seathelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to

give you a final status report on the Dbill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. | voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety bhenefits of seathelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, | am certain.that, the issue of mandatory seatbelts
w ill be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seathelt law on the books results in increased seathelt use. |

will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.
Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



Senate State Affairs Committee A

May 11, 1989

Jeffrey Mayhook
1610 West 14th
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Jeffrey:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, I am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back 1in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, 1 am certain that: the issue of mandatory seatbelts

will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |

will therefore continue to be a "yes"™ vote on this issue.

Sincerely,

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams P.O. Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uefling

907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Edwina Klemm
1640 Eastridge Drive
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Edwina:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts cn education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, 1 am certainmhat: the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on che books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yesll vote on this issue.

Sincerely

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams PO Box V
gen. Elmkiﬁenﬁll Juneau, AK 99811
e RICELEnng 007-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Robert Willet
PO Box 241341
Anchorage, Alaska 99524

Dear Robert:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back 1in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, 1 am certainethat: the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces 1injuries, and that having a
seathelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes"™ vote on this issue.

Sincerely,

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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/
Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman
Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Adams PO Box VV
Sen, T!kaeIIhyr Juneau, AK 99811
sen. Rick Uefling 07-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Carol Jensen
8451 Greenhill Way
Anchorage, Alaska 99502

Dear Carol:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seathelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes"™ vote on this issue.

Sincerely,

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Adams PO Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811

Sen. Rick Uehling T-465.3712
Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Mark Beltz
343 West 12th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska

Dear Mark:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a Ffinal status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes"™ vote on this 1issue.

Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Viice Chairman S
Sen. Al Adams \p""'v wou P.O.Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling

907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Esther Kaloa
1561 Nelchina
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Esther:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles. ?

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes"™ vote on this issue.

Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGIISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams P.O. Box V
gen. -]F;Imk}fje”hl Juneau, AK 99811
n.
o I EEng 907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Marjorie Farber
3958 Reka Drive, 2-A
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear Marj:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even
fewer vehicles. '

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams PO Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99611

Sen. Rick Uehling S
Senate State Affairs Committee

May 11, 1989

Donald Dippe
2841 DeBarr Road, $35
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear Donald:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the law on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles. . -

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seathelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.

Sincerely,

£ Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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May 11, 1989

Richard Payton
672 Fairbanks Street
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Richard:

Knowing of your interest in SB 59/HB 105, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles, | am writing to
give you a final status report on the bill.

HB 105, which received the approval of the House back in
February, was defeated on the Senate floor on Tuesday by a vote
of 11-9. I voted for the bill, convinced that the health and
safety benefits of seatbelt use outweigh the personal liberties
arguments against mandating their use.

Clearly, mine was not the majority view. Debate on the
Senate floor centered around personal choice, the difficulty of
enforcing the proposed law, the implications of being punitive
rather than focusing our efforts on education, and the impact of
the lav; on rural areas of the state that have few roads and even

fewer vehicles.

However, | am certain that the issue of mandatory seatbelts
will be back before us next year. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives and reduces injuries, and that having a
seatbelt law on the books results in increased seatbelt use. |
will therefore continue to be a "yes" vote on this issue.

Sincerely,

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

P?/ss
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ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman SwWHS&E-T. 7

Sen. Al Adams P.0.Box V
gen. 1R'In‘il( lﬁelm_ Juneau, AK 99811
o Rk ening 007-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

April 7, 1989

/Donald W. Dippe
/ 2841 DeBarr Road, #35
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear Donald:

Thank you for contacting me to express your views on HB 105,
which would require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles.

I recognize that there are strong personal liberties
arguments to be made on this 1issue. However, in my opinion, the
health and safety considerations provide stronger arguments.
Study after study shows that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces
injuries, and decreases health care costs, and that having a
mandatory seatbelt law on the books results in significantly

increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 1is currently under consideration by the Senate

Finance Committee. I supported the bill in State Affairs
Committee and intend to vote for it when it-comes to the Senate
floor. I do, however, understand your nasltibn and thank you
again for sharing your concerns with mdT /

Sincerely,

N

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman



DEAR:

NAME
TITLE:
ADDRESS:
CITY:
PHONE:
BILL NO:
SUBJECT
MESSAGE

SENATOR POURCHOT

DONALD W. DIPPE

2341 DEBARR ROAD

ANCHORAGE
264-1405
HB 105

PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

#35

HANOATORY SEATBELTS

PLEASE VOTE AGAINST PASSAGE OF THIS BILL.
IN THE WEARING OF SEATBELTS AND MAKE THEM COMPULSARY FOR STUDENTS

DRIVERS OF PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION.

time:

LIONAME

COPIES:

14:44:28
ANCHORAGE LIO

REPRESENTATIVES

BARNES
BOYER
CATO
COTTEN
DAVIS, C.
DONLEY
FOSTER
GOLL
GRUSSENDORF
HOFFMAN
JACKO
LARSON
MACLEAN
MENARD
NAVARRE
PHILLIPS
SHARP
SPOHNHOLZ
TAYLOR
WALLIS

REPRESENTATIVES

BOUCHER
BROWN
COLLINS
DAVIDSON
DAVIS, M.
ELLIS
FURNACE
GRUENBERG
HANLEY
HUDSON
KOPONEN
LEMAN
MARTIN
MILLER
PETTYJOHN
RIEGER
SHULTZ
SWACKHAMNER
ULMER
ZAUACKI

ZIP: 9950B

SENATORS

ADAMS
BINKLEY
CCGHILL
DUNCAN
ELIASON
FAHRENKAMP
FAIKS
FISCHER
FRANK
HALFORD
JONES
KELLY
KERT1ULA
PEARCE
RODEY
STURGULEWSKI
SZYMANSKI
UEHLIHG
ZHAROFF

SUPPORT DRIVER EDUCATION

IN BUSES AND



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. ftu Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Adams PO Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling

907-465-3712

Senate State Affairs Committee

March 8, 1989

/Marjorie C. Farber
/ 3958 Reka Drive, 2-A
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear Marjorie"S

Thank you for contacting me to express your c.pport for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor

vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion bill when it was before
the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB 105 when
it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows that
seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seathelt use.

HB 105 is scheduled for a hearing tomorrow in the Senate

Transportation Committee. From there it will go to the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping that the committees will take
quick action on the bill and that it will be signed into law
this

PPI/SE



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: SENATOR POURCHOT

NAME: MARJORIE C FARBER

TITLE:

ADDRESS: 39S8 REKA DR, 2-A
CITY: ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99508
PHONE: 333-2430

BILL NO:

SUBJECT: HB 105
MESSAGE: | BELIEVE IT IS A LIFE SAVING DEVICE Aim SHOULD BE MADE MANITORY FOR

ALL PERSONS IN A VEHICLE.

af o/ o A v

b
POMID: 03142418
DATE: 03/04/69
—
TIME: 14:24:18
LIONAME: ANCHORAGE LIO

REPRESENTATIVES REPRESENTATIVES SENATORS

BARNES BOUCHER ADAMS
BOYER BROWN BINKLEY
CATO COLLINS COGHILL
COTTEN DAVIDSON DUNCAN
DAVIS, C. DAVIS, 1L ELIASON
DONLEY ELLIS FAHRENKAMP
FOSTER FURNACE FAIKS

GOLL GRUENBERG FISCHER
GRUSSENOORF HANLEY FRANK
HOFFMAN HUDSON HALFORD
JACKO KOPONEN JONES
LARSON LEMAN KELLY
MACLEAN MARTIN KERTTULA
MENARD MILLER PEARCE
NAVARRE PETTYJOHN RODEY
PHILLIPS RIEGER STURGULEWSKI
SHARP SHULTZ SZYMANSKI
SPOHNHOLZ SWACKHAMNER UEHLING
TAYLOR ULMER ZHAROFF

WALLIS ZAWACKI
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ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman
Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams P.C. Box v
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling T

Senate State Affairs Committee

March 13, 1989

Esther 0. Kaloa
/ 1561 Nelchina
/ Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Esther:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor

vehicles.

| supported the Senate companion b ill when it was before
the State A ffairs Committee and intend to vote for HB 105 when
it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows that

seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 is currently under consideration by the Senate

Transportation Committee. From there it w ill go to the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping that the committees w ill take
quick action on the b ill and that it w ill be signed into law

this session.

Thanks again for sharing your v

PP/ss
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BILL NO:
SUBJECT:
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POMID:
DATE:
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LIOMAME:

COPIES:

PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

SENATOR POURCHOT

ESTHER 0. KALOA

1561 NELCHINA

ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99501
274-5395

HB 105

| WOULD LIKE YOUR SUPPORT CSHB 105.

D-19-
SA

03131731
03/10/89
13:17:31
ANCHORAGE LIO

SENATORS RECEIVed mar I qu

ADAMS
BINKLEY
COGHILL
DUNCAN
ELIASON
FAHRENKAMP
FAIKS
FISCHER
FRANK
HALFORD
JONES
KELLY
KERTTULA
PEARCE
RODEY
STURGULEWSKI J
SZYMANSKI
UEHLING
2HAROFF
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

ir

Sen. Al Adams P.O. Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling AT

Senate State Affairs Committee

April 3, 1989

Mark Beltz
343 West 12th Avenue

Anchorage, Alaska

Dear Mark:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor

vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion b ill (SB 59) when it was
before the State A ffairs Committee and intend to vote for HB
105 when it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows

that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 is currently under consideration by the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping it w ill receive their approval

soon, be approved by the full Senate, and b”~signed by the
Governor into law this session.

Thanks again for sharing your vp”~™ws. J

Sincerely/

senator Pat Pourchot
'‘chairman

PP/ss
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POMID:
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COPIES:

PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

SENATOR POURCHOT

HARK ALBERT BELT2

343 WEST 12TH AVE

ANCHORAGE
272-5363
HB 105

MANDATORY SEATBELTS

GET THIS PASSED AND MAKE

LAW BY THE GOVERNOR.

03151628
03/29/89
15:16:28
ANCHORAGE LIO

SENATORS

ADAMS
BINKLEY
COGHILL
DUNCAN
ELIASON
FAHRENKAMP
FAIKS
FISCHER
FRANK
HALFORD
JONES
KELLY
KERTTULA
PEARCE
RODEY
STURGULEWSKI
SZYMANSKI
UEHLING
ZHAROFF

BECOVED m

ZIP:

3

0

99501

IT A LAW QUICKLY.

sasq30Ous.i>"

LET'S GET THIS SIGNED AND
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman
Sen. Al Adams PO. Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99611

Sen. Rick Uehling
) ) 907-465-3712
Senate State Affairs Committee

February 13, 1989

Carol A. Jensen
8451 u eenhill Way
Anchoi ge, Alaska 99502

Dear C. rol:

Thank you for contacting me to express your views on SB 59, which would
require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles.

As you may have heard, SB 59 moved out of the Senate State Affairs
Committee earlier this week, and is now being considered by the
Transportation Committee. I supported the bill in State Affairs
Committee and intend to vote for it when it comes to the Senate floor.

I recognize that there are strong personal liberties arguments to be
made on this issue. However, 1in my opinion, the health and safety
considerations provide stronger arguments. Study after study shows
that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases health
care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on the books
results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

I would point out that despite what may have been reported by the
Alaska news media recently, barring a change in federal law all
passenger vehicles manufactured after September 1, 1989 will be
equipped with passive restraint systems (either air bags or
automatic seatbelts). It is evident that the auto industry began
its mandatory seatbelt work in an effort to avoid airbags.
However, at this point it is clear that the terms of the federal
law that allowed mandatory seatbelt laws in lieu of airbags will
not be met. I would also point out that while airbags are fairly
effective in head-on collisions, their effectiveness,
particularly in other types of collisions, 1is greatly enhanced if
a seatbelt is being worn.

Carol, thanks again for sharing

Senator Pat Pourchot
dhairman



o 8451 Greenhill
(/| Anchorage, Alaska

(907) 344-7078

Carol A Jensen
Way
99502

February 6, 1989

TO: Senate State Affairs Committee; Transportation Committee
RE: SB 59 - Mandatory Seat Belt Lav/

I had been opposed to the above bill on the grounds that 1 felt it was an
outrageous infringement on personal rights and because it is for the most part
unenforceable. Even though I always wear my seat belt, 1 think the government
is overstopping its bounds into the privacy of the individual when they try to
make them strap themselves in.

After reading the article in the January 21 edition of the Anchorage Daily News

regarding the lobbying money and efforts of the auto industry to get this legis—

lation passed, | am even more opposed. I do not want to see the air bag re—
quirement lifted in Alaska. I firmly believe air bags are much better than
seat belts because 1) they inflate on impact, thereby eliminating the depen—
dence on a human to activite them, and 2) they are more efficient in preventing
serious injury. I have known several people personally and heard of a great
many more who were more seriously injured in an accident because they were
wearing a seat belt.

I can"t understand Sen. Sturgulewski®s claim that she doesn®"t "see the hidden
motives or undue influence” by the auto companies in the campaign to get this
legislation on the books. The strongest lobbyest (AK Safety Belt Use Coali—
tion) admits their money is coming directly from the auto industry; some of the
other individuals and groups pushing for the bill are also paid by auto compa—
nies or related businesses. It is well known that the auto industry is opposed
to putting air bags in vehicles and has been spending a great deal of money to
lobby states to pass mandatory seat belt laws.

Please do what you can to stop this legislation and save lives by allowing the
air bags to be mandatory in vehicles in Alaska.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

( A

Carol Jensen
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams PO Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly. Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling T3

Senate State Affairs Committee

February 15, 1989

Robert Wiilet
P. 0. Box 241341
Anchorage, Alaska 99524

Dear Robert:

Thank you for contacting me to express your views on SB 59,
which would require the use of seatbelts in motor vehicles.

I recognize that there are strong personal liberties arguments
to be made on this issue. However, 1in my opinion, the health
and safety considerations provide stronger arguments. Study

after study shows that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces
injuries, and decreases health care costs, and that having a
mandatory seatbelt law on the books results in significantly
increased seatbelt use. Therefore, | supported the bill in
State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for it when it comes

to the Senate floor.

Robert, 1 do appreciate you shar

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: SENATOR POURCHOT

NAME: ROBERT WILLET
TITLE:
ADDRESS: PO BOX 241341
CITY: ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99524
phone: 274-2905
BILL NO:

SUBJECT: SEAT BELT PROPOSALS
MESSAGE: | HAVE A PROBLEM WITH THIS BECAUSE GOVERNMENT IS TRYING TO TAKE AWAY

OUR FREEDOM OF CHOICE. THE BILL HAS WORDING IN IT WHICH WOULD PENALIZE DRIVERS
WHO ARE NOT BUCKLED UP (BY WAY OF FINES.) THE BILL DOES NOT INCLUDE INSURANCE
LIABILITY BREAKS IN DIRECT PROPORTION TO THE NUMBER OF TRAFFIC DEATHS AND
INJURIES AND THUS, THE BILL IS BIASED AND UNFAIR. FURTHER CONSIDERATION ON
THIS MATTER WOULD BE APPROPRIATE SO PEOPLE WOULD GET A BENEFIT FROM THIS LAW.

POMID: 03100327
DATE: 02/13/89
TIME: 10:03:27
LIOMAME: ANCHORAGE LIO -

COPIES: REPRESENTATIVES SENATOR

ELLIS UEHLING
BROWN



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Fat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams P.O. Box V
Sen. Tiin Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling 631D

Senate State Affairs Committee

March 28, 1989

Edwina Klemm
j 1640 Eastridge Drive
/ Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Edwina:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts 1in motor

vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion bill (SB 59) when it was
before the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB
105 when it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows
that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 1is currently under consideration by the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping it will receive their approval
soon, be approved by the full Senate, and be signed by the
Governor into law this session.

Thanks again for sharing vy

enator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

SENATOR POURCHOT
fc«rfn4 -

EDWINA KLEMM

1640 EAST RIDEGE DRIVE

ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99501

272-4274

HB 105

MANDATORY SEATBELTS

URGE YOU TO VOTE IN FAVOR OF HB 105, MANDATORY SEATBELT USE.

03112136
03/27189
11:21:36
ANCHORAGE LIO

SENATORS
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ZHAROFF
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ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman
Sen. Jan Faiks, Vic<* Chairman

PO, Box
ggﬂi %A%ﬁ Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling 659700

/

Senate State Affairs Committee

March 22, 1989

Jeffrey Mayhook
1610 West 14th
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Jeffrey:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor
vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion bill (SB 59) when it was
before the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB
105 when it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows
that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 is currently under consideration by the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping it will receive their approval
soon, be approved by the full Senate, and be signed by the
Governor into law this session.

Thanks again for sharing yo

Senator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE
senator pourchot

JEFFREY MAYHOOK

1610 W. 1ATH

ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99501
279-5528

HB 105

MANDATORY SEATBELTS
PLEASE VOTE IN FAVOR OF HB 105 THAT WILL BE BEFORE THE SENATE SOON.

03090919 \% . O
03/20/89 (
09:09:19

ANCHORAGE LIO

senator
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STATE LEGISLATURE

Sen. Pat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams P.O. Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly. Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling )

Senate State Affairs Committee

March 8, 1989

Gary Miller
602 North Hoyt
j Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear Gary:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor

vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion bill when it was before
the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB 105 when
it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows that
seathelt use sav«s lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seathbelt use.

HB 105 1is scheduled for a hearing tomorrow in the Senate
Transportation Committee. From there it will go to the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping that the committees will take
quick action on the bill and that it will be signed into law



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR: SENATOR POURCHOT

NAME: GARY MILLER

TITLE:
ADDRESS: 602 NORTH HOYT
CITY: ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99508

PHONE: 277-0032
BILL NO: HB 105
SUBJECT: MANDATORY SEATBELTS
MESSAGE: PLEASE, PLEASE, PLEASE LET'S HAVE A SEATBELT LAW IN ALASKA. EVERY
TIME | USE MY SEATBELT, | FEEL ALOT SAFER. WHEN OTHERS DON'T, IT IS VERY
SCARY. IT WILL ALSO SAVE ALL ALASKANS MONEY ON INSURANCE. IF YOU TRULY
CARE ABOUT SAVING LIVFS, VOTE FOR HB 105.

POMID*. 03120454
DATE: 03/06/89
TIME: 12:04:54

LIONAME: ANCHORAGE LIO

COPIES: SENATORS

ADAMS
BINKLEY
COGHILL
DUNCAN
ELIASON
FAHRENKAMP
FAIKS
FISCHER
FRANK
HALFORD
JONES
KELLY
KERTTULA
PEARCE
RODEY
STURGULEWSKI
SZYMANSKI
UEHLING
ZHAROFF



ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Fat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams P.O Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811

Sen. Rick Uehling 074653700
Senate State Affairs Committee

April 7, 1989

i Dana Stewart
/ P. 0. Box 112456
Anchorage, Alaska 99511

Dear Dana:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor

vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion bill (SB 59) when it was
before the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB
105 when it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows
that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 1is currently under consideration by the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping it will receive their approval
soon, be approved by the full Senate, and be signed by the
Governor into law this session.

Thanks again for sharing y

"%nator Pat Pourchot
Chairman

PP/ss
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PUBLIC OPINION HESSAGE

DEAR: SENATOR POURCHOT

NAME: DANA STEWART
TITLE:
ADDRESS: P.0. BOX 112456
CITY: ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99511
PHONE: 345-6398
BILL NO: HB 105
SUBJECT: MANDATORY SEATBELTS
MESSAGE: 1 AM IN FAVOR OF THE SEATBELT LAW.

POMID: 03153528 " f||f$CEiVED APR A~ =
DATE: 04/04/89
TIVE: 15:35:28

LIONAVE: ANCHORAGE LIO

COPIES: SENATORS

ADANS
BINKLEY S fv
COGHILL

DUNCAN

ELIASON

FAHRENKAVP

FAIKS

FISCHER

FRANK

HALFORD

JONES

KELLY

KERTTULA
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RODEY

STURGULEWSKI

SZYMANSKI

UEHLING

ZHAROFF



ALASKA STATELEGISLATURE

Sen. Rat Pourchot, Chairman

Sen. Jan Faiks, Vice Chairman

Sen. Al Adams PO Box V
Sen. Tim Kelly Juneau, AK 99811
Sen. Rick Uehling AT

Senate State Affairs Committee

March 28, 1989

Anne VerHoef
, 1675 Sitka Street, #303
/ Anchorage, Alaska 99501

Dear Anne:

Thank you for contacting me to express your support for
HB 105, which would require the use of seatbelts in motor
vehicles.

I supported the Senate companion bill (SB 59) when it was
before the State Affairs Committee and intend to vote for HB
105 when it comes to the Senate floor. Study after study shows
that seatbelt use saves lives, reduces injuries, and decreases
health care costs, and that having a mandatory seatbelt law on
the books results in significantly increased seatbelt use.

HB 105 1is currently under consideration by the Senate
Finance Committee. I am hoping it will receive their approval
soon, be approved by the full Senate, and be signed by the
Governor into law this session.

Thanks again for sharing y

m Senator Pat Pourchot
hairman

PP/ss



PUBLIC OPINION MESSAGE

DEAR SENATOR POURCHOT

NAME: ANNE VER HOEF

TITLE:
ADDRESS: 1675 SITKA STREET, 3303

CITY: ANCHORAGE ZIP: 99501

PHONE: 278-9152
BILL NO: HB 105
SUBJECT: MANDATORY SEATBELTS
message: | SUPPORT THE SAFETY BELT USE LAW.

pomid: 03120959
DATE: 03/22/89
TIME: 12:09:59

LIONAME: ANCHORAGE LIO

COPIES: SENATORS

ADAMS
BINKLEY
COGHILL
DUNCAN
ELIASON
FAHRENKAMP
FAIKS
FISCHER
FRANK
HALFORD
JONES
KELLY
KERTTULA
PEARCE
RODEY
STURGULEWSK1
SZYMANSKI
UEHLING
ZHAROFF
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ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

Anchorage Office: While in Juneau:

Anchorage. K oouth Jinean AX %6811
Senator Rick Halford
MEMORANDUM
To: Senator Pat Pourchat, Chairman
State Afrz%rs Committee

From:  Senator Rick Halford
Date; February 12, 1989

t}] you f ry ur prom tschedullng of Senate Bill 65, "An Act relating to
venicle ||censepate o eterans

This bill allows vet rans and retired veter sthe ortunity to displ
grstmctwe cense ates ont Otte| motor ve clesh tp @awa anvﬂcﬂatvte State of
aska can honor veterans ort eser\ncet ey have given 1o our count

Current law aIIosz members 0 “te Alaska aHonaI Guard.the 0pp |V|(Pu2[i¥3

request special plafes. Senate Bi 5exten that 0 ortunl t0
are veterans or ret|red veterans of the arme orces the United States.

I untﬂer tand that the House Trarl(gohtatlon Committee addeﬁ %10 ep to
siml arh)usebnm o[ rtoma ? (P%ram ary or Itselt. ThiS seems |kea
reasonable request In lignt of the state' ||n|n8 evenues.

| urge your favorable consideration of this legislation.

Residence: PO. licx 190 » Chugiak, AK 99567 « 907-694-4958
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February 15 Memo
Page 2

SB 57. An Act relating to license plates for the organized
militia and creating a militia support fund.

SB 57 would establish the Commander®s Support Fund within the
Department of Military and Veterans® Affairs. The fund would be
used to promote the morale, welfare, and recreational activities
of members of the organized Alaska militia. The fund would
consist of private contributions and legislative appropriations.

SB 57 contains intent language that the legislature appropriate
to the Commander®s Fund the proceeds from the sale of special

militia license plates. Under current statute, these plates are
available to members of the Alaska National Guard at a cost of
$30. To enhance license revenues, SB 57 would establish an

additional $10 annual registration fee for the militia plate and
authorize its issuance to the Alaska Naval Militia and Alaska
State Militia. The department would separately account for $20
of the $30 purchase cost of the plates in anticipation that these
funds, along with the $10 surcharge, would be appropriated to the

Commander®s Fund.

Although the authorization to issue special National Guard plates
has been on the books since 1986, none have been 1issued.

SB 65, An Act relating to motor vehicle license plates for
veterans.

SB 65 would require the Department of Public Safety to design and
issue special license plates for veterans. There would be no
special fee for the plate; annual registration fees would be as
per current statute ($35 for a car, $40 for a truck, etc.).

In addition to "vanity" plates ($30 once, plus annual fee),
current statute provides for special license plates for Pearl
Harbor survivors and former prisoners of war ($0), members of the
Alaska National Guard ($30 once, plus annual fee), disabled
veterans and other handicapped persons ($0), motor vehicle
dealers ($45 annually), elected state officials ($0), historic
vehicles ($10 once), consular officers of foreign governments
($35 annually), amateur mobile radio station vehicles ($0, plus
annual fee), ranchers and farmers ($35 annually), and VJinter
Olympics commemoration ($70 once, plus annual fee). (SB 117
would add special University plates ($50 once, plus annual fee).
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l&ntrodu&ed: 1/9/89., . : 6-0261A
eferred:  State Affairs ana Finance
BY HALFORD, FAIKS,
STURGULEWSKI, KELLY,
IN THE SENATE COGHILL AND FRANK
SENATE BILL NO. 65
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
A BILL
For an Act entitled: "An Act relating to motor vehicle license plates for

veterans."
BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:
* Section 1. AS 28.10.181 is amended by adding a new subsection to
read:

(o) Vehicles owned by veterans. The department, upon receipt of
written proof, shall issue special registration plates for one noncom-
mercial motor vehicle to aperson who is a veteran or retired veteran
of the armed forces of the United States. The design and color of the
veteran or retired veteran plates shall be solely within the dis-
cretion of the commissioner.

* Sec. 2. AS 28.10.421(d) 1is amended to read:

(d) The special registration fees under this subsection are
imposed annually, unless otherwise specified, for:

(1) an historic vehicle (one time only upon initial regis-
tration under AS 28.10.181) $10;

(2) special request plates including those authorized for
use by Alaska National Guard personnel only ... .. ... ... ..... $30;
plus the fee required for that vehicle under (b)(1) or (2) of this
section; the fee required by this paragraph shall be collected only on
the first issuance and on the replacement of special request plates;

(3) a vehicle owned by a disabled veteran or other handi-
capped person, and registered under AS 28.10.181 or a resident 65

years of age or older who files a written application for an exemption

SB0060a 1- SB 65
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on a form prescribed by the department ... ... L.oLiiiiiiiiio.. none;

(4) a vehicle ownedby the state.... ... ... ... ... ..... none;

(5) a vehicle ownedby an elected stateofficial .. the fee

required for that vehicle under (b)of this section;

(6) a vehicle ownedby a consularofficer, unless waived

under AS 28.10.181 $35;

(7) a vehicle owned by a rancher, farmer, or dairyman and

registered under AS 28.10.181 .l $35;

(8) a snowmobile or off-highway vehicle ... ... ....... $ 5;
(9) an amateur mobile radio station vehicle,

(A) with a transceiver capable of less than 5-band

operation the fee

required for that vehicle under (b) or (c) of this section;

(B) in recognition of service to the public: a mobile
amateur radio station owned by an amateur with general class or
higher license, provided the station must be satisfactorily
proved capable of operating on at least five bands from 160
through 10 meters, must have an antenna, and must have a power
supply and wiring as a permanent part of the vehicle; the trans-
mitting unit may be removed from the car forservice or dry
SEOTAQE s s s none
for a mobile amateurradio station vehicle included in(b)(1) or
(2) of this section;

(10) dealer registration plates,
(A) the initial set of plates $A5;
(B) each subsequent set of plates s 525,
(11) a vehicle owned by a municipality or charitable orga-

nization meeting the requirements of AS 28.10.181(e) $5

(12) an occasional use vehicle under AS 25.10.181(k) .. $15

o SB0065a
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(13) a vehicle owned by a Pearl Harbor survivor or a former

Prisoner OfF War .ottt e d e none;

(14) special request Winter Olympics commemorative plates

$70;

plus the fee required for that vehicle under (b)(1) or (2) of this

section; the fee required by this paragraph shall be collected only on

the first issuance and on the replacement of special request plates;

the commissioner of administration shall separately account for the

fees received under this paragraph that the department deposits in the

general fund; the annual estimated balance in the account may be

appropriated by the legislature to the Alaska sports fund established
under AS 05.35.150"

(15) special request veteran or retired veteran plates

the fee

required for that vehicle under (b) of this section.

SBOOb5a -3- SB 65
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STATE OF ALASKA BILL VERSION: SB 65

1989 LEGISLATIVE SESSION PUBLISH DATE:
FISCAL NOTE
REQUEST:
Revision Date: Agency Affected: Public Safety
Title: An Act relating to license BRU: Division of Motor Vehicles
plates for veterans
Sponsor: Halford and Faiks Component: Field Services_

Requestor: Senate State_ Affairs
EXPENDITURES/REVENUES: Cfhousands of Dollars) (Inflaition not included)

OPERATING Fv 89 FY 90 Fy a1 FY 92 FY 93 FY 94
PERSONAL SERVICES 32.6
TRAVEL
CONTRACTUAL 53.5 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0
SUPPLIES
EQUIPMENT 3.0

LAND & STRUCTURES
GRANTS, CLAIMS
MISCELLANEOUS

TOTAL OPERATING -0- 89.1 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0
CAPITAL ...-0- -0- -0 -0- -0- -0-
REVENUE -0- -0- -0- -0- -0- -0-

FUNDING: (Thousands of Dollars)

gsrem " -0- 8971 ©o 10.0 10.0 10.0

FEDERAL FUNDS

OTHER

TOTAL -0- 89.1 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0

POSITIONS:

fW-TM ‘ -0- 1 -0- - 0- -0-

PART-TIME

TEMPORARY

ANALYSIS :  (Attach a separate page if necessary)

Please see attached page.

Prepared by: Charles R. Hosack Phone:  269-5551
Division: Motor Vehicles Date: 1/18/89
Approved by Commissioner:” AX-VvMrthur English Date: \ ~Y\

Agency: Department o* Publlc
page L _of



Department of Public Safety
FISCAL NOTE SB 65
Page 2 of 3 pages

Analysis:

There are 70,000 veterans living In Alaska according to the Veterans
Administration. It is difficult to estimate with any degree of accuracy how
many would want this type of license plate. For purposes of this fiscal note
the Division will estimate that 10,000 veterans will request the plate during
the first year and In subsequent years the requests will be 2,000 annually.

These plates will be available at most offices In the State and the workload
will be spread among the offices. The overall Increase In workload would be
the equivalent of one full-time position to change 10,000 vehicle record and
perform other administrative tasks associated with the new program. This
position will be In Anchorage where the majority of the registrations will be
done. This position will only be needed for the first year of the program.

The breakdown of costs for the first year Is as follows:
Personnel

1 PFT Motor Vehicle Representative /11,

Range 9 $32.6
Contractual
10,000 plates @ $5.00 50.0
Shipping to 30 offices 1.0
APSIN network charges JLS
Equipment
APSIN terminal and printer 3.0
TOTAL $89.1

After the first year the on-going costs will be $10,000 for 2,000 plates at
$5.00 each.



Posi tion Ti tie

A
Kotor vehicle Representative 1/11

No. of positions Range/”"gp Barg. |Jnit

Timg~tatus | Staff Moijfhs Location Election.Cljgtrict
| Anchorage 7-
ftiis”pos?Hon 1is assigned the administrative tasks associated
Type of Expenditure Amount with the start up and first year®s operation of the program.
| 2 3 These tasks include design and ordering of the plates, forms
Salary* 21.4 ///177//77///77///7/7/7// design, and coordination with veterans organizations to publi-
Benefi ts* 11.2 /11/7/7/7//7/7///////// cize the program. During the first year of operation, 10,000
Premium Pay (Included in Above) /////////7//7////7/7 ////////////7/////// vehicle records will be updated with the new plates. Although
ot 117111717777777777 17/77/77/7/7777/7//7///7// the plates will be available at offices throughout the state,
Total Personal Services ///////////////777 32.6 the majority will be done in Anchorage and that is where the
Travel position will be located. After the first year the position
Contractual 2.5 will no longer be needed and the workload will be absorbed by
Commodi ties the offices.
Equipment 3.0
Other
Total Cost ( 38.1
Funding Source for Total Cost
Federal Receipts 1002
G.F. Match 1003
General Fund 1004 38.1
Program Receipts/GF 1005
I-A Receipts 1007
CIP Receipts 1061
Other
| [
* Personal Services Salary and Benefits Costs are from PACS
Scenario #2.
REQUEST FOR AGENCY ?ésaitment of Publlc-Safety age o , FY 90
NEW POSITION 8RU Division of Motor Vehicles Revised Date

COMPONENT

Field Services



ALASKA STATE LEGISLATURE

While m Juneau:

Anchorage Office:
P.0. Box V

3111 C St., Suite 530

Anchorage, AK 99503 Juneau, AK 99811
Senator Rick Halford

MEMORANDUM

To: Senator Pat Pourchot Cha|rman

State Affairs Committee
From:  Senator Rick Halford (7 jjr
Date: February 12, 1989

you for ur m t schedyling of Senate Bill 65, “An Act relating to
vgm k I?cense%ate eteransu J J

This bill allows veterans and retired veter s the opportunity to displa
dIF’[InC’[IVG h:ense p?ates ont elﬁ motor Ve F]cle% 1p ana an/ﬂéf)]t%e State of
aska can honor veterans for the service they have given oourcounry

Current law allosz members of ‘eAIaska aHonaI Guard the op g{
request special plates. Senate Bill 65 exten ds at 0 ortum t0| IVI udls wh
are veterans or retlred veterans of the arme orces f the United States.

| un(ierstand thai the House Trans Of]tatlon Commlttef\e adde(? a.$10 fee to a\

similar house bill In order to ma ay for Itself. This seems like a
reasonap)?e request in flg t of the state’ g cP %IlnlnB ryevenues

| urge your favorable consideration of this legislation.

Residence P.O. Box 190« Chugiak, AK 99567 » 907-694-4958



ASSOCIATION OF THE UNITED STATES ARMY

January 12, 1989

Rep. Terry Martin

Ak State House Legislative Office
3111 C Street

Anchorage, AK 99503

Dear Mr. Martin:

The members of the executive board of The Last Frontier Chapter

of the Association of the U S Army support Jeremiah Harrington®"s
initiative to convince the State of Alaska to issue vehicle

license plates similar to those issued by the State of Louisiana.
His letter to you of October 14, 1988 explains the plates in detail.
Thankyou for your help in achieving this worthwhile goal.

Sincerely,

Carl Bradford Jr
Presi dent,
Last Frontier Chapter



