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MARCUS, Justice (dissenting)

In my opinion, there is not a sufficient correlation
between restricting the sale of alcoholic beverages to persons
under twenty-one and the enhancenent of traffic safety to support
the conclusion that the classification is substantially related to
the statutory objective. The mpjority permts this based upon
t enuous statistical data. Applying the sane standard of scrutiny,

the United States Suprene Court in Craig v. Boren, 429 U S. 190

(1976) held, in a case simlar to the present case, that the
relationship between the gender classification and the goal of
traffic safety was far too tenuous to support a conclusion that the
classification was substantially related to achievenent of the
statutory objective. The Court commented that the correl ati on was
"an unduly tenuous “fit."'" | agree. To further support its
position, the majority relies upon "logic and experience"; however,

t hi s depends upon whose | ogic and experience are being enpl oyed.



Accordingly, | respectfully dissent.



