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A B S T R A C T  

Analytic Study 4, An Analysis of the Impact of ASAP on the Traffic Safety System l 
deals with the flow of arrested DWI offenders through the traffic safety system. 

The Idaho ASAP has introduced several major changes in the traffic safety system. 
For example, the percentage of persons convicted of DWI rose from 68.4 percent 
in 1971 to 86.7 percent in 1975. Presentence investigations, which were non- 
existent in 1971, were performed in 39.1 percent of the cases for 1975. These 
investigations resulted in 29.2 percent of the persons investigated being classi- 
fied as problem drinkers. This represents 11.4 percent of the total persons 
arrested in 1975. Again, this capability was non-existent prior to ASAP. These 
investigations also resulted in 37.5 percent of the drivers arrested for DWI in 
1975 being referred to rehabilitation. In 1975, 1873 arrested DWI offenders 
attended rehabilitation programs in the state. This represents 28.8 percent of 
total arrests for the year. 

In o r d e r  to determine if t h e r e  a r e  any differences in the distribution of BAC's 
between disposition types, data for all four years presented was summed by dis- 
position type. Analysis using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique was then performed 
to determine if any differences existed. Statistically significant differences 
were found between convicted DWI's and DWI's receiving withheld judgement and 
between convicted DWI's and cases acquitted or dismissed. Both were significant 
at P < .01. 

Analyses of fine sanctions reflect a tendency toward softer penalties which 
accompany withheld judgement dispositions. For the four years tabulated, 82.0 
percent of those persons receiving withheld judgements also received fines. 
During the same period, 90.7 percent of those persons convicted for DNI also 
received fines. This is a statistically significant difference of 8.7 percent 
at P < .03, with a CR of 2.25 and 326 degrees of freedom. 

Comparison of the 1975 convicted versus withheld judgement samples showed the 
following signficant differences: 

�9 Withheld judgement cases were more likely to attend Court Alcohol 
School (P < .01). 

�9 W i t h h e l d  j u d g e m e n t  c a s e s  a r e  l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  be  p r o b l e m  d r i n k e r s  
(v ~ .O l ) .  

�9 Withheld judgement cases have more non-alcohol-related violations 
(P .- .01).  

Comparing the 1975 convicted versus acquitted/dismissed samples showed the 
following significant differences: 

�9 Acquitted/dismissed cases have BAC levels < .15:  (P < .05). 

�9 Acquitted~dismissed cases are less likely to be problem drinkers 
(P <- . 0 2 ) .  



1.0 INTRODUCTION 

This report is an analysis of the full three operational years of the Idaho 
Alcohol Safety Action Project (ASAP). This is the fourth in a series of annual �9 
analytic studies which are written in an effort to determine the effects of 
the project in Idaho. The first series of studies dealt with only six months 
of operational data collected during the start-up period. The present series 
of studies will primarily analyze the data collected during 1973, 1974 and 1975. 
Data previous to 1973 is mainly indicative of the drinker-driver situation 
before the ASAP began impacting the community towards the close of 1972. �9 

The Idaho ASAP began in June of 1972 and was in full operation by September of 
1972. Twelve countermeasures, as listed below, were utilized in the design of 
the project: 

�9 P r o j e c t  Management 
�9 Enforcement 
�9 Judicial and Prosecution Assistance 
�9 Expert Witness/Chemical Laboratory 
�9 Education~Re-education 
�9 Rehabilitation 
�9 Driver Testing, Licensing and Regulation 
�9 Public Information and Education 
�9 Legislative and Regulatory 
�9 Medical Advisory Board 
�9 Alcohol Data Bank 
�9 Information Services 

The Prosecution Assistance function was intended to aid monetarily in the prose- 
cution of DWI cases, but was discontinued due to resistance from the prosecution 
office. A team of twelve presentence investigators was created and functional 
throughout the project period. These investigators reviewed the background of 
convicted DWI's and presented recommendations on sentencing and rehabilitation. 

The medical advisory board, intended to develop criteria for withholding licenses 
for medical reasons, was not implemented and was also discontinued. This function 
is carried out by the Idaho Licensing sub-division of the Department of Law Enforce 
ment. 

Al l  o t h e r  coun t e rmeasu re s  were s u c c e s s f u l l y  implemented and f u n c t i o n e d  throughout  �9 
t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p r o j e c t  p e r i o d .  

In June o f  1975, a f t e r  t h r e e  and o n e - h a l f  years  of  o p e r a t i o n ,  the  f u l l  f e d e r a l  
fund ing  o f  t h e  program exp i r ed  and the  program was con t inued ,  a l though  in  a 
somewhat m o d i f i e d  v e r s i o n .  The Pub l i c  In format ion  and Educat ion countermeasure  
was discontinued. The ASAP enforcement patrol of twenty six specially trained �9 
state policemen and the presentence investigation team and the ASAP project 
management continued, using state funding drawn from a three percent state 
liquor tax surcharge. The Alcohol Data Bank and the Evaluation Information System 
were continued under a special ASAP evaluation extension in order to report on 
the effectiveness of the ASAP in its modified version. The remainder of the 
countermeasure functions were continued in the state agencies in which they 
originally e v o l v e d .  �9 



In June of 1976, the ASAP project management will be discontinued. However, 
two countermeasures which are perhaps the most effective will be continued. 
The team of presentence investigators will be continued under the Probation 
and Parole Department and under this agency their function will be extended 
to criminal as well as their funding is renewed each year by the legislature. 

The final post-ASAP analytic studies will be completed in June of 1977. 

Analytic Study 4, An Analysis of the Impact of ASAP on the Traffic Safety System 
deals with the flow of arrested DWI offenders through the traffic safety system. 
Section i presents a brief introduction and a description of the ASAP community. 
The procedures for disposition of alcohol-related traffic arrests are described 
in Section 2 of this study. 

Section 3 addresses the major evaluation questions of the study and describes 
the impact of ASAP on the traffic safety system in statistical ternLs. Section 
3 analyzes the following areas: 

�9 Distribution of Dispositions 
�9 Distribution of Dispositions by Referred Actions 
�9 Distribution of Dispositions by Sanction 
o Distribution of Dispositions by BAC 
�9 Distribution of Dispositions by Enforcement Type CASAP vs. Non-ASAP~ 
�9 Processing Time to Disposition 
�9 Profile Comparisons of Disposition Groups 

Section 3.9 presents a summary of the findings in Analytic Study 4. 



I.I DESCRIPTION OF THE ASAP CO~IUNITY 

In order to understand the nature of the drinking driving problem with which the 
Idaho ASAP must deal, an understanding of the characteristics of the community �9 
is desirable. Exhibit 1.1-1 presents a summary Of community descriptor data 
relating to the Idaho ASAP. Other less tangible aspects of the Idaho ASAP 
community are also described in this section. 

Idaho is a largely rural state of approximately five hundred miles in length 
and three hundred miles in width. Most of the inhabitants live in population �9 
centers under 50,000. There are approximately 56,000 miles of roads in the state 
with only 142 state patrolmen in addition to local enforcement to provide traffic 
law enforcement. Many of the state's roads are through winding mountainous areas 
which are slick with ice and snow in the winter. There is a migrant farm labor 
population during the summer, along with Indian reservations and military bases 
which account for a disproportionate number of DWI offenders. During the recre-�9 
ational season, normal traffic is swelled with a large tourist population. All 
these factors combine to make Idaho's fatality rate the fourth highest in the 
nation. 

Against these factors, the Idaho ASAP is attempting to reduce alcohol-related 
fatality and injury accidents, but there are many obstacles. The extent of the �9 
drinking problem is severe with the average positive BAC (before ASAP) being 15 
percent. It is illegal in Idaho to publicly identify the BAC of a fatally injured 
driver, so that this must be done indirectly with many BAC samples going unmatched 
unidentified, not submitted, taken after four hours from the time of the accident, 
or contaminated with embalming fluid. Less than 50 percent of the fatal blood 
samples are received. Host recordkeeping is done manually and the few automated�9 
systems that do exist keep only that data required for internal use, and much of 
this is entered with no data verification. The drinking age was lowered to 19 in 
July of 1972. There is no lesser violation to which a DWI can be plea bargained 
down to and still retain its indication as an alcohol-involved arrest. A DWI 
is routinely treated as a misdemeanor. Subsequent DWI violations may be treated 
as a felony, but this requires special action on the part of the prosecutor. �9 
Withheld judgements are not considered to be convictions by the court, and they 
are not always included in the driver's record. 

According to current statutes, it is legal to have an open container of beer in 
the driver's compartment, because the amount of alcohol in beer does not meet the 
definition of an alcoholic beverage. These factors combine to make alcohol invol B 
ment a large factor in accidents. 

In  o r d e r  t o  o p e r a t e  t h e  ASAP p r o j e c t  on a s t a t e w i d e  b a s i s ,  Idaho  has  been  d i v i d e d  
i n t o  t h r e e  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  r e g i o n s  w i t h  a f u n c t i o n a l  c o o r d i n a t o r  r e p o r t i n g  t o  P ro je r  
Management  i n  e a c h  r e g i o n .  These  r e g i o n a l  c o o r d i n a t o r s  a c t  as a l o c a l i z e d  manage-  
men t  i n  e a c h  r e g i o n  and p r o v i d e  a i d  t o  t he  s e p a r a t e  c o u n t e r m e a s u r e s  i n  c a r r y i n g  �9 
o u t  t h e i r  o p e r a t i o n s .  In  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e s e  c o o r d i n a t o r s  o v e r s e e  t h e  r o a d s i d e  s u r v e y s  
and address civic groups and various community organizations, thereby aiding in 
the dissemination of information regarding ASAP goals and activities and s01icitin~ 
public support. 
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EXHIBIT I.I-I 
ASAP COMMUNITY DESCRIPTOR 

Annual Alcohol Consumption Rate 
1973-1974 

1973 1974 1975 Variance 

Beer (Mil l ion Gallons) 
Wine (Thousand Gallons) 
Liquor (Thousand Gallons) 
Equivalent  Drinks (Mil l ions)*  
Per Capita Drink Consumption** 

Licensed Drivers (Thousands) 

Fuel Consumption (Million Gallons) 

17.5 18.9 17.5 8.0% 
935 975 1114 4.4% 
977 1032 1131 5.6% 
300 321 319 7.0% 
386.6 412.1 386.6 6.4% 

540 551 567 2.0% 

469 443 486 -5.5% 

Miles Driven (Billion Miles) 5.455 5.387 5.828 -1.2% 

Accidents 

Fatal Accidents 
A/R Fatal Accidents 
Fatalities 
Injury Accidents 
A/R Injury Accidents 

277 281 237 1.4% 
92 93 89 1.1% 

349 327 281 -6.3% 
7533 7234 7362 -4.0% 
910 977 766 7.4% 

ASAP Data - H Tables 

DWI Arrests 
DWI Convictions 

BAC's Taken 

Presentence Investigations 

6892 7719 6504 12.0% 
5995 7118 5644 18.7% 
(87.2%) (92.2%) (86.8%) 
2965 3652 3235 23.2% 
(43.2%) (51.3%) (49.7%) 
2749 2991 2545 8.8% 
(45.8%) (42.0%) (39.1%) 

* Equivalent Drinks: 12 oz. beer = 4 oz. wine - 1.5 oz. liquor 
** Based on population respectively for 1973, 1974 and 19.75 of ~76,000, 779,000, and 825,000. 

1974-1975 
Variance 

- 7.4% 

14.3% 
9.6% 

- .6% 

- 6.2% 

2.9% 

9.7% 

8.2% 

-15.7% 
-4.3% 
-14.1% 
- 1 . 8 %  

-21.6% 

-15.7% 
-20.7% 

-11.4% 

-14.9% 



ASAP project personnel consists of a project director, an assistant project 
director, and three regional coordinators. A functional coordinator for each 
countermeasure represents the agency which is directly involved in the counter- 
measure activities. Active countermeasures are Evaluation, Public Information, �9 
Project Management, Court Alcohol School (Alcohol Safety School), Driver Testing 
and Licensing, Driver Regulation, Magistrate Training, Alcohol Emphasis Patrol, 
Social Rehabilitation, Chemical Laboratory and Expert Witness, and the Alcohol 
Data Bank. Inactive countermeasures are the Medical Advisory Board and Prosecutio 
Assistance. 

The Chemical Laboratory is operated by the Idaho State Department of Health and 
Welfare. Public Information and Education has been subcontracted to an advertisin 
agency. The Court Alcohol School is operated by the State Department of Education 
on a self-paying basis. Driver Testing, Licensing, and Regulation, along with 
Legal Advisory, are fulfilled by the State Department of Law Enforcement. The 
26 man Alcohol Emphasis Patrol is managed by the Idaho State Police. Eleven �9 
presentence investigators and a supervisor are directed by a functional coordinato 
from the Supreme Court. Rehabilitation is provided by the Court Alcohol School 
established as an ASAP countermeasure, the Driver Improvement Counseling Program 
operated by the driver licensing division of the State Department of Law Enforce- 
ment, Defensive Driving Course and other rehabilitation agencies, such as Halfway 
House, AA, private hospitals, Mental Health facilities, and other available �9 
rehabilitation in each region. 

Because of the lack of centralized administration of the State's rehabilitation 
facilities, and the independent operating characteristics of the local judiciaries 
no attempt has been made to initiate control groups for the purpose of evaluating 
rehabilitation treatment modalities. �9 
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1.2 EVALUATION INFOP~\IATION SYSTEM 

The evaluation of the Idaho ASAP was contracted to a private systems 
development corporation. In order to accomplish the objectives of 
evaluation, an Evaluation ]nformation System was developed. This system 
is composed of an Alcohol Data Bank, the computer programs which create 
and maintain it; and the evaluation computer programs which create Ap- 
pendix H quarterly and annual tables and data analyses included in 
the analytic studies. In addition, the project evaluators prepare the 
data collected from various agencies for data entry to the Alcohol Data 
Bank and aid Project Management in decision-making activities by pro- 
viding information and special reports on an on-request basis. 

I~en  the  ASAP program was in  t h e  p l a n n i n g  s t a g e ,  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  d a t a  
was g a t h e r e d  by many d i f f e r e n t  a g e n c i e s  f o r  i n t e r n a l  u se  in  a m u l t i t u d e  
o f  d a t a  o r g a n i z a t i o n  t e c h n i q u e s .  In o r d e r  t o  f a c i l i t a t e  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  
o f  d a t a  c o n c e r n i n g  each i n d i v i d u a l  who came in  c o n t a c t  wi th  t h e  ASAP 
s y s t e m ,  t h e  A l c o h o l  Data  Bank was e s t a b l i s h e d .  T h i s  f i l e  a c t s  as  a 
c e n t r a l  r e p o s i t o r y  o f  d a t a  c o n c e r n i n g  each i n d i v i d u a l  and i s  o r g a n i z e d  
so t h a t  p e r t i n e n t  d a t a  can be  e a s i l y  r e t r i e v e d  by  a u t h o r i z e d  p e r s o n n e l  
to form a case history of an individual. Data from participating 
agencies is collected on an on-going basis as subjects have initial 
or repeat contacts with an agency. 

Exhibit 1.2-1 summarizes the d a t a  elements collected from various agencies 
within the ASAP system. All elements taken together constitute a very 
complete picture of the history and present status of any individual 
in the system. In practice, defendant data is complete only to the extent 
that it is collected by each agency. For instance, demographic data 
is available only for valid, licensed drivers. Out-of-state drivers 
and unlicensed drivers do, in fact, account for a significant number 
of drivers arrested for DWI. Other demographic data such as family 
income, education, employment status, occupation, religious preference, 
etc., is collected by the presentence investigator in approximately 
ninety percent of the investigations. Since presentence investigations 
are requested in 42% of the convictions, then this data is present appro- 
ximately 37.8% of the time. If a driver has recently moved to Idaho, then 
his driver history folder will not contain his past violations. A driver 
arrested for DWI who forfeits bond will not have a record of the arrest 
in the driver file unless the arrest was made by the Idaho State Police. 
Courts are only required to record convictions, and becausewithheld 
judgments are not considered to be convictions by the court, they go 
unreported unless the disposition was recorded by the Idaho State Police 
or a presentence investigator and reported to the Alcohol Data Bank. 

As with all computer systems, the data that comes out is only as good 
as the data that goes in, and the Evaluation Information System is no 
exception. The pre-ASAP baseline data that was collected going back to 
the year 1969 reflects to a large extent the recent upgrades made to 
Idaho's traffic records data. The Department of Law Enforcement began 
recording DWI convictions statewide in 1969. Some records of withheld 
judgments were submitted by the courts, but none were entered on the 
driver records file. In 1969, only accidents that occurred on State 
and Federal highways were recorded centrally. In 1970, all accidents 
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1.2 EVALUATION INFORMATION SYSTEM (Continued) 

were r e c o r d e d  by the  l o c a t i o n s  in  which they  o c c u r r e d ,  but  t he  l i c e n s e  
numbers of the participants were not recorded. In 1972, the Department 
of Highways constructed a manual index from police and citizen's acci- 
dent reports to connect driver license numbers with accident report 
numbers. The index was built to gain statistical data from the accident 
files, and it was created using no controls. The accident report number 
changed format several times, further complicating the matching process. 
In April 1972, the Department of Law Enforcement began its own accident 
index and the Department of Highways abandoned its accident index, 
except for the copy retained by ASAP. Using the combined accident index 
files of the two departments, the accident history file is passed 
against the Alcohol Data Bank and accident segments are added whenever 
there is a match on drivers license numbers. Using this technique, 40% 
of the accidents requested from the baseline history tape were added 
to the Alcohol Data Bank. 

The exten~ of alcohol involvement is understated for the Pre-ASAP period 
due to the small number of blood alcohol tests taken and the low sample 
rate of autopsy BACs. The Had Been Drinking indicators on traffic 
tickets are seldom used by officers because they may become personally 
liable if they cannot furnish proof of the implication of drinking. 
Referrals to rehabilitation agencies are recorded when they are made 
by an ASAP presentence investigator. The actual attendance of the 
rehab is currently only known in the case of Court Alcohol School. In 
other cases, there are no records of no-shows, drops, or satisfactory 
completion. 
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EXHIBIT 1.2-1 

ALCOHOL DATA BANK DATA ELEHENTS 

Information Source 

S u b j e c t  Demograph ic  Data  
L i c e n s e  S u s p e n s i o n  Data  
D r i v e r  Improvemen t  C o u n s e l i n g  

Program Data  
Blood A l c o h o l  T e s t  Data  
C o u r t  A l c o h o l  A t t e n d a n c e  Data  
A u t o p s y  BAC Data  
BAC T e s t  R e f u s a l  Data  
A c c i d e n t  Data  
D r i v i n g  V i o l a t i o n  H i s t o r y  

DLE Driver Licensing Data 
DLE Driver History File 
DLE Driver History File 

DH&|? Chem Lab 
Department of Education 
DH&W Chem Lab 
DLE Driver Records 
DLE Accident History 
DLE Driver History File 

DWI C o n v i c t i o n  Data  
DWI T r i a l  Data  
DWI A r r e s t  Da ta  
P r o b a t i o n  Fo l low-Up  Data  
R e c o r d s  Check H i s t o r y  
D e f e n d a n t  I n t e r v i e w  Data  
F a m i l y  I n t e r v i e w  Data  
Rehab Agency C o n t a c t  Data  
C r i m i n a l  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  D i v i s i o n  

Da ta  
Employer Interview 
Drinker Classification 

DLE Driver History File 
Presentence Investigator 
Idaho State Police 
Presentence Investigator 
Presentence Investigator 
Presentence Investigator 
Presentence Investigator 
Presentence Investigator 
Presentence Investigator 

Presentence Investigator 
Presentence Investigator 
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2.0 PROCEDURE FOR DISPOSITION OF ALCOHOL-RELATED TRAFFIC ARRESTS 

In the State of Idaho, the only alcohol-related traffic offense is Driving 
~%ile Intoxicated (DWI). There are no lesser charges from which alcohol 
involvement may be ~mplied. 

A written citation of the violation of Section 49-1102 (DWI) is issued, 
and the driver is arrested and immediately taken into custody. There 
are no exceptions to this procedure. 

According to state law, the defendant must be taken to the nearest magis- 
trate in the county without unreasonable delay. Since most DWI arrests 
occur at night and on weekends or holidays when the Magistrate may not 
be available, the subject must either post bond or be incarcerated until 
the Magistrate is available. There are cases where the defendant can 
be taken immediately before a Magistrate. This, however, is the excep- 
tion rather than rule. 

If the subject is incarcerated and then taken to appear in court, the 
subject may at that time elect to plea or delay plea until advice of 
counsel and may be released. If the defendant has not plead, a date 
will be set for the subject to appear before the court and plea his 
case. 

I f  t h e  s u b j e c t  e l e c t e d  t o  p o s t  bond ,  a d a t e  "for a p p e a r a n c e  i s  s e t  b e f o r e  
t h e  d e f e n d a n t  i s  r e l e a s e d .  I f  t h e  s u b j e c t  does  n o t  a p p e a r ,  bond i s  f o r -  
f e i t e d  and the arresting officer or prosecutor may ask to have a bench 
warrant issued. If no warrant is issued, the arrest record will remain 
with the arresting agency and may not necessarily be recorded at the 
state level. 

If the subject posted bond and subsequently appeared before the court, 
the subject has the option at that time of entering a plea or delaying 
his plea. In the case of a delayed plea, date is set for the defendant 
to reappear and plea his case. 

If the defendant pleas "not guilty," a trial will be held. The defendant 
may elect either a judge or jury trial. The court will set a trial date 
and the city or county prosecutor will be notified. 

The defendant's case is submitted to the prosecutor, who considers the 
adequacy of the evidence and makes a judgment as to whether the case will 
be tried as a DWI or on a lesser charge. If the evidence is judged to be 
inadequate, then plea bargaining will ensue. 

If there has been no plea bargaining prior to trial, the defendant will be 
advised of the weight of the evidence against him or of his need for help, 
and may decide to change his plea to guilty. If the defendant does not �9 
change his plea, a trial will ensue, either before a judge or before a 
jury, according to the request of the defendant. Witnesses may be sub- 
poenaed for the trial, and evidence for the defense and the prosecution-- 
including officer and expert witness testimony--will be presented. The 
Magistrate may then pronounce judgment, based on evidence presented or 
jury verdict. If the defendant is found not guilty, his driving privileges �9 
will be restored and, if he is in custody, he will be released. 
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2.0 PROCEDURE FOR DISPOSITION OF ALCOHOL-RELATED TRAFFIC ARRESTS (Continued) 

If the defendant has eithe r pleaded guilty or been found guilty by trial, 
the Magistrate may immediately pronounce sentence or he may defer sen- 
tencing to allow time for an ASAP presentence investigation. 

If no presentence investigation is ordered, the Magistrate may either pro- 
nounce sentence or withhold judgment. The penalties for a first offense 
for DWI are (a) a maximum of six (6) months in jail, (b) a maximum of 
three hundred ($300) dollar fine, and (c) a 90-day suspension of driving 
privileges. The suspension of driving privileges is a departmental action 
of the Department of Law Enforcement. Upon request of the court, the 
department may issue a restricted driving license to prevent loss of 
driving privileges. 

The M a g i s t r a t e  may u s e  p r o b a t i o n  in  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  s e n t e n c i n g .  P r o b a t i o n  
i s  n o r m a l l y  u sed  t o  i n s u r e  a t t e n d a n c e  i n  a r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  p r o g r a m .  

The Magistrate may issue a withheld judgment instead of pronouncing judg- 
ment and sentence. This allows the judge to defer judgment of guilt 
until the subject has complied with certain terms, such as attendance 
of Court Alcohol School, four Alcoholics Anonymous meetings and Defensive 
Driving. When these obligations have been fulfilled, the judge may 
dismiss the case, and record of the case will not be included in the 
individual's driving record. If the arrest was made by the ASAP patrol 
or by the Idaho State Police, or if a presentence investigation was 
conducted, then the disposition, along with the referrals made, will 
be entered into the Alcohol Data Bank, but not on the Department of 
Law Enforcement driver record. The Idaho Supreme Court is currently 
in the process of establishing a file of persons currently on withheld 
judgment to support various court operations. 

Probation is frequently made a term of disposition; however, monitoring 
the terms of probation for a misdemeanor, which is how a DWI is almost 
always treated, is not normally handled by the Department of Probation 
and Parole. In Judicial District 7, a special DWI probation program 
exists using LEAA and other federal employment money sources. 

I f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  a s s i g n e d  t o  p r o b a t i o n  i s  e n t e r e d  i n t o  t h e  D r i v e r  
Improvemen t  C o u n s e l i n g  Program (DICP), t h e n  t h e  c o u n s e l o r  a s s i g n e d  t o  
h i s  o r  h e r  c a s e  has  r e a d y  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  d r i v e r  r e c o r d s  f i l e  and w i l l  
monitor his traffic violations for as long as the subject is in the 
DICP. If the case had been assigned for presentence investigation, 
then the investigator will normally do a six-months check of the driver 
record file, looking for violations subsequent to the DWI arrest. 
However, both of these agencies rely on the presence of records of 
subsequent violations to be entered in the driver file. In truth, the 
subject may be arrested by a local agency in another part of the state 
and forfeit bond or be issued a withheld judgment. In either case, the 
record will not necessarily be recorded on the driver record file. 
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2.1 THE TYPICAL CASE 

In a typical case, the DWI would be arrested and taken into custody. He 
would then be arraigned and would plead guilty. The judge will order a 
presentence investigation and, based upon the findings of that investi- 
gation, sentence the defendant to six months of probation, with mandatory 
attendance in Driver Improvement Counseling Program and in Court Alcohol 
School. 

2 . 2  ASAP SPONSORED PROCEDURES 

At the inception of the Idaho ASAP, three judicial countermeasures were 
planned. 1~nese were: 

Magistrate Training 
Prosecution Assistance 
Presentence Investigation 

2.2.1 MAGISTRATE TRAINING 

The first countermeasure, Magistrate Training, involved the conduct of 
seminars to familiarize all Magistrates in the state with the objectives, 
goals and structure of the Idaho ASAP. This was funded with state and 
federal 402 monies. Analysis of the cost and efficiency of this counter- 
measure was addressed in a special report, Magistrate and Presentence 
Investigator Training, published in August 1972. An abstract of the 
results of this study is presented below. 

This is the first report on the Magistrate Training 
Countermeasure. During the first Magistrate Training 
session, a one-day seminar, 61 magistrates and 10 pre- 
sentence investigators were in attendance at the time 
the pre-test was administered. Upon completion of the 
seminar, a post-test was administered. 0nly 40 post- 
tests were received by the evaluators. This count is 
used as the basis for several of the comparisons made 
in this report. A few persons, including two presentence 
investigators who completed the post-test, failed to 
return their tests. However, personal observation 
revealed that several of the magistrates did not remain 
until the onelday seminar was completed. 

The average score obtained by the seventy-one persons who 
took the pre-test was 15.59. The average post-test score 
was 18.30. This increase is statistically significant at 
the 99% confidence level. Analysis of magistrate scores 
and presentence investigator scores shows that both groups 
post-test scores were significantly higher than their 
respective pre-test scores. The PSI scores were signifi- 
cant at a 99% level of confidence. Analysis of the scores 
of magistrates who had attended the National College of the 
State Judiciary Seminar showed that their scores were not 
signiffcantly different than the scores of the magistrates 
who had not yet attended the two-day seminar. 
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2.2.1 MAGISTRATE TRAINING [Continued) 

Further analysis revealed that the Magistrate Training seminar did 
not achieve the 25 percent increase sought and did not reach the 80 
persons targeted. Considering that 24 of the 25 questions asked on 
the test (see Exhibit 1.2-1) were objective, the fact that the magis- 
trates scored poorly is disappointing. Further effort must be ex- 
pended in this area; however, sessions such as the one evaluated in 
this report do not appear to achieve the desired objective. 

2.2.2 PROSECUTION ASSISTANCE 

This countermeasure has never been implemented and the funds allocated have 
been reprogrammed into other countermeasures. The purpose of the counter- 
measure was to provide prosecution assistance in the form of either money to 
increase the amount of service provided by part-time prosecutors or to provide 
a state prosecutor from the Attorney General's Office. 

Upon implementation, it was determined that any monies provided would have to 
go into the county general fund and that there was little assurance that this 
money would eventually reach the prosecutor's office. The ability to provide 
state support was implemented; however, the political structure, a democratic 
attorney general and predominantly republican prosecutors, was such that th,is 
service was never used. Thus, the countermeasure has been cancelled. 

2.2.3 PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION 

The Idaho ASAP presentence investigation countermeasure provides eleven pre- 
sentence investigators and one presentence investigation supervisor for the 
Idaho court system. The court system contains sixty-seven magistrate courts, 
seven district courts and a supreme court. Thus, the limited presentence 
investigation resources are deployed in high volume courts. It is not currently 
possible to handle all DWI cases with these limited resources. 

The Second Session of ~he 4Srd Legislature transferred jurisdiction of DWI 
presentence investigation from the Idaho Supreme Court to Adult Probation and 
Parole. 
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2.3 FLOW THROUGH THE IDAHO JUDICIAL AND REHABILITATION SYSTEMS 

The overall flow of ASAP case processing is shown in the operational flow 
diagram, Exhibit 2.3-1. This diagram presents estimated and actual 
volumes for each step in the procedure. 

2.3.1 APPREHENDED DWI's 

The most frequent mode of DWI identification is observation by enforcement 
officers. After observation, the suspect is stopped, interviewed and given 
the field dexterity test. If the test indicates the suspect has a higher 
BAC than .08, he is arrested and a breath sample for BAC analysis is 
obtained, q~ne suspect is then taken to the station and booked. 

2.3.2 DWI ARRAIGNMENT 

When the arrested DWI offender is capable of conducting his affairs, he is 
taken before the local magistrate and arraignment on a charge of driving 
while intoxicated. The majority of arrested DWI's plead guilty at arraign- 
ment. Any plea bargaining initiated by the defense attorney usually follows 
arraignment. Cases not disposed of by a guilty plea or plea bargained to 
a lesser charge go to trial. 

2 . 3 . 3  BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION ~uNALYSIS 

The State Department of Health and Welfare conducts a Blood Alcohol Concen- 
tration (BAC) analysis of the specimen submitted by enforcement personnel. 
The chemist conducting the analysis documents his findings in preparation 
for possible court appearance. This includes a discussion of methodology 
of BAC determination, the pharmacology of alcohol and findings of his 
specific analysis of the defendant's BAC. 

2.3.4 TRIAL 

When a defendant pleads no t  guilty, a trial date is set and t h e  prosecuting 
attorney is notified to prepare his case. The prosecution prepares the 
"people's" case from facts contained in the arresting officer's report, the 
chemist's BAC report, and testimony from other witnesses. 

The arresting officer reviews his notes and reports regarding the DWI 
incident prior to his court appearance. 

The t r i a l  i s  c o n d u c t e d  b e f o r e  a j u d g e  or  j u r y .  The p r o s e c u t i o n  u s e s  t e s t i -  
mony described in the preceding paragraphs. In most cases, a guilty verdict 
is obtained. 

2.3.5 PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION 

A convicted DWI will, in approximately 40 percent of the cases, be given a 
presentence investigation under the concept of mitigating background cir- 
cumstances. 
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2.3.5 PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION (Continued) 

The presentence investigation will include some combination of the following 
actions: 

�9 De fendan t  i n t e r v i e w  (100%) 
�9 D r i v e r  r e c o r d s  check  (100%) 
�9 Criminal records check (47.3%) 
�9 Social/health agency checks (0.5%) 
�9 Family/employment check (47.3%) 
�9 Rehabilitation agency checks [1.2%) 
�9 Other general contact reports [46.4%) 

During the defendant interview, an alcohol-propensity test may be given to 
assist in determining the probability that the defendant has a drinking 
problem. Based on this test, the defendant's interview, the defendant's 
prior driving record, and BAC, the presentence investigator may decide to 
interview the defendant's family and employer, and law enforcement personnel 
in order to more accurately access the defendant's problem. 

Having comple t ed  t h e s e  tasks, t h e  p r e s e n t e n c e  investigator will classify 
the defendant as either a problem drinker, a non-problem drinker, or 
undefined. He may also make recommendations to the court for rehabilita- 
tive and reeducative measures. The following are possible presentence 
investigation classifications and recommendations: 

Q PROBLEM DRINKER--reveals a definite problem drinking pattern, 
but is still capable of conducting the majority of social 
transactions. The presentence investigator normally formu- 
lates a referral to an agency with a rehabilitative program 
and Court Alcohol School. 

NON-PROBLEM DRINKER--reveals an immoderate use of alcohol by 
the defendant, but not of a habitual nature. The presentence 
investigator formulates referral to a Court Alcohol School. 

UNDEFINED DRINKER classification--adequate data to determine 
the extent of the defendant's problem was not available. 
Based on whatever information was available, the presentence 
investigator formulates a referral recommendation, usually to 
Court Alcohol School. 

2.3.6 SENTENCE 

The Court reviews the findings and recommendations of the presentence 
investigator, the pleas of the defense attorney, and other information 
presented by the defendant in mitigation of his penalty. The court then 
pronounces sentence, which may be withheld if the defendant accepts 
probationary referral to a court-prescribed program. The following are 
some of the most common referrals. 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL--the majority of the defendants are assigned 
to Court Alcohol School for reeducation in the problems and con- 
siderations involved in drinking and driving. 
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2.3.6 SEh~ENCE [Continued) 

�9 DRIVER IMPROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAm--the DICP receives '~ard 
core" drinker-drivers. The program utilizes face-to-face 
c o u n s e l i n g  and o t h e r  r e e d u c a t i o n  and r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  r e s o u r c e s  
and a g e n c i e s  a v a i l a b l e ,  e . g . ,  A l c o h o l i c s  Anonymous and D e f e n s i v e  �9 
D r i v i n g .  The D1CP Counse lo r  m o n i t o r s  the  d e f e n d a n t ' s  p r o b a t i o n  
w h i l e  in  DICP and may r e c o l ~ e n d  s u s p e n s i o n  of  d r i v i n g  p r i v i l e g e s  
i f  t h e  d e f e n d a n t  f a i l s  to comple te  h i s  p r o b a t i o n a r y  program.  

�9 FULL PENALTY--Under Idaho Code 49-1102,  t he  c o u r t  may impose up 
t o  a 6-month j a i l  s e n t e n c e  and a f i n e  of  not  more than  t h r e e  
hund red  d o l l a r s  ($300).  In a d d i t i o n ,  t he  Depar tment  o f  Law 
Enfo rcemen t  may suspend t h e  s u b j e c t ' s  d r i v i n g  p r i v i l e g e s  f o r  
n i n e t y  (90) days. 

2.3.7 PROBATION FOLLOW UP 

h%en a convicted DWI is placed on probation and is rearrested during that 
period, a notification i s  automatically generated by the ASAP computer 
system. This notification is forwarded to the violator's Pre-Sentence 
Investigator [PSI). q~e PSI in turn notifies the court of the probation 
v i o l a t i o n .  
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EXHIBIT 2.3-1 

IDAHO .JUDiCIAL/KEHABI;LI TATION 
FLOW CHART 

E-409D 
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, Yes 
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[-N/A' I ;~,,.-~it~,9 ~ - - - - - - - ~==~=~ .~p .  

~-~" i ' ~ " ~  I " ~ 0 ~ o 0  
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A-702l 

] A-7359 
Yes 

p 

No 

~,>., 

Defendant 
Plead Guiltl 

to Z~r 

r 

No 

Yes 

NO 

I 
ASA.P l 

~ P  D~,'I E- 91 0 
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Terminate "~E-500 
JA- B6 

E-S00 
A-Ill 

Convicte~ 

Non A/R Texminat 
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[~ 
A-227 

Conduct l 
Tria2 
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EXHIBIT 2.3-I (Continued) 

Defendant I 
Convicted oI I E-3750 

Judgment |A-7]]9 
K'i tAhel d _~ 

NO 

0 
.I. A-4128 

. . . .  ~' . . . .  . -  

Presentence 
Inves riga ti on I 

J 

c,j 

cui]t9 E-400 
v e r d i c t  A- 98 

f 

E-3250 
A-2991 

I Conduct 
Yes ~ Presentence 

~ Int'estigatiol 

?age 2 

E-3250 
A-3075 

Conduct 
Interview 

I 
E -3250 
A-3529 

Check 
Dri u er 
Record 

] 
E-3000 
Ao1414 
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Criminal 
Kecor8 

I . 
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EXHIBIT 2.3-I (Continued) 

~ ~  Social/Real th 1 
- 17'~ i Cbeckl 
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Pa~i2~/ 
~ploye_- Checks 

f . 

Page 3 
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E-3250 
A-2991 

Other I Zn{,est.(gatlon~ E-2500 
A- Contacts ~ 797 

! 
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EXHIBIT 2.3-1 (Continued) 

"• 998 

; , r r  .m 

Drlnkcr 

1340 
JVc..u -- 

�9 P z o b l t . ~  
Drinker 

No 

Yes 

1 

Ca t egorg 
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i Fine And/O~ 
Jail 

~'I Sen tence 
Only _ 

1 C,o~o~o..) 

Page 4 

653 

4229 

2 8 9 0  

Recom.~end I 
~ehabi l j tatJ~ 

E-2000 
A-1722 

Court 
A1cohcl 
Scb~l 

1 
968 

IEnter D r i v ~  
~ |  XmprOV~ent Z 

~ Coun=eling I 
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EXHIBIT 2.3-I (Continued) 

39 

Page 5 

.~ t t e rx~ 1 A 1 cobol  i c $  
Anonymous 

! 
4O 

Defen.~ive Drivir~ 
! 

0 

J Attend I 1 Other Re~ab 
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3.0 COURT PROCESSING OF DWI OFFENDERS 

The NHTSA Guideline for Analytic Study 4, An Analysis of the Impact of ASAP 
in the Traffic Safety System, requests that the evaluation questions addressed 
in this study be based on random samples of i00 drivers arrested in the beginning 
month of the base year and 100 drivers arrested in the beginning month of each 
of the operational years reported. These studies are calendar year based as 
required by the NHTSA, thus the beginning month of each year is January. 

The analyses presented are based on either the NHTSA requestedsamples or 
special samples randomly drawn to provide a larger N for comparative analysis. 

3.1 SAMPLING METHODOLOGY 

The Idaho ASAP Alcohol Data Bank contains case history data on known DWI 
offenders in the State of Idaho. Aspart of the security precautions taken to 
safeguard the data contained on the Alcohol Data Bank, each DWI offender (except 
an out-of-state resident) is assigned a unique case identifier. These case 
identifiers are based on the digits in the subject's social security number. As 
a result, the case files are randomly distributed on the Alcohol Data Bank; 
thus, by simply processing the file in a sequential manner and selecting the 
first I00 drivers arrested during the month of January, 1972, a random sample 
for the base year was obtained. Subsequent samples of 50 DWI offenders arrested 
by the regular patrol and 50 DWI offenders arrested by the ASAP Alcohol Emphasis 
Patrol were taken in January of 1973, 1974 and 1975 to obtain the data for this 
study. 

3.2 DATA LIMITATIONS 

As with all data systems, the data reported by the system is only as good as the 
data input. The Idaho ASAP Evaluation Information System and Alcohol Data Bank 
System are no exceptions. The Pre-ASAP baseline data collected reflects to a 
large extent the recent upgrades made to Idaho's traffic records data. In the 
base year sample, BAC test status was available for only 24.6 percent of the 
arrests. BAC test atatus was reported for 47 percent of the arrests collected 
for the first year of operation. BAC data was matched to 49.7 percent of 1975 
arrests. Similarly, only convictions were reported during the base year. During 
the first operational year, attempts to collect data on DWI cases not resulting 
in a conviction for DWI's were made. These changes in record keeping and the 
increased emphasis on reporting of DWI occurrences combine to make comparisons 
of base year and operational years difficult. 

3.3 ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 

The impact of the Idaho ASAP on Idaho's Traffic Safety System has been substantial. 
Exhibit 3.3-1 presents volumes of cases processed for the years 1971 (Pre-ASAP 9, 
1972 (ASAP implementation July I, 1972), 1973 (first operational year), and 1975 
(third operational year). 

f 
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3.3 ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM (Continued) 

These volumes are presented as a percentage of total arrests for the period 
being reported and reflect total activities for the year. From this exhibit, 
major changes in the Idaho Traffic Safety System can be seen. For example, 
the percentage of persons convicted of DWI rose from 68.4 percent in 1971 to 
86.7 percent in 1975. Presentence investigations, which were non-existent in 
1971, were performed in 39.1 percent of the cases for 1975. These investiga- 
tions resulted in 29.1 percent of the persons investigated beingclassified as 
problem drinkers. This represents 11.4 percent of the total persons arrested 
in 1975. Again, this capability was non-existent prior to ASAP. These investi- 
gations also resulted in 37.5 percent of the drivers arrested for DWI in 1975 
being referred to rehabilitation. In 1975, 2,335 arrested DWI offenders attended 
rehabilitation programs in the state. This represents 28.8 percent of total 
arrests for the year. 

In order to facilitate analysis of these performance measures by year, several 
additional exhibits are included. Exhibit 3.5-2 presents a comparison of 1971 
versus 1972. The years of 1972 and 1973 are compared in Exhibit 5.3-3. Exhibit 
5.3-4 presents a comparison of 1975 and 1974; Exhibit 5.5-5 compares 1974 and 
1975, while a comparison of 1971 (Pre-ASAP) and 1975 is presented in Exhibit 
3.3-6. These exhibits include statistical analyses of the increases or decreases 
observed in each category and the corresponding P values obtained. For these 
analyses, a test for the significance of the difference between percentages~ was 
used (see Section 4.1 for a description of this methodologry~. 

In 1972, there were significant increases, at P <.01, in the numbers of arrests 
per 1,000 licensed drivers, the number of cases with unknown dispositions, the 
number of presentence investigations, persons referred to rehabilitation and 
persons attending rehabilitation. Statistically significant decreases, at P < .01 
were observed in convictions for both DWI and lesser charges. The percentage 
of arrests resulting in dismissal or acquittal increased by only two-tenths of 
one percent for each category. 

In 1973, significant reductions, at P t .01, were observed in the areas of 
disposition unknown and convicted lesser charge. The percentage of cases dis- 
missed or acquitted remained about the same, while statistically significant 
increases in convictions were observed (P L .01). Statistically significant 
(P (.01) increases for all other areas including arrests per 1,000 licensed 
drivers were also observed. 

For 1974, a r r e s t s  p e r  1,000 l i c e n s e d  d r i v e r s ,  c o n v i c t e d  l e s s e r  c h a r g e ,  and c a s e s  
d i s m i s s e d  r ema ined  t h e  same, w i th  a s l i g h t  b u t  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t  d e c r e a s e  i n  a r r e s t s  
p e r  1,000 l i c e n s e d  d r i v e r s .  S t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i g n i f i c a n t  i n c r e a s e s  a t  P L .01 
were o b s e r v e d  f o r  t h e  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  c o n v i c t e d  DWI's,  p rob l em d r i n k e r s  i d e n t i f i e d ,  
and attending rehabilitation. A slightly significant P ~ .06, increase in pre- 
sentence investigations was observed; as was a significant P <.01, decrease in 
cases with unknown dispositions. A significant decrease at PL .03 in cases 
acquitted was also observed. 
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3.3 ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM (Continued) 

During 1975, arrests per 1,000 licensed drivers declined from 14.0 to 11.4, 
which is significant at P< .01. The percentage of DWI's classified as 
problem drinkers declined from 12.9 percent to 11.4 percent. Also significant 
at P L..01, the percent attending rehabilitation declined from 35.9 percent to 
28.8 percent. 

Comparison of 1971 and 1975 data show significant increases in arrests and 
DWI convictions, and a significant decrease in lesser charge convictions. 

..f �9 
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EXHIBIT 3.3-1 
ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 

1971Thru 1975 

Evaluation .~leasure 1971 1972" 1973 1974 1975 

Total DWI Arrests 

Arrests per i000 Licensed 
Drivers 

3354 5960 7673 7719 6504 

6.65 11.66 14.21 14.01 11.4 

% Arrested I00 

% Disposition Unknown 9.3 

% Convicted (Total) 89.4 

% Convicted DWI (including 
Withheld Judgements) 68.4 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 21.0 

% Dismissed I.I 

% Acquitted 0.2 

% Presentence Investigation 0.0 

% Identified Problem Drinker 0.0 

% Referred to Rehabilitation 0.0 

% Attending Rehabilitation 0.2 

100 i00 100 I00 

19.3 10.3 4.7 10.0 

79.1 87.7 93.7 88.0 

65.7 86.4 92.2 86.7 

13.3 1.2 1.4 1.2 

1.3 1.6 1.4 1.7 

0.4 0 .4  0.2 0.2 

16.0 37.2 58.7 39.2 

3.5 9.9 12.9 11.4 

14.5 36.3 37.4 37.5 

7.7 33.8 35.9 28.8 

* ASAP became operational July I, 1972 
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EXHIBIT 3.3-2 

ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 
1971 versus 1972 

Eva ]ua t~on  Measure 

T o t a l  DWI Arrests 

Arrests per 1000 L i c e n s e d  
D r i v e r s  

% Arrested 

% Disposition Unknown 

% C o n v i c t e d  ( T o t a l }  

% C o n v i c t e d  DWI 
(including w i t h h e l d  
judgment) 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Dismissed 

% Acquitted 

% P r e s e n t e n c e  Investigation 

% Identified Problem Drinker 

% Referred to Rehabilitation 

% Attending Rehabilitation 

1971 

3354 

6.65 

I00 

9.3 

89.4 

68.4 

21.0 

1.1 

0.2 

0 

0 

0 

.2 

1972" 

5960 

Ii .66 

i00 

19.3 

79.1 

65.7 

13.3 

1.3 

0.4 

16.0 

3.5 

14.5 

7.7 

CR Value 

2 8 . 9 3  

12.73 

12.63 

2.65 

9.71 

.84 

1.63 

24.45 

10.90 

23.17 

15.92 

P Value 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.41 

P <.Ii 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

*ASAP became o p e r a t i o n a l  July i, 1972 

P v a l u e s  ba sed  on use  o f  a t e s t  f o r  the  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  
b e t w e e n  p e r c e n t a g e s .  (See S e c t i o n  4.1 f o r  a d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h i s  t e c h n i q u e . )  

�9 A 
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EXHIBIT 3 . 3 - 3  

ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 
1972 versus 1973 

Evaluation Measure  

Total DWI Arrests 

Arrests per 1000 Licensed 
Drivers 

% A r r e s t e d  

% Disposition Unknown 

% Convicted (Total) 

% Convicted DWI 
(including withheld 
judgment) 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Dismissed 

% Acquitted 

% Presentence Investigation 

% Identified Problem Drinker 

% Referred to Rehabilitation 

% Attending Rehabilitation 

1972" 

5960 

11.66 

100 

19.3 

79.1 

65.7 

13.3  

1.3 

. 4  

16.0  

3 .5  

14.5  

7 .7  

1973 

7673 

14.21 

100 

10.3 

87.7 

86.4 

1.2 

1,6 

.4 

37.2 

9 .9  

36.3 

33.8 

CR Valu, 

12.49 

14.92 

13.55 

28.65 

28.33 

1.43 

- - o  

27.37 

14.43 

28.52 

36.2S 

P- Value 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.oi 

P <.16 

P <.Ol 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

*ASAP became operational July I, 1972 

P values based on use of a test for significance of the difference between 
percentages. (See Section 4.1 for a description of this technique.) 
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EXHIBIT 3.3-4  

ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 
1973 versus 1974 

E v a l u a t i o n  Measure  

T o t a l  DWI Arrests 

Arrests per I000 Licensed 
Drivers 

% Arrested 

% Disposition Unknown 

% Convicted (Total) 

% Convicted DWI 
(including withheld 
j u d g m e n t )  

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Dismissed 

% Acquitted 

% Presentence Investigation 

% Identified Problem Drinker 

% Referred to Rehabilitation 

% Attending Rehabilitation 

1973 1974 

7673 7719 

14.21 14.01 

100 

4.7 

100 

10.3 

87.7 93.7 

86.4 92.2 

1.2 

1.6 

0.4 

37.2 

9.9 

36.3 

33.8 

1.4 

1.4 

0 .2  

28.7 

12.9 

W.4 

35.9 

CR Valu( 

.89 

13.2 

12.8 

11..6 

1.07 

1.00 

2.32 

1.91 

5.85 

1.41 

2.73 

Value 

w l  

P < . 3 8  

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.01 

P <.29 

P <.32 

P <.05 

P <.06 

P <.01 

P r 

P <.01 

P value based on use of a test for the significance of the difference between 
percentages. (See Section 4.1 for a description of this technique.) 

_ 28 �9 



EXHIBIT 3.3-5 
ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 

1974 Versus 1975 

Evaluation Measure 1974 1975 

Total DWI Arrests 

Arrests Per i000 Licensed 
Drivers 

% Arrested 

% Disposition Unknown 

% Convicted (Total) 

% Convicted DWI ( inc luding  
Withheld Judgements) 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Dismissed 

% Acqui t ted 

% Presentence Investigation 

% Identified Problem Drinker 

% Referred to Rehabilitation 

% Attending Rehabilitation 

7719 

14.01 

100 

4.7 

93.7 

92.2 

1.4 

1.4 

0.2 

38.7 

12.9 

37.4 

35.9 

6504 

11.41 

I00 

I0.I 

88.0 

86.7 

1.2 

1.7 

0.2 

39.2 

11.4 

37.5 

28.8 

CR Value 

4.61 

12.4 

II. 89 

12.09 

0.87 

i. 34 

0.58 

2.63 

0.12 

8.90 

P. Value 

P,~ .01 

P< .01 

P< .01 

P< .01 

P< .40 

P ~ .20 

P <.56 

P< .01 

P ~_ .90 

P( .01 

P value based on use of a test for the significance of the difference between 
percentages. (See Section 4.1 for a description of this technique.) 
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EXHIBIT 3.3-6 
ASAP IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 

1971 Versus 1975 

Evaluation ~leasure 

Total DWI A r r e s t s  

A r r e s t s  P e r  1000 L i c e n s e d  
D r i v e r s  

% Arrested 

% Disposition Unknown 

% Convicted (Total) 

% Convicted DWI [including 
Withheld Judgements) 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Dismissed 

% Acquitted 

% Presentence Investigation 

% Identified Problem Drinker 

% Referred to Rehabilitation 

% Attending Rehabilitation 

19.71 1975 

3354 

6 .65  

100 

9.3 

8 9 . 4  

68.4 

21.0 

I.I 

0.2 

0 

0 

0 

0.2 

6504 

1 1 . 4  

100 

10.1 " 

8 8 . 0  

8 6 . 7  

1.2 

1.7 

0.2 

39.2 

11.4 

37.5 

2 8 . 8  

CR Value P. Value 

7.53 P z . .01  

1 .24 P L . 2 0  

2 .03  P ~ .05 

2 1 . 8 S  P ~ .01 

34 .36  P ~ .01 

2 .23  P c .03 

42 .09  P ~ .01 

20.39 P ~ .01 

4 0 . 8 8  P / . . 0 1  

34.59 P < .01 

P value based on use of a test for the significance of the difference between 
percentages. CSee Section 4.1 for a description of this technique..} 

t 

I .  
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3.4 DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS 

The distribution of dispositions of DWI arrests is presented in summary form 
in Exhibit 3.4-1. Since 1971, there has been a statistically significant de- 
crease at P <.01 in cases resulting in a conviction for a lesser offense. 
There has also been a corresponding increase, significant at P< .01 in con- 
Victions for DWI. (See Exhibit 3.3-6 for the statistical ratios obtained). 

EXHIBIT 3.4-1 
JUDICIAL DISPOSITION OF DWI TRAFFIC ARRESTS 

(Based on Annual Volumes) 

Evaluation Measure 1971 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Arres ts 3354 5960 7673 7719 6504 

% Convicted DWI 
(including withheld judgement) 

% Acquitted 

% Dismissed 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Disposition Unknown 

68.4 65.7 86.4 92.2 86.7 

0.2 0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 

i . I  1.3 1.6 1.4 1.7 

21.0 13.3 1.2 1.4 1.2 

9.3 19.3 10.3 4.7 10.1 
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3.4.1 DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY REFERRED ACTIONS 

Using the NHTSA requested samples for 1972, 1973, 1974 and 1975, dispositions 
by referred action have been tabulated. These tabulations are presented in 
Exhibit 3.4.1-1. Analyses were performed using a test for the significance �9 
of the difference between percentages (see Section 4.1 for a description of 
this methodology). The percentages of persons referred to rehabilitation in 
1975 is significantly higher than in 1972 at PC .01, with 189 degrees of free- 
dom and a CR of 5.56. Referrals in 1974 were also signficantly higher than in 
1972 with a CR of 2.72 and 194 degrees of freedom at P< .01. Comparison of 
the 197H sample data with the 1974 sample data revealed a reduction in referrals �9 
with P<.01, a CR of 2.95, and 185 degrees of freedom. 

Comparison of the 1974 sample data with the 1975 sample data revealed a reduction 
in referrals with P<.05, a CR of 2.22, and 193 degrees of freedom. This does 
not agree with the data reported in Exhibit 3.3-5, which compares 1975 per- 
formance with 1974 performance. This comparison uses total activity reported 
and reflects an increase in referrals in 1975 with a P <.90, a CR of 0.12, and 
14,228 degrees of freedom. At this time, the only explanation for the difference 
in results between the sample data and the data for the total population seems 
to be the manner in which the sample data was processed, since the sample data 
is manually tabulated and interpreted, while volume data is computer processed. 
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EXHIBIT 3.4.1-I 
1972 DISPOSITIONS BY REFERRAL ACTION 

(NHTSA Sample N=I00) 

Disposition Type R e f e r r e d  

Guilty 
Withheld Judgement 
Dismissed or Acquitted 
Lesser Charge 

TOTAL 

28 
1 
0 
0 

29 

Not R e f e r r e d  

59 
I I  

1 
0 

1973 DISPOSITIONS BY REFERRAL ACTION 
(NHTSA Sample N=91*) 

Disposition Type Referred 

Guilty 
Withheld Judgement 
Dismissed or Acquitted 
Lesser Charge 

TOTAL 

42 
21 
0 
0 

63 

Not Referred 

17 
6 
4 
1 

28 

1974 DISPOSITIONS OF REFERRAL ACTION 
(NHTSA Sample N=96") 

Disposition Type Referred 

Guilty 
Withheld Judgement 
Dismissed or Acquitted 
Lesser Charge 

TOTAL 

31 
15 
0 
0 

46 

Not Referred 

34 
14 
0 
2 

SO 

1975 DISPOSITIONS OF REFERRAL ACTION 
(NHTSA Sample N=99") 

Disposition Type Referred 

Guilty 
Withheld Judgement 
Dismissed or Acquitted 
Lesser Charge 

TOTAL 

19 
12 

1 
0 

32 

Not Referred 

49 
9 
8 
1 

67 

* Unknown dispositions not included. 
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3.4.2 DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY SANCTION 

With exception of one person in 1975, jail sanctions have been exclusively 
used with convicted DWI offenders. Although a "withheld judgement" may be 
considered as a favorable outcome for the project, withheld judgements have 
been tabulated separately in this section. The results of these tabulations 
show that at least as far as jail sanctions are concerned, a withheld judge- 
ment does not carry as severe a penalty as a conviction. 

For the four years tabulated, only one out of 91 or 1.09 percent received a 
jail sentence with a withheld judgement. For the same three years, 49 con- 
victed DWI's out of 279, or 17.6 percent, received jail sentences. Using a 
test for the significance of the difference between percentages this difference 
tested to be significant at P< .01. 

To determine if there have been any changes in the use of this sanction during 
ASAP, statistical analyses of the differences between the percentages of persons 
receiving jail sentences were compared from year to year. These analyses (see 
Section 4.1 for a description of the methodology used) revealed a statistically 
significant decrease between 1972 and 1973, at P < .03 with a CR of 2.21 and 132 
degrees of freedom. A statistically significant increase in the percentage of 
persons receiving a jail sentence was observed from 1973 to 1974. This increase 
is significant at P < .01 with a CR of 3.01 and 122 degrees of freedom. Com- 
parison of 1972 with 1975 shows a small increase (2.2 percent) in the number of 
people receiving a jail sentence. The CR value is 27 with 185 degrees of 
freedom for P < .80. 

There appears to have been an increase in the average number of days sentenced 
from 1972 to 1975. This difference was tested for the significance of the 
difference between two means (see Section 4.2 for a description of this technique~ 
The data for this analysis is presented in Exhibit 3.4.2 below: 

EXHIBIT 3.4.2 
ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE JAIL SENTENCE 

1972 Versus 1975 

Evaluation Measure 1972 1975 

N 86 68 
7~_x 335 508 
x 3.90 7.47 

Z (x-V) 17,792 44,579.93 
~2 209.32 655.59 
o 14.47 25.60 

The results of the analysis show that the observed increase may simply be due 
to sampling. P<.32 with 155 degrees of freedom was obtained with a CR of 1.00. 
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E X I { I B I T  3.4.2-1 

1972 DISPOSITIONS BY JAIL SANCTION 
(NHTSA Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed & Disposition Unknown) 

Jail Da~s Convicted DWI Withheld Judgment Lesser Charge 
n = (87)  n = (12)  n = (0)  

None 71 12 0 

1 - S 3 0 0 

6 - i0 6 0 0 

i i  - 30  4 0 0 

31 - 60 0 0 0 

61 - 9 0  2 0 0 

91 - 1 2 0  0 0 0 

121  - 1 5 0  0 0 0 i 

151  - 180  0 0 0 

181 + I 0 0 

A v e r a g e  Days  5 . 9  0 . 0  0 . 0  
S e n t e n c e d *  

Jailed 17.4 0.0 0.0 

* S e n t e n c e s  o f  o v e r  180 d a y s  a r e  n o t  i n c l u d e d  
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EXHIBIT 3.4.2-2 

1973 DISPOSITIONS BY JAIL SANCTION 
(NHTSA Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed ~ Disposition Unknown) 

Jail Days Convicted DWI Withheld Judgment - Lesser Charge 
n = (59) n = (29) n = (I) 

None 56 28 1 

1 - 5 0 1 0 

6 - I0 1 0 0 

i'I - 30 1 0 0 

31 - 60 0 -0  0 

61 - 90 0 0 0 

91 - 120 I 0 0 

121 - 150 0 0 0 

151 - 180 0 0 0 

180 + 0 0 0 

Average Days 
Sentenced* 2.45 2.0 0.0 

% Jailed 5.1 3.4 0.0 

*Sentences greater than 180 days not included 
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EXHIBIT 3.4.2-3 

1974 DISPOSITIONS BY JAIL SANCTION 
(NHTSA Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed ~ Disposition Unknown) 

Jail Days Convicted DWI Withheld Judgment Lesser Charge 
n = C S S )  n = C 2 9 )  n = ( 2 3  

None 49 29 2 

1 - 5 2 0 0 

6 - 10  4 0 0 

11 - 3 0  6 0 0 

31 - 60 i 0 0 

61 - 90 0 0 0 

91 - 120 0 0 0 

121 - 150 0 0 0 

151 - 180 2 0 0 

181 + 1 0 0 

Average  Days 
Sen tenced*  9 .4  0 . 0  0 . 0  

% J a i l e d  24.6  0 .0  0 . 0  

�9 * S e n t e n c e s  g r e a t e r  than  180 days  not  i n c l u d e d  
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EXHIBIT 3.4.2-4 
1975 DISPOSITIONS BY JAIL SANCTION 

(NHTSA Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed ~ Disposition Unknown) 

J a i l  Days C o n v i c t e d  DWI Withheld Judgement Lesser Charge 

N = (68) N = (21) N = (1) 

None 54 0 I 

1-5 2 0 0 

6-10  3 0 0 

II-30 4 0 0 

31-60 0 0 0 

61-90 2 0 0 

91-120 0 0 0 

121-150 0 0 0 

151-180 1 0 0 

181+ 2 0 0 

A v e r a g e  Days 
S e n t e n c e d *  7 .8  0 . 0  0 .0  

% Jailed 20.6 0.0 0.0 

* S e n t e n c e s  g r e a t e r  t h a n  180 d a y s  n o t  i n c l u d e d .  
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3.4.2 DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY SANCTION (Continued) 

Analyses of fine sanctions reflect the tendency toward softer penalties 
which accompany withheld judgement dispositions. For the four years tabulated, 
82.0 percent of those persons receiving withheld judgements also received fines. 
During the same period, 90.7 percent of those persons convicted for DWI also 
received fines. This is a statistically significant difference of 8.7 percent 
at P<.03, with a CR of 2.25 and 326 degrees of freedom. 

Dispositions by fine sanction are presented in Exhibits 3.4.2-5 (1972), 
3.4.2-6(1975), 3.4.2-7(1974), and 3.4.2 -8(1975). Analysis of average fine 
amounts are presented in Exhibit 3.4.2-9. 

The average fine amount has decreased $20.00 for convicted DNI's from 1972 to 
1975. This is significant with P L .07 and CR = 1.77. The average fine amount 
has increased $19.96 for withheld judgements from 1972 to 1975, significant 
with P <.53 and a CR = .62. 
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EXHIBIT 3 . 4 . 2 - 5  

1972 DISPOSITIONS BY FINE SANCTION 
(NHTSA Sample N=87) 

Fine Amount Convicted DWI Withheld Judgment Lesser Charge 
(N = 87) CN = 12) (N = O) 

No Fine 7 4 0 

1 - I00 13 4 0 

i01 - 150 22 1 0 

151 - 200 2B 0 0 

201 - 250 -9 3 0 

251 - 400 11 0 0 

"Average Fine $168.82 $108~72 $0.0  

% Receiving 
Fines 92 .0  66.7 0 .00 
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EXHIBIT 5 .4 .2 -6  

1973 DISPOSITIONS BY FINE SANCTION 
(NHTSA Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed 6 Disposition Unknown) 

Fine Amount Convicted DWI Withheld Judgment Lesser  Charge 
N = (599 N = (27) N = (1) 

No Fine 4 6 0 

1 - i00 ii 7 0 

i01 - 150 28 I0 1 

151 - 200 6 1 0 

201 - 250 7 2 0 

251 - 400 3 1 0 

Average Fine $148.42 $106.37 $150.00 

% Receiving 

Fines 93.2 77.8 i00 
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EXHIBIT 3.4.2-7 

1974 DISPOSITIONS BY FINE SANCTION 
(NHTSk Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed ~ Disposition Unknown) 

Fine Amount Convicted DWI Withheld Judgment Lesser Charge 
N -  (65) N -  (29) N -  (2) 

No Fine 11 4 1 

1 - 100 7 10 0 

1 0 1 -  150 25 8 0 

1S1 - 200 10 3 0 

201 - 250 6 4 1 

251 - 400 6 0 0 

@ 

Ave rage  F i n e  $144 .26  $115 .86  $125 .00  

% Receiving 
Fines 83.1 86.2 SO.O 
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EXHIBIT 3.4.2-8 
1975 DISPOSITIONS BY FINE SANCTION 

(NHTSA Sample Excluding Acquitted, Dismissed & Disposition Unknown) 

Fine Amount Convicted DWI Withheld Judgement  L e s s e r  Charge  

No Fine 

1 - 100 

101-150 

151-200 

201-250 

251-400 

N = (68) 

4 

19 

19 

14 

6 

6 

N = (21) 

2 

8 

3 

5 

2 

1 

S = (1) 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Average Fine $144.82 $128.29 $ S0 

% Receiving Fines 94.1  90 .5  100 
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�9 EXHIBIT 3.4.2-9 
ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE FINE SANCTIONS 1972, 1973 

1972 
1975 
CR 
P 

Convicted 

$168.82 
148.42 

1.56 
/...12 

Withheld 

$i08_33 
1 0 6 . 3 7  

.06 
.96 

CR 

2 0 0  
i .  I I  

P Value 

< .05 
.27 

EXHIBIT 3.4.2-10 
ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE FINE SANCTIONS 1973, 1974 

1973 
1974 
CR 
P 

1974 
1975 
CR 
P 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE 

Convicted 

$148,42 
144.26 

.29 
,.85 

Withheld 

$106,37 
115.86 

.45 
.66 

EXHIBIT 3.4.2-11 
FINE 

CR 

1 , 1 1  
1.59 

SANCTIONS 1974, 1975 

P Value 

.27 
< .12 

ConvictEd 

$144.26 
144,82 

.04 
< .96 

Withheld 

$ 1 1 5 . 8 6  
128,29 

.63 
i .52 

CR P Value 

1 . 5 9  ~" . 12 
. 9 7  -; . 33 

EXHIBIT 3.4-2.12 
ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE FINE SANCTIONS 1972, 1975 

Convicted Withheld CR P Valu~ 

1972 $168.82 $108.33 2.00 �9 .05 
1975 1 4 4 . 8 2  128 .29  .97 . , , .  33 
CR 1.77 .62 
P ~. .07 ~ .53 
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3.5 DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY BAC 

Distribution by Dispositions by BAC by year are presented in tabular form in 
Exhibits 3.5-I, 3.5-2, 3.5-3, 3.5-4, and 3.5-5. These distributions are based 
on the NHTSA random samples of 100 drivers arrested during the months of 
January each year. However, once these samples are broken down by disposition 
type, the number of entries becomes so small that meaningful analysis of any 
group other than "Convicted DWI Offenders Including Withheld Judgement" was 
impossible. In order to learn more about the BAC characteristics of various 
disposition groups, larger random samples were taken. Again, several attempts, 
samples for the following disposition types were obtained for 1972, 1973, 1974, 
and 1975. 

�9 Convicted DWI 
�9 Withheld Judgement 
�9 Acquitted~Dismissed 

This data is presented in Exhibits 3.5-6, 3.5-7 and 3.5-8. The computer pro- 
gram used to select these samples did not break out "lesser charge convictions", 
thus no analysis of this group has been attempted. This subject, however, will 
be addressed in the final project wrap-up report. 

,4 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov analysis (see Section 4.3 for a description of this methodol- 
ogy) of BAC distributions by year showed no significant difference between 
years for either convected DWI's, withheld judgement cases, or acquitted~dis- 
missed cases. These analyses are presented in Exhibits 3.5-9 to 3.5-18. 
Additionally, the percentages of persons with a BAC of .15 or higher were tested 
using a test for the significance of the difference between percentages. (See 
Section 4.1 for a description of this technique). The results of these analyses 
are presented in Exhibit 3.5-18. There were no significant changes from 1974 
to 1975. 

In order to determine if there are any differences in the distribution of BAC's 
between disposition types, data for all four years presented in Exhibit 3.5-6, 
3.5-7 and 3.5-8 was summed by disposition type. Analysis using the Kolmogorov- 
Smirnov technique was then performed to determine if any differences existed. 
These analyses are presented in Exhibits 3.5-19 and 3.5-20. Statistically sig- 
nificant differences were found between convicted DWI's and DWI's receiving 
withheld judgement and between convicted DWI's and cases acquitted or dismissed. 
Both were significant at P <.01. 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-1 
CONVICTED DWI OFFENDERS INCLUDING WITHHELD JUDGEMENTS 

BAC DISTRIBUTION 
(NHTSA Sample Data) 

Measure 19 72 19 73 1974 19 75 

Arrests 99 86 94 

Refusal 2 11 6 

Unknown 95 20 23 

Negative 0 0 3 

.01 - .04  0 1 O 

.05  - .09 0 4 7 

.10 - .14 0 23 23 

.15 - .19 2 17 19 

.20 - .24 0 10 12 

.25 * 0 0 i 

90 

1 

34 

2 

2 

7 

21 �9 

16 

4 

3 �9 

EXHIBIT 3.5-2 
DWI OFFENDERS DISMISSED 

BAC Distribution 
(NHTSA Sample Data) 

Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Ar res ts  0 2 0 

Refusal 0 1 0 

Unknown 0 1 0 

Negative 0 0 0 

.01 = .04  0 0 0 

. 05  - .09  0 0 0 

.10 - .14 0 0 0 

.15 - . 19 0 0 0 

�9 20 - .24 0 0 O 

�9 2 5 +  0 0 0 

7 

0 

0 

0 

1 

3 

0 

0 

3 

0 
) 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-3 
ACQUITTED DWI OFFENDERS 

BAC Distribution 
(NHTSA Sample Data) 

Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Arrests I 2 0 2 

Refusal 0 1 0 0 

Unknown 1 0 0 0 

Negative 0 0 0 0 

.01  - . 04  0 0 0 0 

.05 - . 0 9  0 0 0 0 

.10 - .14 0 1 0 2 

.15 - .19 0 0 0 0 

.20 . .24 0 0 0 0 

.25+ 0 0 0 0 

DWI OFFENDERS CONVICTED OF A LESSER CHARGE 
EXHIBIT 3.5-4 

BAC D i s t r i b u t i o n  
(NHTSA Sample Data) 

~ e a s u r e  19 72 19 73 1974 19 75 

A r r e s t s  0 2 2 1 

R e f u s a l  0 0 0 0 

Unknown 0 0 1 1 

N e g a t i v e  0 0 0 0 

. 0 1  - . 0 4  0 0 0 0 

.0S - . 0 9  0 I i 0 

�9 I 0  - . 14 0 0 0 0 

�9 15 - . 19 0 1 0 0 

�9 20 - . 24 0 0 0 0 

.25+: ~~ . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . .  0 0 0 0 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-5 
DWI OFFENDERS DISPOSITION UNKNOWN 

BAC Distribution 
(NHTSA Sample Data) 

Measure 19 72 1975 1974 1975 

Ar res t s  0 8 4 

Re fas a l  0 1 0 

Unknown 0 3 1 

Negat ive 0 0 0 

. 0 1  - . 0 4  0 0 0 

�9 05 - . 0 9  0 2 1 

�9 10 - . 14 0 1 1 

.15 - .19 0 1 0 

�9 20 - . 2 4  0 0 1 

�9 25+ 0 0 0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-6 
CONVICTED DWI OFFENDERS 

BAC Distribution 

Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

N = (68) N = (245) N = (273)  N = (277)  

N e g a t i v e  1 2 5 2 

.01 - .04 2 4 3 3 

.05 - .09 4 21 27 32 

.10 - .14 12 63 81 86 

.15 - .19 19 83 88 80 

.20 - .24 16 47 47 50 

.25+ 14 25 22 24 

Ave ra ge  BAC .185 .167  .159 .159  

Average Positive BAC �9 1 8 8  . 1 6 8  . 1 6 2  . 1 6 0  

% .15 or Higher 72.1  6 3 . 3  57 .5  5 5 . 4  
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EXHIBIT 3.5-7 
WITHHELD JUDGEMENT 
BAC Distribution 

Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

N = C25) N = C76) N = C130) N = C320)  

Nega t i ve  2 2 3 4 

.01 - . 0 4  0 1 2 2 

. 0 S  - . 0 9  4 8 17 29 

. 1 0  - . 1 4  9 25 49 130  

.15 - . 1 9  6 26 40 99 

.20 - .24 2 13 13 46 

.25+ 2 1 6 10 

Average BAC 

Average Positive BAC 

.137 .147 .142 .149 

.149 .151 .145 .15I  �9 

% .15 or Higher 40.0 52.6 45.4 48.3 

@ 

@ 

. .  so @ 



EXHIBIT 3.5-8 
ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 
BAC Distribution 

M e a s u r e  1972 1973 1974 1975 

N = (15) N = (14) N = (15) N = (107)  

N e g a t i v e  0 0 0 3 

01 - . 0 4  2 1 2 7 

05 - .09  2 3 2 32 

10 - . 14  6 8 6 29 

15 = . 19  4 1 4 18 

20 .24 1 1 1 12 

25+ 0 0 0 6 

A v e r a g e  BAC . 1 1 5  . 1 1 1  . l l S  . 1 2 5  

Average Positive BAC . 1 1 5  .111 . 1 1 7  . 1 2 9  

% .15 or Over 33.3 14.3 33.3 33.6 
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EXHIBIT 3 .5 -9  

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
CONVICTED DWI OFFENDERS 

1972/1975 

Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

1972 
Number Cum % 

N=(68) 

1 

2 

4 

12 

19 

16 

14 

1.S 

4 .4  

10.3 

27.9  

55 .9  

79 .4  

100.0 

1973 
Number Cure % 

N=(245) 

.8 

2.4 

11.0 

36.7 

70.6 

89.8 

100.0 

2 

4 

21 

63 

83 

47 

2 5  

Difference 

.7 

2 .0  

.7 

8 .8  

14.7 

10.4 

0 

KS Value for P=.O5 -- (18.6) 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-10 

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
CONVICTED DWI OFFENDERS 

1973/1974 

Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.0S - .09 

.i0 - .14 

.IS - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

1973 
Number 

:N=(245) 

2 

4 

21 

63 

83 

47 

25 

Cure % 

.8 

2.4 

II.0 

36.7 

70.6 

89.8 

I00.0 

1974 
Number 

I N=(273)  

5 

3 

27 

81 

88 

47 

22 

Cum % 

.1.8 

2.9 

12.8 

42.5 

74.7 

91.9 

i00.0 

Difference 

1.0 

.5 

1.8 

5.8 

4.1 

2.1 

0 

KS Value for P=.0S -- (12.0~ 
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EXHIBIT 3.S-11 
ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 

CONVICTED DWI OFFENDERS 
1974/1975 

C a t e g o r y  

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 

1974 
Number Cure % 

N = ([273) 

5 1.8 

3 2.9 

27 12.8 

81 42.5 

88 74 .7  

47 91 .9  

22 I00.0 

KS Value for P = .05 -- (Ii.6) 

1975 
Number Cum % 

N = {2779 

2 0 .7  

3 1 .7  

32 13.2  

86 44 .2  

80 73 .0  

50 91.0 

24 100.0 

Di f f e r e n c e  

1.1 

1.2 

0.4 

1.7 

1.7 

0.9 

0.0 
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EXHIBIT 3.5- 12 

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
WITHHELD JUDGMENTS 

1972/1973 

C a t e g o r y  

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.OS - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

1972 
Number 

N=(25) 

2 

0 

4 

9 

6 

2 

2 

Cure % 

8.0 

8.0 

24.0 

60.0 

84.0 

92.0 

100.0 

.1973 
Numb e r 

N= (76) 

2 

1 

8 

25 

26 

13 

1 

Cure % 

2.6 

3.9 

14.5 

47.4 

81.6 

98.7 

100.0 

D i f f e r e n c e  

5.4 

4.1 

9.5 

12.6 

2.4 

6.7 

0 

KS V a l u e  f o r  P=.OS - -  ( 2 3 . i )  
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Category  

Nega t ive  

.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

N=C76) 

EXHIBIT 3.5-13 

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
WITHHELD JUDGMENT 

1973/1974 

] 73 19: 
Number Cure % Number 4Cure 

~= (130) 

2 2.6 3 2.3 

1 3.9 - 2 3.8 

8 14.5 17 16.9  

25 47.4 49 54.6 

26 81.6 40 85.4 

13 98.7 13 95.4 

1 100.0 6 100.0 

D i f f e r e n c e  

.3 

.1 

2.4 

7.2 

3.8 

3.3 

0 

KS Value for P=.05 -- (19.6) 
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Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

�9 05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

�9 15 - . 19 

�9 20 - . 24 

�9 2 5 +  

EXHIBIT 3.5-14 
ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 

WITHHELD JUDGEMENT 
1974/1975 

1974 
Number Cure 

N = (13o3 

3 2.3 

2 3 . 8  

17 16 .9  

49 54.6 

40 85 .4  

13 95.4 

6 100 .0  

1975 
Number Cure 

N = C320) 

4 1.2 

2 1 . 8  

29 10.8 

130 51.4 

99 82.3 

46 96.6 

10 100.0 

Difference 

0.9 

2.0 

6.1 

3.2 

2.1 

1.2 

0.0 

KS Value  f o r  P = .05 - -  ( 1 4 . 2 )  
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Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.2S + 

EXHIBIT 3.5-15 

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

1972/1975 

1972 
Number 

N=(lS) 

0 

2 

2 

6 

4 

i 

0 

Cure % 

0 

13.3 

26.6 

66.7 

93.3 

100.0 

100.0 

1973 
Number Cure % 

0 

7.1 

28.6 

85.7 

97.9 

100.0  

100.0 

N=(14) 

0 

I 

3 

8 

1 

i 

0 

Difference 

0 

4.2 

2.0 

19.0 

.4 

0 

0 

KS Value for P=.05 -- ~50.5) 
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EXHIBIT 3.5- 16 

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

1973/1974 

Category 

N e g a t i v e  

. 0 1  - . 0 4  

. O S  - . 0 9  

. 1 0  - . 1 4  

. 1 5  - . 1 9  

. 2 0  - . 2 4  

.25 + 

19 '~; 
Number Cure % 

N=(14) 

0 

1 

3 

8 

1 

1 

0 

0 

7..1 

28.6 

85.7 

92.9 

lO0.O 

I00.0 

19 
Number 

N= (15) 

0 

2 

2 

6 

.4 

, I  

0 

'4 
Cum % 

0 

26.7 

66.7 

93.3 

100.0 

i00.0 

Difference 

0 

6.2 

1.9 

19.0 

0.4 

0 

0 

KS Value for P=.OS -- 24.2 

$9 



EXHIBIT 3.5-17 

ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 
ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

1974/1975 

Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.0S - .09 

.i0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25+ 

Number Cum % 

N = ( I S )  

0 0 

2 13~3 

2 26.7 

6 66~7 

4 93.3 

1 100.0 

0 100.0 

Number Cure % 

N = (107)  

3 2 . 8  

7 9.3 

32 39.2 

29 66.3 

18 83.1 

12 94.3 

6 100.0 

KS Value for P = .OS -- (37.4) 

Difference 

2.8 

4.0 

12.5 

0.4 

10.2 

5.7 

0 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-18 
ANALYSIS OF THE PERCENTAGE OF PERSONS WITH 

A BAC OF .1S OR HIGHER 

Comparison Value 1 Value 2 CR 

Convicted DWI's 1972-1973 

Convicted DWI's 1973-1974 

Convicted DWI's 1974-1975 

Withheld Judgement 1972-1973 

Withheld Judgement 1973-1974 

Withheld Judgement 1974-1975 

Acquitted~Dismissed 1972-1973 

Acquitted~Dismissed 1973-1974 

Acquitted~Dismissed 1974-1975 

72.1 63 .3  1.35 

63 .3  57.5 1.35 

57 .5  55 .6  0.45 

40 .0  52.6 1.09 

52.6 45.4 .85 

45.4 48.4 .58 

33.3  14 .3  1 .19  

14.3 33.3  1.19 

33.3  33.6 .02 

z~ .18 

i..18 

-": . 6S 

/ .28 

/ .40 

.$6 

- 26 

." .26 

.99 
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Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

. 0 5  - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25+ 

EXHIBIT 3.5-19 
ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 

CONVICTED DWI VERSUS WITHHELD JUDGEMENT 
Combined 1972, 1973, 1974, 1975 Samples 

Convicted DWI 
Number Cum% 

N = (86S) 

I0 1.2 

12 2.6 

84 12.3 

242 40.3  

270 71.6 

160 90.1 

85 i00.0  

Withheld Judgement 
Number Cure % 

N = C551) 

11 2.0 

5 2.9 

58 13.4 

213 52.1 

171 83.1 

74 96.6 

19 i00.0 

Di s e 

0.8 

0.3 

1.1 

11.8"* 

11.5"* 

6.5 

0.0 

KS V a l u e  s  P = .OS - -  ( 7 . 4 )  
KS V a l u e  f o r  P = . 01  - -  C 8 . 9 )  

** Significant at P < .01 
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EXHIBIT 3.5-20 
ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTIONS 

ACQUITTED/DISMISSED VERSUS CONVICTED DWI 
Combined 1972, 1973, 1974, 1975 Samples 

Acquitted/Dismissed 
C a t e g o r y  Number Cum % 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.i0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25+ 

N = (146)  

S 3 .4  

10 10.3  

38 36.3  

45 67 .1  

25 84 .2  

16 95.2 

7 100.0 

Convicted DWI 
Number Cum % 

N = (863) 

10 1 .2  

12 2 .6  

84 12.3 

242 40 .3  

270 71.6  

160 90.1 

85 100.0 

Di fference 

2.2 

7.7 

24.0** 

26.8** 

12.6 

5.1 

0.0 

KS Value  f o r  P : .05 (12 .1 )  
KS Value  f o r  P = .01 (14 .6)  

** Significant at P < .01 
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3.6 DISPOSITION BY ENFORCEMENT TYPE 

Persons arrested by the Idaho ASAP Alcohol Emphasis Patrol are not treated 
differently than persons arrested by any other agency. Analysis of a random 
sample of 292 persons arrested by the ASAP with BAC tests, and 266 persons 
arrested by regular patrols accompanied by BAC tests revealed no significant 
difference in the distribution of BAC's between these samples. However, the 
average BAC for persons arrested by the ASAP patrol was lower than that for 
the regular patrol. The analysis was performed using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov 
technique Csee Section 4.3 for a description of this methodology). The 
largest difference detected was .071 and a difference of .1i5 was required for 
significance at P = .05. The data for this analysis is presented in Exhibit 
3.6-1. 

Analyses of dispositions by arresting agency for 1973, 1974 and 1975 are pre- 
sented in Exhibits 3.6-2, 3.6-3, and 3.6-4. These analyses are based on the 
random samples selected for NHTSA. The analyses were performed using a test 
for the significance of the difference between percentages [see Section 4.1 
for a description of this methodology). The analyses revealed that in 1973 
the ASAP patrol had a greater number of cases with unknown dispositions and 
cases dismissed or acquitted. These differences were significant at P L .03 
and P z .05 respectively. A corresponding decrease, significant at P < 01 in 
convictions is also noted. " ' 

In 1974, the only significant difference (P..05) exists in the number of 
ASAP patrol cases with unknown dispositions. This is most likely due to data 
recording problems rather than officer performance. The ASAP patrol and the 
regular state police report all arrests to ASAP. Arresting agencies other than 
these report only convictions. Thus, unknown dispositions, acquittals and 
dismissals of cases involving these agencies may not be reported. Whenever 
possible, the ASAP presentence investigators forward records of these cases 
from court dockets to ASAP. Some cases, however, do remain unreported. 

In 1975, ASAP had nine out of fifty cases in the sample acquitted or dismissed, 
while none of the non-ASAP cases were acquitted or dismissed. This is signifi- 
cant at P < .01. As a result of these dismissals, the percentage of DWI convictions 
is higher for non-ASAP arrests, and is also significant at P < .01. 
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EXHIBIT 3.6-1 
ANALYSIS OF BAC DISTRIBUTION FOR 

ASAP AND NON-ASAP ARRESTS 

Category 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 .19 

.20 - .24 

.25+ 

Average BAC 

Average P o s i t i v e  
BAC 

ASAP I Non-ASAP 
Number Cum % Number Cum % 

N : (292) N : (266) 

3 1.0 11 4 .1  

I0  4 .4  4 5 .6  

36 16.7 26 15.3 

97 49.9 83 46.5 

99 83.8 85 78.4 

39 97.1 31 90.0 

8 100.0 26 100.0 

14.2 

14.4 

KS Value for P = .OS-(ll.S) 

15.3 

16.0 

Difference 

3.1  

1 .2  

1.4 

4 .4  

5 .4  

7 .1  

0 .0  

1.1 

1.6 
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EXHIBIT 3.6-2 

ANALYSIS OF DISPOSITIONS BY ARRESTING AGENCY 
1975 

Evaluation Measure ASAP Non-ASAP CR P 

Sample Size SO 50 

% Arrested I00 

% Disposition Unknown 16 

% Convicted {Total} 76 

% Convicted DWI 76 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 0 

% Acquitted/Dismissed 8 

100 - -  

0 2 .18  

100 3 . 6 9  

98 3 .27  

2 .71 

0 2.04 

<.03 

<.01 

<.01 

<.48 

<.05 

EXHIBIT 3 . 6 - 3  

ANALYSIS OF DISPOSITIONS BY ARRESTING AGENCY 
1974 

Evaluation Measure ASAP Non-ASAP CR P 

Sample Size 50 50 

% Arrested i00 

% Disposition Unknown 8 

% Convicted {Total 92 

% Convicted DWI 92 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 0 

% Acquitted~Dismissed 0 

100 - -  

0 2 .04  

100 1 .53  

98 1 .37  

2 .71 

0 ---- 

n o  

<.OS 

<.13 

<.18 

<.48 
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EXHIBIT 3.6-4 
ANALYSIS OF DISPOSITIONS BY ARRESTING AGENCY 

1975 

Evaluation Measure ASAP Non-ASAP CR 

Sample Size 50 50 

% Arrested 

% Disposition Unknown 

% Convicted (Total) 

% Convicted DWI 

% Convicted Lesser Charge 

% Acquitted~Dismissed 

I00 i00 

2 0 

80 i00 

80 98 

0 2 

18 0 

1.01 

3.33 

2.88 

1.01 

3.14 

.40 

~..01 

t. .01 

z..40 

<..01 
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5.7 PROCESSING TIME TO DISPOSITION 

Processing times to disposition have been analyzed based on data obtained from 
the NHTSA random samples for 1972 through 1975. Average processing time has �9 
been determined for four categories of dispositions. They are: 

�9 Convicted DWI 
�9 Withheld Judgement 
�9 Acquitted/Dismissed 
�9 Lesser Charge 

This  d a t a ,  a long with  c a l c u l a t e d  va r i ances  and s t anda rd  d e v i a t i o n s ,  a re  p r e -  
s e n t e d  i n  E x h i b i t s  3 .7 -1 ,  3 . - 7 . 2 ,  5 .7 -3 ,  and 3 .7-4 .  Fu r the r  a n a l y s i s  of  the 
A c q u i t t e d / D i s m i s s e d  ca t ego ry  and the  Lesser  Charge ca t ego ry  have not been 
pe r fo rmed  due to  the  l i m i t e d  da ta  a v a i l a b l e  in  these  c a t e g o r i e s .  

Analyses of processing time changes from year to year and by disposition for 
the Convicted DWI category and the Withheld Judgement category are presented 
in Hxhibits 5.7-5 to 5.7-8. These analyses were performed using a test for 
the significance of the difference between means. A statistically significant 
increase in processing time occurred between 1972 and 1975 for both categories 
tested. A reduction in processing time occurred in both categories between 1974�9 
and 1975; however, this reduction was not significant. The processing times for 
1975 remained significantly higher than 1972 with P 4.11 for convictions and 
P <..01 for withheld judgements. 

I t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  to  note  t h a t  i n  1972, wi thhe ld  judgement cases had s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
(P < .01) lower processing time than cases resulting in convictions. This �9 
difference did not exist in 1973, 1974 or 1975. In fact, the average processing 
time for withheld judgement cases was higher during these years, but not signifi- 
cantly so. 

The i n c r e a s e  in  p r o c e s s i n g  time over  1972 fo r  1975, 1974 and 1975, i s  due, fo r  the 
most p a r t ,  to  de lays  i n c u r r e d  whi le  a p resen tence  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  i s  conducted.  �9 
Normal p r o c e d u r e s  c a l l  fo r  these  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  to be completed over  a 14-day 
p e r i o d .  
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EXHIBIT 3.7-1 
DAYS TO DISPOSITION FOR CONVICTED DWI OFFENDERS 

Evaluation Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Sample Size 

Mean 

Variance 

Standard Deviation 

87 59 65 68 

25.87 41.47 45.20 36.03 

1,376.54 4,422.77 2,765.60 2,716.16 

37.10 66.50 52.59 52.12 

EXHIBIT 3.7-2 
DAYS TO DISPOSITION FOR WITHHELD JUDGEMENT CASES 

Evaluation Measure 1972 1973 19 74 1975 

Sample Size 

�9 Mean 

Variance 

Standard Deviation 

12 26 29 21 

11.08 65.11 51.03 42.95 

245.54 2 , 7 0 1 . 0 5  2 , 1 7 2 . 7 9  2,535.85 

15.61 51.97 46.61 50.35 

EXHIBIT 3.7-3 
DAYS TO DISPOSITION FOR ACQUITTED OR DISMISSED CASES 

Evaluation Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Sample Size 

Mean 

I Variance 

Standard Deviation 

1 4 0 

304 116 N/A 

N/A 1105 N/A 

N/A 33.24 N/A 

9 

99.35 

1528.44 

39.10 
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EXHIBIT 3.7-4 
DAYS TO DISPOSITION FOR CASES RESULTING IN A 

LESSER CHARGE CONVICTION 

Evaluation Measure 1972 1973 1974 1975 

Sample Size 

Mean 

Variance 

Standard Deviation 

0 1 

N/A 42 

N/A N/A 

N/A N/A 

2 

35 

1568 

39.59 

1 

75 

N/A 

N/A 

EXHIBIT 3.7-5 
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

1972 - 1973 

Convicted Withheld CR P Value 

1972 

1973 

CR 

P Value 

25.87 11.08 

51.47 65.11 

2.69 4.85 

L .01 <.01 

2.46 

1.02 

< .02 

< .31 

EXHIBIT 3 . 7 - 6  
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

1973 - 1974 

Convicted Withheld CR P Value 

1973 

1974 

CR 

P Value 

51.47 65.11 

45.20 51.03 

.58 1.05 

~.. 57 .30 

1.02 

.54 

< .31 

< .59 
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EXHIBIT 3.7-7 
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

1974 - 1975 

Convicted Withheld CR P Value 

1974 

1975 

CR 

P Value 

45.20 51.03 

36.03 42.95 

1 . 0 1  0.57 

31 . . . .  < .57 

.54 

.55 

r . . 5 9  

~ . 5 9  

EXHIBIT 3.7-8 
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

1972 - 1975 

Convicted Withheld CR P Value 

1972 

1975 

CR 

P Value 

25.87 11.08 

36.03 42.95 

1.60 2.68 

.ii < .01 

2.46 

.55 

~..02 

~..59 

71 



3.8 PROFILE COMPARISONS 

Profiles have been developed for various disposition groups, persons referred 
and persons not referred to treatment, as well as persons entering the traffic 
safety system in 1972, 1973, 1974, and 1975. These profiles are based on 
random samples selected from the Alcohol Data Bank. Data from the NHTSA 
samples was not used due to limited sample sizes. 

The profile data presented in this section has been summarized from computer- 
prepared profiles. Exhibit 3.8-I lists the data elements analyzed and the 
statistical methodologies employed. 

EXHIBIT 3 . 8 - 1  
PROFILE COMPARISON METHODOLOGY 

Data Element Statistical Methodology 

Sex 
Age 
Rehabilitation 
Income 
BAC 
Refusals 
Drinker Class 
Violation History 

Difference Between Percentages 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov 
Difference Between Percentages 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov 
Difference Between Percentages 
Difference Between Percentages 
Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

The Kolmogorov-Smirnov methodology is described in Section 4.3 of this report. 
Section 4.1 contains a description of the test for the significance of the 
difference between two percentages. 

The analysis of Implied Consent Refusals is based on a cumulative percentage 
comparison, (i.e., the total percentage refusing to submit for a test). It 
should also be noted that the "Est. Prob. Drinkers" is a computer estimate based 
on the total sample size and is thus analyzed using the total sample size rather 
than the N reported beside the heading "Drinker Class Data." 

The profile analysis of referred versus not-referred offenders also contains data 
regarding recidivism. This data was analyzed using the test for the significance 
of the difference between percentages. 

Complete profile data for each group compared are presented in Section 5 of this 
report for those readers who are interested in additional data elements or in 
conducting their own analyses. 

3 . 8 . 1  PROFILE COMPARISON OF DISPOSITION GROUPS 

Random samples of persons convicted for DWI, persons receiving withheld judgements O 
and persons acquitted or dismissed were selected for 1972, 1973, 1974, and 1975. 
Profile comparisons were then analyzed for differences using the techniques des- 
cribed earlier. Exhibit 3.8.1-1 presents a sumary of the comparisons made. 
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EXHIBIT 3.8.1-1 
PROFILE COMPARISONS BY DISPOSITION TYPE 

Comparison Exhibit 

1972 Convicted - Withheld 
1972 Convicted - Acquitted~Dismissed 
1973 Convicted - Withheld 
1973 Convicted - Acquitted~Dismissed 
1974 Convicted - Withheld 
1974 Convicted - Acquitted~Dismissed 
1975 Convicted - Withheld 
1975 Convicted - Acquitted~Dismissed 

3 . 8 . 1 - 2  
5 . 8 . 1 - 3  
3 . 8 . 1 - 4  
3 . 8 . 1 - 5  
3 . 8 . 1 - 6  
5 . 8 . 1 - 7  
3 . 8 . 1 - 8  
3.8.1-9 

Analysis of 1972 convicted DWI offenders and offenders receiving withheld 
judgements revealed that those persons receiving withheld judgements are 
generally younger (P <.05) have lower BAC results (P< .05) and are more 
likely to be classified as non-problem drinkers (P = .05) and have a higher 
probability of attending Court Alcohol School (P" .01). 

Meaningful comparison of 1972 convicted DWI offenders with persons acquitted 
or dismissed is difficult because of the limited sample size in the acquitted 
category. Statistical analyses of these two groups revealed only one major 
difference. More persons acquitted refused to submit for a chemical test than 
persons convicted (P<.01). 

Comparing 1973 data for the convicted and withheld judgement categories re- 
inforced several of the findings made during the analysis of 1972 data. Again, 
persons receiving withheld judgements had a higher probability of attending 
Court Alcohol School (P< .01) and were more likely non-problem drinkers (P .01). 
The difference in age distribution was not significant in 1973; however, a 
significantly larger percentage of women received withheld judgements. Other 
differences include a lower level of persons refusing chemical tests (P i .05) 
and more one-time offenders (p< .05). It was also interesting to note that the 
computer-estimated number of problem drinkers was significantly lower (P :L.01) 
for the withheld judgement group. 

Analysis of convicted and acquitted DWI offenders for 1973 again revealed few 
differences due to the small sample size of the acquitted sample. The only 
difference being persons acquitted had significantly lower BAC levels (P< .01). 

Review o f  d a t a  o f  c o n v i c t e d  and w i t h h e l d  j udgemen t  g roups  f o r  1974 r e v e a l e d  
only two significant differences. These were that those persons receiving with- 
held judgements tended to have higher levels of accident involvements (Pz .05) 
and were less likely to be classified a problem drinker by the computer-estima- 
tion program [P < .01). No significant differences were found between convicted 
and acquitted offenders for 1974. 
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3.8.1 PROFILE COMPARISON OF DISTRIBUTION GROUPS (Continued) 

C o m p a r i s o n  o f  t h e  1975 c o n v i c t e d  v e r s u s  w i t h h e l d  j u d g e m e n t  samples  showed t h e  
following significant differences: 

�9 Withheld judgement cases were more likely to attend Court Alcohol 
School (P L.01). 

�9 Withheld judgement cases are less likely to be problem drinkers 
(P < .01). 

�9 Withheld judgement cases have more non-alcohol-related violations 
(P <.01). 

Comparing the 1975 convicted versus acquitted/dismissed samples showed the 
following significant differences: 

�9 Acquitted/dismissed cases have BAC levels <.15 (P< .05). 

�9 Acquitted/dismissed cases are less likely t o  be problem drinkers 
(P 4.02). 
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EXHIBIT 3.8.1-2 

PROFILE COMPARISON 1972 CONVICTED VERSUS WITHHELD 

EVALUATION blEASURE 

SEX 
MALES 
FEM~kLES 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
.I0 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

500 

N=(312) 
287 
25 

N= (483) 
38.3 

9 
75 
71 
65 
54 
49 
62 
65 
33 

N=(S00) 
48 
41 

4 

N=(21) 
6 
3 
7 
3 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N=(68) 
.185 
.188 

1 
2 
4 

12 
19 
16 
14 

N=(500) 
12 
1 
0 

Percent 

91.9 
8.0 

1.9 
17.4 
32.1 
45.6 
56.8 
66.9 
79.7 
93.2 

I00.0 

9 . 6  
8 . 2  
0 .8  

28.6 
42.9 
.76.2 
90.5 
95.3 

i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
I00.0 
100.0 

1.5 
4.4 

10.3 
27.9 
55.8 
79.3 

i00.0 

2.4 
2.6 
2.6 

75 

Withheld 
Number 

140 

N= (108) 
99 
9 

N= (134)  
3 6 . 6  

9 
31 
22 
12 

6 
7 

14 
19 
14 

N= (140) 
8 
8 

10 

N=(:9) 
4 
5 
5 
3 
I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 

N= (25)  
.137 

.149 
2 
0 
4 
9 
6 
2 
2 

N= (140) 
7 
0 
0 

Percent 

91.6 
8 . 3  

6.7 
29.8 
46.2 
55.2 
59.7 
64.9 
75.3 
89.5 

I00.0 

5.7 
5.7 
7.1 

21.1 
4 7 . 4  
73.7 
8 9 . 5  
9 4 . 8  
9 4 . 8  
9 4 . 8  
9 4 . 8  
9 4 . 8  

i00.0 

8.0 
8.0 

24.0 
60.6 
84.0 
92.0 

I00.0 

5 . 0  
5 . 0  
5 . 0 .  

CR 
Diff 

.i0 

.i0 

4.8 
12.4 
14.1 
9.6 
2.9 
2.0 
4.3 
3.7 
0.0 

1.44 
.98 

4 . 5  

7 . 5  
4 . 5  
2 . 5  
1 . 0  

.5 
5 . 2  
5 . 2  
5 . 2  
5 . 2  
0 . 0  

6.5 
3.6 

13.7 
32.7 
28.2 
22.7 
0.0 

1.44 

<.93 
< .93 

N,S. 
N.S. 
< .O5 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .15  
< .33  
< .01 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
< .05 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .15 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-2 (Continued) 

PROFILE COMPARISON 1972 CONVICTED VERSUS WITHHELD 

EVALUATI ON blEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
I DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

N: (19) 
6 

11 
2 

53 

N:(SO0) 
365 

99 
22 

7 
4 

1.35 

133 
21 
3 
2 
0 

.54 

34 
5 
0 
0 

.08 

Percent 

31.5 
57.8 
10.S 
10.6 

73.0 
92.8 
97.2 
98.6 

i00.0 

26.6 
30.8 
n.4 
31.8 
31.8 

6.8 
7.8 
7.8 
7.8 

76 

Wi thh eld 
Number 

N=(16) 
-~ 2 

14 
0 

i0 

113 
22 
4 
0 
0 

1.20 

40 
13 
4 
1 
0 

.90 

23 
2 
1 
0 

.21 

Percent 

12.5 
87.5 
0.0 
7.1 

80.7 
96.4 

i00.0 
I00.0 
i00.0 

28.6 
37.9 
40.8 
41.5 
41.5 

16.4 
17.8 
18 .S 
18.5 

CR 
Diff 

1.33 
1.96 
1.33 
1.23 

6.3 
3.6 
2.8 
1.4 
0.0 

2.0 
7.1 
9.4 
9.7 
9.7 

9.6 
I0.0 
10.7 
10.7 



PROFILE COMPARISON 1972 

EXHIBIT 3.8.1-3 

CONVICTED VERSUS ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
MALES 
FEMALES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.i0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE" 
3 OR MORE 

C o n v i c t e d  DWI 
Number 

500 

N= C312) 
287 
25 

N=C483) 
38.3 

9 
75 
71 
65 
54 
49 
62 
65 
33 

N=(S00) 
48 
41 

4 

N= (21) 
6 
3 
7 
3 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N=(68) 
.185 
.188 

1 
2 
4 

12 
19 
16 
13 

N=C500) 
12 
1 
0 

Percent 

91.9 

8.0 

1.9 
17.4 
32.1 
45.6 
56.8 
66.9 
79.7 
93.2 
i00.0 

9.6 
8.2 
0.8 

28.6 
42.9 
76.2 
90.5 
95.3 

I00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
I00.0 
100.0 

1 .5  
4 . 4  

10 .3  
2 7 . 9  
5 5 . 8  
7 9 . 3  

100 .0  

2.4 
2.6 
2.6 

77 

Acquitted/Dismissed 
Number 

10 

N=(9) 
9 
0 

N=(9) 
41.2 

0 
2 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
3 
1 

q=Cl0) 
2 
0 
0 

N=C3) 
0 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N= (10) 
.138 
.172 

2 
0 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 

N= (10) 
2 
0 
0 

Percent 

I00.0 
0.0 

0.0 
22.2 
22.2 
55.5 
55.5 
55.5 
55.5 
88.8 
I00.0 

2 0 . 0  
0 . 0  
0 . 0  

0 
66.7 

i00.0 
i00.0 
100.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
I00.0 
i00.0 

2 0 . 0  
2 0 . 0  
3 0 . 0  
5 0 . 0  
7 0 . 0  
9 0 . 0  

1 0 0 . 0  

20.0 
20.0 
20.0 

CR 
Diff 

.89 

.89 

1.9 
4.8 
9.9 
9.9 
1.3 

Ii .4 
24.2 
4.4 
0.0 

I.i0 
.94 
.28 

28.6 
23.8 
23.8 
9.5 
4.7 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

18.5 
15.6 
19.7 
52.1 
14.2 
i0.7 
0.0 

3.2 

<.38 

<.38 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< . 3 2  
< .35 
< .78 

N.S, 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S, 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

<.01 



EXHIBIT 3 . 8 . 1 - 3  (Continued) 

PROFILE COMPARISON 1972 CONVICTED VERSUSACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

EVALUATI ON MEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

N=(19) 
6 

ii 
2 

53 

N+(500) 
365 
99 
22 
7 
4 

1.35 

133 
21 

3 
2 
0 

.54 

34 
5 
0 
0 

.08 

Percent 

31.5 
57.8 
10.5 
10.6 

73.0 
92.8 
97.2 
98.6 

I00.0 

26.6 
30.8 

3 1 . 4  
31.8 
31.8 

6 .8  
7.8 
7.8 
7.8 

78 

Acguitted/Dismissed 
Number Percent 

N=(3) 

2 
0 
2 

N=(10) 
7 
1 
0 
0 
1 

1.40 

3 
1 
0 
0 
0 

.80 

3 
0 
0 
0 

.30 

CR 
Di fs 

23.0 .C 
67.0 .3 

0 .0  .5 
20.0 .9 

70.0 3.0 
80 .0  12.8 
80 .0  17.2 
80.0 18.6 
90.0 10.0 

30.0 3.4 
40.0  9.2 
40.0 8.6 
40.0 8.2 
40.0 8.2  

30.0 23.2 
30.0 22.2 
30.0 22.2 
30.0 22.2 



PROFILE COMPARION 
EXHIBIT 3.8.1-4 

1973 CONVICTED VERSUS WITHHELD 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
MALES 
FEI~,LES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 

AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 

AGE 30 - 34 

AGE 35 - 39 

AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 

AGE 50 - 59 

AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
. 0 5  - . 0 9  

. 1 0  - . 1 4  

. 1 5  - . 1 9  

. 2 0  - . 2 4  

.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

S00 

N=(326) 
308 

18 

N=(466) 
3 7 . 5  

17 

81 
65 
58 
42 

51 
56 
69 
27 

N=(SO0) 
39 
54 
54 

N=(66) 
2O 
2O 
13 

8 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N=(245) 
.167 
.168 

2 
4 

32 
63 
83 
47 
25 

N=(SO0) 
30 
1 
0 

P e r c e n t  

94.4 
5.5 

3.6 
2]..0 
34.9 
47.3 
56.3 
67.2 
79.2 
94.0 

i00.0 

7.8 
10.8 
10.8 

30.3 
60.6 
80.3 
92.4 
96.9 

I00.0 
I00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
100.0 

.8 
2.4 

II.0 
36.7 
70.6 
89.8 
i00.0 

6.0 
6.2 
6.2 

79 

Withheld 
Number 

148 

N= {114) 
97 
17 

N=(134) 
37.5 

7 
23 
15 
14 
2O 
11 
13 
21 
10 

N=(148) 
15 
20 
25 

N=(42) 
17 
4 
4 
7 
5 
1 
3 
0 
0 
1 

N,, (76) 
.147 
.151 

2 
1 
8 

25 
26 
13 
1 

N=(148) 
3 
0 
0 

Percent 

8 5 . 0  

14.9 

5.2 
22.4 
33.6 
44.0 
58.9 
67.1 
76.8 
92.5 

i00.0 

I0 . i  
13.5 
16.8 

40.5 
50.0 
59.5 
76.2 
88.1 
90.5 
97.6 
97.6 
97.6 
I00.0 

2.6 
3.9 

14.4 
47.3 
81.5 
98.6 

I00.0 

2.0 
2.0 
2.0 

CR 
Diff 

3.19 
3.19 

1.6 
1.4 
1.3 
3.3 
2.6 

. i  
2.4 
1.5 

0 

.89 

.91 
i .96 

10.2 
10.6 
20.8 
16.2 
8.8 
9.5 
3.4 
3.4 
3.4 
0.0 

1.8 
1.5 
3.4 

10.6 
10.9 
8.8 
0.0 

2.01 

<.01 
<.01 

N.S.  
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

<.38  
<.37  

.05 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

<.05 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-4 (Continued) 
PROFILE COMPARISON 1973 CONVICTED VERSUS WITHHELD 

EVALUATI ON MEASURE 
Convicted DWI I Withheld 

Number Percent I Number 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDERTS 

N= (52) 
27 
19 
6 

112 

N=(S00) 
322 
111 
41 
19 
6 

1.55 

130 
34 

7 
3 
2 

�9 75 

56 
20 
6 
1 

.23 

51.9 
36.5 
Ii .5 
22.4 

64.4 
86.6 
94.8 
98.6 

I00.0 

26.0 
32.8 

3 4 . 8  
34.8 
35.2 

11.2 
15.2 
16.4 
16.6 

80 

N=(34) 
8 

23 
3 

17 

N=(148) 
116 
25 
3 
3 
1 

1.29 

47 
i0 
3 
1 
0 

.83 

30 
5 
I 
0 
.29 

CR 
Percent Dif 

23.5 2.( 
67.6 5.: 
8.8 I .( 
Ii .4 2.(. 

78.4 14.( 
95.3 8.7 
97.3 2..= 
99.3 .7 

I00.0 0.C 

31.8 5.8 
3 8 . 6  5 . 8  
40.6 6.4 
41.3 6.5 
41.3 5.1 

20.3 9.1 
23.7 8.5 
24.4 8.0 
24.4 7.8 



EXHIBIT 3 . 8 . 1 - 5  
PROFILE COMPARISON 1973 CONVICTED VERSUS ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
MALES 
FEMALES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
.I0 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

500 

N=(326) 
3O8 
18 

N= (466) 
375 

17 
81 
65 
58 
42 
51 
56 
69 
27 

N= (500) 
39 
54 
54 

N=(66) 
20 
20 
13 
8 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N= (245) 
16.7 
16.8 

2 
4 

32 
63 
83 
47 
25 

N=CS00) 
30 

I 
0 

Percent 

94.4 
5.5 

3.6 
2i.0 
34.9 
47.3 
56.3 
67.2 
79.2 
94.0 

100.0 

7.8 
10.8 
10.8 

30.3 
60.6 
80.3 
92.4 
96.9 

i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
I00.0 

.8 
2.4 

I I . 0  
36.7 
70.6 
89.8 

i00.0 

6.0 
6.2 
6.2 

81 

Acquitted~Dismissed 
Number Percent 

17 

N=(11) 
I0 

I 

41.1 
0 
2 
2 
0 
1 
1 
2 
I 
2 

N= (17) 
2 
I 
3 

N:(6) 
3 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N=(14) 
.111 
.111 

0 
i 
3 
8 
I 
i 
0 

N:(0) 
0 
0 
0 

90.9 
9.0 

0 
18.2 
36.4 
36.4 
45.5 
54.6 
72.8 
81.9 

i00.0 

11.7 
5.8 
17.6 

50.0 
83.3 

i00.0 
I00.0 
I00.0 
I00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
I00.0 
I 00 .0  

0 
7.1 

28.5 
85.6 
92.7 

i00.0 
I00.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

CR 
Diff 

.49 

.49 

3.6 
2.8 
1.5 

10.9 
!0.8 
12.6 
6.4 

12.1 
0.0 

.59 

.53 

.88 

19.7 
22.7 
19.7 
7.6 
3.1 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

.8 
4.7 

17.5 
48.9 
22.1 
10.2 

0.0 

1.04 

< .63 
< .63 

N,S.  
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .56 
< .60 
< 3 8  

N.S, 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N,S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
<.01 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

.30 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-5 (Continued) 
PROFILE COMPARISON 1973 CONVICTED VERSUS ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

EVALUATI ON MEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

I-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

I ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDEh~S 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

N:(S2) 
27 
19 
6 

112 

N:(S00) 
322 
111 
41 
19 
6 

1.55 

130 
34 
7 
3 
2 

.75 

56 
20 
6 
1 

.23 

Percent 

$1.9 
36.5 
11.5 
22.4 

64.4 
86.6 
94.8 
98.6 

i00.0 

26.0 
32.8  
34.2 
34.8 
35.2 

11.2 
15.2 
16.4 
16.6 

82 

Acquite~d/Dismissed 
Number Percent 

N:(6)  
i .% 

4 
i 
3 

N=(17) 
8 
7 
2 
0 
0 

1.64 

4 
2 
1 
0 
O 

1.0S 

4 
0 
0 
1 

.47 

CR 
Diff 

16.6 1.63 
66.6 1.42 
16.6 .36 
17.6 .47 

47.1 17.3 
88.3 2.7 

100.0 5.2 
100.0 1.4 
100.0 0.0 

23.5 2.5 
35.3 2.5 
41.1 6.9 
41.1 6.3 
41.1 5.9 

23.5 11.3 
23.5 8.3  
23.5 7.1 
29.4 12.'8 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-6 

PROFILE COMPARISON 1974 CONVICTED VERSUS WITHHELD 

g 

O 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
~ L E S  
FEMALES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 -39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
. 0 5  - . 0 9  

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

430 

N=(345) 
g25 

2O 

N=(383) 
36.1 

36 
64 
44 
46 
46 
39 
30 
58 
2O 

N= (430) 
40 
46 
69 

N=(94) 
26 
26 
22 
i0 
3 
2 
2 
1 
0 
2 

N={273 
.159 
�9 162 

5 
3 

27 
81 
88 
47 
22 

N= (430) 
18 
1 
1 

P e r c e n t  

94.2 
5.7 

9.4 
26.1 
37.6 
49.6 
61.6 
71.8 
79.6 
94.7 
I00.0 

9.3 
10.6 
16.0 

27.7 
55.4 
78.8 
89.4 
92.6 
94.7 
96.8 
97.9 
97.9 

I00.0 

1.8 
2.9 

12.8 
42.5 
74.7 
91.9 
I00.0 

4.1 
4 . 3  
4.5 

83 

Wit hh e I d 
Number 

N= (166) 
152 

14 

N= (173) 
36.8 

21 
25 
24 
I2 
23 
I0 
23 
20 
15 

N=(1779 
13 
20 
30 

N= (52) 
14 
7 

II 
9 
4 
3 
3 
1 
0 
0 

N=(130) 
.142 
.145 

3 
2 

17 
49 
40 
13 
6 

N= (177) 
4 
0 
0 

Percent 

91.5 
8.4 

12.1 
26.6 
40.5 
47.4 
60.3 
66.5 
79.8 
91.4 

I00.0 

7.3 
11.2 
16.9 

26.9 
40.4 
61.6 
78.9 
86.6 
92.4 
98.2 

i00.0 
I00.0 
i00.0 

2.3 
3.8 

16.9 
54.6 
85.4 
95.4 

i00.0 

2.2 
2.2 
2.2 

CR 
Diff 

1.15 
1.10 

2.7 
.5 

2.9 
2.2 
.9 

5.3 
.2 

3.7 
0 

.79 

.22 

.27 

0.8 
15.0 
17.2 
6.0 
2.3 
1.4 
I.i 
I.i 
0.0 

.5 

.9 
4.1 

12.1 
10.7 
3.5 

0 

D - -  

1.32 

= .25 
< .32 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .43 
< .83 
< .79 

NoS. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

<.19 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-6 (Continued) 

PROFILE COMPARISON 1974 CONVICTED VERSUS WITHHELD 

Q 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
I DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

i-2 NON 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE 

A/R VIOLATIONS 

NON A/R VIOL 

I ACC IDENT 
2 ACC IDENTS 
3 ACC IDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

N: (81) 
46 
26 

9 
117 

N: (430) 
255 
103 

43 
19 
10 

167 

133 
50 
Ii 
4 
5 

i.ii 

72 
19 
5 
3 

.32 

Withheld 
Percent 

56.7 
32.0 
II.i 
27.2 

59.3 
83.3 
93.3 
97.7 

i00.0 

30.9 
42.5 
45.1 
46.0 
47.0 

16.7 
21.1 
22.3 
23.0  

84 

Number 

N:(58) 
23 .% 

23 
7 

31 

N= (177) 
126 

36 
8 
4 
3 

i. 44 

67 
21 
7 
3 
0 

1.26 

46 
15 
1 
0 

.44 

Percent 

43.3 
43.3 
13.2 
17.5 

71.2 
91 .S 
96.0 
98.3 

i00.0 

37.9 
49.8 
53.8 
55.5 
55.5 

26.0 
34.5 
35.1 
35.1 

CR 
Diff 

1.5 
1.3( 

.3! 
3.1: 

11.9 
8.2 
2.7 
.6 
0 

7.0 
7.3 
8.7 
9.5 
8.5 

9.3 
13.4 
12.8 
13.1 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-7 
PROFILE COMPARISON 1974 CONVICTED VERSUS AC( 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

sex 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 ORLESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTERDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.0S - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

430 

N=([345) 
325 

20 

N= (383) 
36.1 

36 
64 
44 
46 
46 
39 
30 
58 
2O 

N= (430) 
40 
46 
69 

N= (94) 
26 
26 
22 
10 

3 
2 
2 
1 
0 
2 

N=(273) 
.159 
.162 

S 
3 

27 
81 
88 
47 
22 

N= (430) 
18 
1 
1 

Percent 

94.2 
5.8 

9.4 
26.1 
37.6 
49.6 
61.6 
71.8 
79.6 
94.7 

i00.0 

9.3 
10.6 
16.0 

27.7 
55.4 
78.8 
89.4 
92.6 
94.7 
96.8 
97.9 
97.9 

I00.0 

1.8 
2.9 

12.8 
42.5 
74.7 
91.9 

i00.0 

4.1 
4.3 
4.5 

85 

!UITTED/DISMISSED 

Acquitted~Dismissed 
Number 

18 

N=(13) 
13 
0 

N=(13) 
35.5 

2 
3 
2 
0 
1 
1 
0 
2 
2 

N=(18) 
1 
0 
0 

N=(S) 
2 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 

N={15) 
.115 
.115 

0 
2 
2 
6 
4 
1 
0 

N= (18) 
0 
0 
0 

Percent 

I00.0 
0.0 

15.4 
38.5 
53.9 
53.9 
61.6 

CR 
Diff 

.89 

.89 

6.0 
12.11 
16.3 
4.3 
0.0 

69.3 
69.3 
84.7 

100.0 

5.5 
0.0 
0.0 

40.0 
60.0 
60.0 
80.0 
80.0 
80.0  
80.0 
80.0 
80.0 

100.0 

0.0 
13.3 
26.6 
40.0  
93.3  

100.0 
100.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

2.1 
10.3 
i0.0 
0.0 

.55 
1.45 
I. 84 

12.3 
4.6 
18.8 
9.4 

12.6 
14.7 
16.8 
17.9 
17.9 
0.0 

1.8 
10.4 
13.8 
2.5 

18.6 
8.1 
0.0 

D - -  

.91 

P 

<. 38 
< .38 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

<.59 

<.15 
<.07 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S,  
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< . 3 7  



PROFILE COMPARISON 
EXHIBIT 3.8.1-7 (Continued) 

1974 CONVICTED VERSUS ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

EVALUATI ON MEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE 

A/R VIOLATIONS 

NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACC IDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACC IDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDEkrTS 

Convicted DWI 
Number 

N=(81) 
46 
26 
9 

117 

N=(430) 
255 
103 
43 
19 
10 

1.67 

133 
50 
i i  
4 
5 

I . I I  

72 
19 
5 
3 

.32 

Percent 

56.7 
32.0 
Ii.I 
27.2 

59.3 
83.3 
93.3 
97.7 
100.0 

30.9 
42.5 
45.1 
46.0 
47.0 

16.7 
21.1 
22.3 
23.0 
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Acguitted/Dismissed 
Number Percent 

N=(7) 
5 

"~ 1 
1 
8 

N= (18) 
10 

4 
2 
1 
1 

1.83 

8 
1 
I 
0 
0 

1.16 

3 
1 
1 
0 

.44 

CR 
Diff 

71.4 .75 
14.2 1.14 
14.2 .19 
44.4 I. 59 

55.6 3.7 
7.7.8 s . s  
88.9 4.4 
94.5 3.2 

100.0 0.0 

44.4 13.5 
50.0 8.5 
55.6 10.5 
55.6 9.6 
55.6 8 .6  

16.7 0.0 
22.3 1.2 
27.9 5.6 
27.9 4.9 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-8 
PROFILE CObIPARISON 1975 CONVICTED VERSUS WIIIIHELD 

Convicted DWI 
Evaluation Heasure Number Percent 

500 

SEX 

Sample Size : 

Males 
Females 

AGE 
Average  Age 
Age 19 o r  Less  
Age 20 - 24 
Age 25 - 29 
Age 30 - 34 
Age 35 - 39 
Age 40 - 44 
Age 45 - 49 
Age 50 - 59 
Age 60 and Over  

REHABILITATION DATA 
Attended Def. Driv. 
Attended DICP 
Attended CAS 

INCOME 
Less than $4000 
4000 - 5999 
6000 - 7999 
8000 - 9999 
10000 - 11999 
12000 - 13999 
14000 - 15999 
16000 - 17999 
18000 - 19999 
20000 - Up 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 -.04 
.05 - .09 
.I0 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25+ 

REFUSED TEST 
Once 
Twice  
3 o r  More 

N=239 
219 91.6 
20 8.4 

N:481 
34.0 
73 15.2 
89 33.7 

68 47.8 
43 56.8 
38 64.7 
50 75 .1  
37 8 2 . 7  
60 9 5 . 2  
23 100 .0  

N=500 
29 5.8 
62 12.4 
45 9.0 

N= 68 
31 45.6 
I0 60.3 
I I  76.5 
I0 91.2 
5 98.5 
0 98.5 
0 98.5 
0 98.5 
1 100.0 
0 100.0 

N:277 
.159 

.160 
2 0.7 
3 1.8 

32 13.4 
86 44.4 
80 73.3 
50 91.3 
24 100.0 

N:500 
30 6.0 
4 6.8 
0 6.8 
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W i t h h e l d  
Number Percent 

500 

N:372 
309 
63 

N=455 
3 3 . 4  
85 
78 
59 
45 
34 
42 
36 
54 
2 2  

N=500 
33 
55 

139 

N=152 
37 
34 
28 
14 
11 
11 
6 
2 
3 
6 

N:320 
.149 
.151 

4 
2 

29 
130 
99 
46 
I0 

N-500 
28 
1 
0 

CR 
Di ff 

83.1 3.02 
16.9 3.02 

18.7 3.5 
35.8 2.1 

48.8 1.0 
58.7 1.9 
66.2 1 .S 
75.4 0.3 
83.3 0.6 
95.2 0.0 
I00.0 0.0 

6.6 0.52 
Ii. 0 0.69 
27.8 7.67 

24.3 21.3 
46.7 13.6 
65.1 11.4 
74.3 16.9 
81.6 16.9 
8 8 . 8  9.7  
9 2 . 8  5 . 7  
9 4 . 1  4 . 4  
96.  I 3 . 9  

100.0 0,0 

1.3 0.6 
1.9 0.1 

10.9 2.5 
51.6 7.2 
82.5 9.2 
96.9 5.6 
i00.0 0.0 

5.6 --- 
5.8 --- 
5.8 0.27 

.01 
< .01 

N.S 
N.S 
N.S 
N.S 
N.S 
N.S 
N.S 
N.S 
N.S. 

< .60 
< .S0 
< .01 

< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
( .01 
( .01 
< .05 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .80 



EXHIBIT 3.8.1-8 (Continued) 

PROFILE COMPARISON 1975 CONVICTED VERSUS WI~IHELD 

Convicted DWI 
Evaluation 51easure Number Percent 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
Problem 
Non-Problem 
Undefined 
Est. Prob. Drinkers 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
I DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
Average No. DWI's 

1-2 Non A/R Viol. 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9-Up 
Average Non A/R Viol 

1 Accident 
2 Accidents 
3 Accidents 
4 or More 
Average No Accidents 

N= 69 
42 60.9 
19 27.5 
8 i i  .6 

104 20.8 

N=500 
355 71.0 
85 88.0 
26 93.2 
18 96.8 
15 100.0 

l.Sl 

104 20.8 
25 25.8 
IS 28.8 
I0 30.8 
4 31.6 
.82 

64 12.8 
16 16.0 
5 17.0 
0 17.0 

.22 

Withheld CR 
Number Percent Diff 

N=166 
50 30.I 
99 S9.6 
17 10.2 
66 13.7 

N=S00 
416 83.2 
63 95.8 
15 98.8 
3 99.4 

�9 1 100 .0  
1.20 

146 29.2 
48 38.8 
19 42.6 

8 4 4 . 2  
5 45.1 

1.13 

98 19.6 
35 26.6 
9 28.4 
4 29.2 
.43 

4.40 
4.48 
0.31 
3.19 

12.2 
7.8 
5.6 
2.6 
0.0 

8.4 
13.0 
13.8 
13.4 
13.6 

6.8 
10.6 
11.4 
12.1 

r P 

< .01 
< .01 
< .80 
< .01 

< .01 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .OS 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 

N.S. 
< .01 
< .01 
<.01 
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EXHIBIT 3.8.1-9 
PROFILE COMPARISON 1975 CONVICTED VERSUS ACQUITTED/DiSMISSED 

Convicted DWI 
E v a l u a t i o n  Measure 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
Males 
Females 

AGE 
A v e r a g e  Age 
Age 19 o r  Less  
Age 20 - 24 
Age 25 - 29 
Age 30 - 34 
Age 35 - 39 
Age 40 - 44 
Age 45 - 49 
Age 50 - 59 
Age 60 and Over  

REHABILITATION DATA 
Attended Def. Dr. 
Attended DICP 
Attended CAS 

INCOME 

Less Than $4000 
4000 - 5999 
6000 - 7999 
8000 - 9999 

10000 - 11999 
12000 - 13999 
14000 - 15999 
16000 - 17999 
18000 - 19999 
20000 - Up 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

Negative 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
.i0 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 .24 

Number P e r c e n t  

N = 500 

N = 239 
219 91.6 
20 8.4 

N = 481 
34.0 
73 15.2 
89 33 7 
68 47 8 
43 56 8 
38 64 7 
50 75 1 
37 82 7 
60 95 2 
23 100.0 

N = 500 
29 
62 
45 

N = 

5 . 8  
12 .4  
9.0 

68 
31 45.6 
10 60 3 
11 76 5 
I0 91 2 
5 98 5 
0 98 5 
0 98 5 
0 98 5 
1 100 0 
0 100 0 

N = 277 
.159 
�9 160 

2 
3 

32 
86 
80 
50 

0.7 
1.8 

13.4 
44.4 
73.3 
91.3 

[ A c q u i t t e d / D i s m i s s e d  
Number P e r c e n t  

N : 117 

N = 75 
70 93.3 
5 6.7 

N : 76 
35.1 
8 i0.5 

21 38.2 
7 47.4 
6 55.3 
3 59.2 
9 71.1 
7 80 .3  

11 9 6 . 0  
4 I00.0 

N = 117 
12 10 .3  
15 12 .8  
17 14 .5  

N =  36 
9 25 .0  
4 36 .1  
7 55 .6  
6 72 .2  
3 80 .6  
0 80 .6  
3 88 .9  
1 9 1 . 7  
0 9 1 . 7  
3 100 .0  

N : 107 
.125 

.129 

3 2.8 
7 9.3 

32 39.3 
29 66.4 
18 83.2 
12 94.4 
6 100.0 .25+ 

REFUSED TEST 
Once 
Twice 
3 or More 

24 I00.0 

N : 500 
30 6.0 
4 0.8 
0 0.0 

N = 117 
7 6.0 
0 0.0 
0 0.0 

CR 
Diff 

.47 

.47 

4.7 
4.5 
0.4 
1.5 
5.5 
4.0 
2.4 
0.8  
0 .0  

1.74 
.12 

1.79 

20.6 
24.2 
20.9 
19.0 
17.9 
17.9 
9.6 
6.8 
8.3 

0.0 

2 .1  
7 .5  

2 5 . 9  
22 .0  

9 . 9  
3 .1  
0 . 0  

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

.60 
�9 .60 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

~..10 
,c .90 
< . 10 

N.S, 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
�9 05 
< .05 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
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EXHIBIT 3.8.1-9 
PROFILE COMPARISON 1975 CONVICTED VERSUS ACQUITTED/DISMISSED 

Convicted DWI Acquitted/Dismissed 
Evaluation Heasure Number Percent Number Percent 

REFUSED TEST 
Once 
Twice 

N = 500 
30 6.0 
4 0.8 

N = 117 
7 
0 

3 or More 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
Problem 
Non-Problem 
Undefined 
Est. Prob. Drinkers 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
Average No DWI's 

1-2 Non A/R Viol. 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9-U~ 
Average Non A/R Viol 

I Accident 
2 Accidents 
3 Accidents 
4 or More 
Average No Accidents 

0 0 .0  

N = 69 
42 60.9 
19 27.5 
8 11.6 

104 20.8 

N = 500 
355 71.0 
85 88.0 
26 93.2 
18 96.8 
15 i00.0 

1.51 

104 20.8 
25 25.8 
IS 28.8 
10 30.8 
4 31.6 

.82 

64 !2.8 
16 16.0 
5 17.0 
0 17.0 

.22 

6.0 
0.0 
0.0 

N = 36 
13 36. I 
19 52.8 
4 11.1 

30 25.6 

N = 117 
75 
23 
I0 
7 
2 

1.62 

3o 
19 
9 
4 
0 

1.55 

23 
13 

2 
0 

.47 

64.1 
83.8  
92.3 
98.3 

I00.0 

26.3 
41.9 
49.6 
53.0 
53.0 

19.7 
30.8 
32.5 
32.5 

CR 
Diff 

0.0 N.S. 
--- N.S. 
--- N.S. 

2.55 L .02 
.07 

I. 14 ~ . 25 
i. 46 < . 20 

6.9 N.S. 
4.2 N.S. 
0.9 N.S. 
1.5 N.S. 
0.0 N.S. 

5.5 N.S. 
16.1 N.S. 
20.8 N.S. 
22.2 N.S. 
21.4 N.S. 

6.9 N.S. 
14.8 N.S. 
15.5 N.5. 
15.5 N.S. 
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3.8.2 PROFILE COMPARISON OF DWI OFFENDERS 

In order to analyze shifts in the characteristics of DWI offenders arrested 
each year, random samples were selected from the Alcohol Data Bank for 1972 
(Baseline), 1973 (Year I Operation), 1974 (Year 2 Operation) and 1975 (Year 
3 Operation). Exhibit 3.8.2-1 presents a summary of the comparisons made. 

EXHIBIT 3.8.2-1 
PROFILE COMPARISONS BY YEAR 

Comparison Exhibit 

Baseline vs. Year 1 
Year 1 vs. Year 2 
Baseline vs. Year 2 
Baseline vs. Year 3 
Year 2 vs. Year 3 

3.8.2-2 
3.8.2-3 
3.8.2-4 
3.8.2-5 
3.8.2-6 

Analysis of baseline data versus year 1 data revealed a statistically significant 
increase (P~.0001) in the use of the Defensive Driving, Driver Improvement 
Counseling Program and Court Alcohol School rehabilitation modalities. Year 1 
DWI offenders tended to be younger (PL .20), more inclined to refuse the chemical 
test (P<.03), have more DWI offenses (P< .01), have more non-alcohol-related 
violations (P s .01) and had a higher level of crash involvement (pc .01). It is 
also interesting to note that the percentage of persons identified by the computer 
as problem drinkers was also significantly higher (P < .0001). 

A n a l y s i s  o f  Year 1 and Year 2 o p e r a t i o n a l  d a t a  r e v e a l e d  few d i f f e r e n c e s .  Fewer 
Year 2 o f f e n d e r s  r e f u s e d  chemical  t e s t s  (P < .04) and a h i g h e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  t h e s e  
o f f e n d e r s  r e c e i v i n g  p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s  were c l a s s i f i e d  as problem d r i n k e r s  
( P . : . 0 3 ) .  No d i f f e r e n c e  was d e t e c t e d  between the  p e r c e n t a g e s  o f  p e r s o n s  c l a s s i f i e d  
as problem d r i n k e r s  by computer  program.  

Ana lys i s  o f  Base l i ne  o f f e n d e r s  v e r s u s  Year 2 o f f e n d e r s  r e s u l t e d  i n  more or  l e s s  
the  same f i n d i n g s  as the  a n a l y s i s  o f  B a s e l i n e  ve r sus  Year 1. Year 2 o f f e n d e r s  
were younge r  (P < . 0 1 ) ,  had lower BAC l e v e l s  (P < . 0 1 ) ,  more DWI o f f e n s e s  (P ~ . 0 5 )  
more n o n - a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  o f f e n s e s  (P Z .01) and h i g h e r  l e v e l s  o f  a l c o h o l  i n v o l v e -  
ment ( P  .01) .  More Year 2 o f f e n d e r s  a t t e n d e d  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  (PX..001) and a 
g r e a t e r  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  t h e s e  o f f e n d e r s  were c l a s s i f i e d  problem d r i n k e r s  by computer  
program than  Base l ine  o f f e n d e r s  (P < . 0 0 0 1 ) .  

Analysis of Year 2 versus Year 3 revealed few differences. More Year 3 offenders 
refused chemical tests (P <.20). Fewer Year 3 offenders attended Court Alcohol 
School (P .... 02). 

Comparisons of Baseline offenders versus Year 3 offenders resulted in about the 
same findings as prior years. Year 3 were younger (P 4 .01), had lower BAC levels 
(P, .01), more DWI offenses (P~.05), and more accidents (P<.01). 
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EXHIBIT 3.8.2-2 

PROFILE COMPARISON BASELINE VERSUS YEAR 1 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
MALES 
FEb~LES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
.i0 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25 § 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Baseline 
Number 

400 

N: (253) 
229 

24 

N:(390) 
39.4 

4 
46 
70 
5 3  
42 
32 
43 
66 
34 

N=(400) 
12 
7 
0 

N=(1) 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N:(68) 
.197 
.197 

0 
1 
3 

12 
23 
13 
16 

N: (400) 
10 
0 
0 

Percent 

90.5 
9.4 

1.0 
12.8 
30.7 
44.3 
55.1 
63.3 
74.3 
91.2 
i00.0 

3 .0  
1.7 
0.0 

0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

0.0 
1.5 
5.9 

23.5 
57.3 
76.4 
I00.0 

2.5 
2.5 
2.5 
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Year 1 
Number 

400 

N:(297) 
267 
30 

N=(322) 
38.1 

19 
48 
48 
28 
34 
29 
41 
50 
25 

N: (400) 
39 
44 
73 

N:(163) 
54 
38 
26 
21 
20 

5 
2 
2 
0 
5 

N:(224) 
�9 158 
.161 

3 
3 

23 
65 
73 
41 
16 

N= (400) 
22 

I 
0 

Percent 

89.8 
i0.i 

5.9 
20.8 
35.7 
44.4 
55.0 
64.0 
76.7 
92.2 

I00.0 

9.7 
ii.0 
18.2 

53.1 
56.4 
72.4 
85.3 
91.4 
94.5 
95.7 
96.9 
96.9 

I00.0 

CR 
Diff 

.27 

.27 

4.9 
8.0 
5.0 
.i 
.I 
.7 

2.4 
1.0 
0.0 

3.88 
5.07 
8.94 

33.1 
43.6 
27.6 
14.7 
8.6 
5.5 
4.3 
3.1 
3.1 
0.0 

1.3 
2.6 

12.9 
41.9 
74.5 
92.8 
i00.0 

5.5 
5.7 
5.7 

1.3 
I.I 
7.0 

18.4 
17.2 
16.4 
0.0 

2.31 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-2 (Continued) 

PROFILE COMPARISON BASELINE VERSUS YEAR 

EVALUAT] ON bIEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1 DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

B a s e l i n e  
Number 

N=(1) 
0 
1 
0 

20 

N: (400) 
327 
67 
S 
0 
I 

1.20 

84 
21 
1 
0 
0 

.45 

14 
0 
0 
0 

:03 

Percent 

0 
I00.0 

0.0 
S.0 

81.8 
98.6 
99.9 
99.9 

I00.0 

21.0 
26.3 
"26.6 
26.6 
26.6 

3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
3.5 
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Year 
Number 

N=(13S) 
42 
78 
15 
9O 

N= (400) 
267 

99 
21 
i i  

2 
1.46 

137 
25 
24 

3 
1 

.95 

75 
19 
12 

i 
.38 

1 

Percent 

22.5 

66.8 
91.6 
96.9 
99.7 

I00.0 

34.3 
40.6 
44.1 
44.9 
45.2 

18.8 : 

23.6 
26.6 
26.9 

CR 
Diff 

7.18 

15.0 
7.0 
3.0 
.2 

0.0 

13.3 
14.3 
17.5 
18.3 
18.6 

15.3 
20. I 
20.1 
20.4 

P 

< .0001 

< .01 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 

< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .  Oi 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-3 

PROFILE COMPARISON YEAR 1 VERSUS YEAR 2 

Q 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SEX 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

MA LE S 
FEMALES 

AGE 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30  - 34 
AGE 35 - 39  
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
.10 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Y e a r  1 
Number  

400 

N=(297) 
267 

30 

N=(322) 
3 8 . 1  

19 
48 
48 
28 
34 
29 
41 
50 
25 

N= (400) 
39 
44 
73 

N=(163) 
54 
38 
26 
21 
20 
5 
2 
2 
0 
5 

N= (224) 
.158 
.161 

3 
3 

23 
65 
73 
41 
16 

N=(400) 
22 

1 
0 

P e r c e n t  

89.8 
10.1 

5.9 
20.8 
35.7 
44.4 
55.0 
64.0 
76.7 
92.2 
i00.0 

9.7 
II.0 
18.2 

33.1 
56.4 
72.4 
85.3 
91.4 
94.5 
95.7 
96.9 
96.9 

I00.0 

1.3 
2.6 

12.9 
41.9 
74.5 
92.8 

100.0 

5 . 5  
5 . 7  
5 . 7  

94 

Y e a r  2 
Number 

400 

N=(289) 
268 
21 

N=(343) 
35.0 

45 
51 
56 
29 
38 
30 
29 
46 
19 

N= (400) 
34 
31 
75 

N=(163) 
43 
35 
29 
25 
14 
7 
4 
1 
1 
4 

.148 

.150 
2 
2 

34 
79 
77 
33 
13 

N: (400) 
11 
0 
0 

P e r c e n t  

92.7 
7.2 

13.1 
28.0 
44.3 
52.8 
63.9 
72.6 
81.1 
94.5 

100.0 

8.5 
7.7 

18.7 

26.4 
47.9 
6 5 . 7  
81.0 
89.6 
93.9 
96.4 
97.0 
97.6 

100.0 

.8 
1.6 

15.8 
48.7 
80.8 
94.6 

100.0 

2 . 7  
2 . 7  
2 . 7  

CR 
Diff 

1.~ 
1.2 

7.2 
7.2 
8.6 
8.4 
8.9 
8.6 
4.4 
2.3 
0.0 

.5! 
1.61 

.0~ 

.5 
1.0 
2.9 
6.8 
6.3 
1.0 
0.0 

2 . 1 0  



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-3 (Continued) 
PROFILE COMPARISON YEAR I VERSUS YEAR 2 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1 DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACC IDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENrrS 

Y e a r  i 
Numb e r 

N: (135) 
42 
78 
15 
90 

N,, (400) 
267 

99 
21 
11 

2 
1.46 

137 
25 
14 
3 
2 

.95 

75 
19 
12 
1 

.38 

Percent 

31.1 
57.7 
Ii.I 
22.5 

66.8 
91.6 
96.9 
99.7 

I00.0 

34.3 
40.6 
44.1 
44.9 
45.2 

18.8 
23.6 
26.6 
26.9 

95 

Year 
Number ] 

N=(160) 
7O 
77 
13 
9O 

N= (400) 
283 
76 
26 
10 
5 

1.45 

109 
42 
13 
6 
3 

1.08 

69 
21 
6 
0 

.32 

2 
Percent 

43.7 
48.1 
8.1 

22.5 

70.8 
89.8 
96.3 
98.8 

i00.0 

27.3 
37.8 
41.1 
42.6 
43.4 

17.3 
22.6 
24. i 
24. I 

CR 
Di ff 

2.22 
1.64 
.88 

4.0 
1.8 
.6 
.9 

0.0 

7.0 
2.8 
3.0 
2.3 
1.8 

l.S 
1.0 
2.5 
2.8 

P 

< .03 
< . 11  
< .38 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N,S, 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-4 

PROFILE COMPARISON BASELINE VERSUS YEAR 2 

Q 

EVALUATION MEASURE 

SAMPLE SIZE: 

SEX 
MALES 
FEMALES 

AGE 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT- SCHOOL 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05  - .09  
.10 - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

Baseline 
Number 

400 

N=(253) 
229 

24 

N=([390) 
39.4 

4 
46 
70 
53 
42 
32 
43 
66 
34 

N= (400) 
12 
7 
0 

N= ([I) 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N= {68) 

.197 

.197 
0 
1 
3 

12 
23 
13 
16 

N=(400) 
10 
0 
0 

Percent 

90.5 
9.4 

1.0 
12.8 
30.7 
44.3 
55.1 
63.3 
74.3 
91.2 

I00.0 

3.0 
1.7 
0.0 

0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
i00.0 
I00.0 
I00.0 
I00.0 

0.0 
1.5 
5.9 

23.5 
57.3 
76.4 
I00.0 

2.5 
2.5 
2.5 

96 

Year  2 .  
Number 

400 

N=(289) 
268 

21 

N= (343) 
35.0 

45 
51 
56 
29 
38 
30 
29 
46 
19 

N=(400) 
34 
31 
75 

N= ([163) 
43 
35 
29 
25 
14 
7 
4 
1 
1 
4 

N= [240) 
.148 
.150 

2 
2 

34 
79 
77 
33 
13 

N: (400) 
II 
0 
0 

Percent 

92.7 
7.2 

13.1 
28.0 
44.3 
52.8 
63.9 
72.6 
81.1 
94.5 

i00.0 

8.5 
7.7 
18.7 

26.4 
47.9 
65.7 
81.0 
89.6 
93.9 
96.4 
97.0 
97.6 

i00.0 

CR 
Diff 

.93 

.93 

12.1 
15.8 
13.6 
8.5 
8.8 
9.3 
6.8 
3.3 
0.0 

3.34 
3.98 
9.07 

. m  

.8 
1.6 

15.8 
48.7 
80.8 
94.6 

i00.0 

2.7 
2.7 
2.7 

.8 

.i 
9.9 
-~5.2 
23.5 
18.2 
0.0 

.18 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-4 (Continued) 
PROFILE COMPARISON BASELI}~ VERSUS YEAR 2 

Baseline Year 2 CR 
EVALUATION MEASURE Number Percent Number Percent Diff P 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON- PRO BLEM 
UNDEF INED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

N=(1) 
0 
1 
0 

20 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1 DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI' S 

I-2 NON A/R 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9UP 

VIOLATIONS 

N= (400) 
327 
67 
5 
0 
1 

1.20 

84 
21 
1 
0 
0 

AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDEh~S 

.45 

14 
0 
0 
0 

.03 

0.0 
i00.0 

0.0 
S.0 

81.8  
98 .6  
99.9  
99.9  

100.0 

21.0 
23.6 
26.6 
26.6 
26.6 

3.5 
3.5 

�9 3.5 
3.5 

97 

N= (160) 
-, 70 

77 
13 
90 

N= (400) 
�9 283 

76 
26 
I0 
S 

1.45 

109 
42 
13 

6 
3 

1.08 

69 
21 

6 
0 

.32 

43:7 
48.1 
8.1 

22.5 

70.8 
89.8 
96.3 
98.8 
i00.0 

27.3 
37.8 
41.1 
42.6 
43.4 

17.3 
22.6 
24.1 
24.1 

7.19 

ii.0 
8.8 
3.6 
I.i 
0.0 

6.3 
14.2 
14.5 
16.0 
16.8 

13.8 
19.1 
20.6 
20.6 

<. 0001 

<.05 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
<.01 
<.01 
<.01 
<.01 

<. 01 
<.01 
<.01 
<.01 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-5 
PROFILE COMPARISON BASELINE VERSUS YEAR 3 

Evaluation Heasure 

SAMPLE SIZE 

SEX 
Males 
Females 

AGE 

A v e r a g e  Age 
Age 19 o r  Les s  
Age 20 - 24 
Age 25 - 29 
Age 30 - 34 
Age 35 - 39 
Age 40 - 44 
Age 45 - 49 
Age 50 - 59 
Age 60 and O v e r  

REHABILITATION DATA 

Attended Def. Driv. 
Attended DICP 
Attended CAS 

INCOME 
Less Than $4000 
4000 - 5999 
6000 - 7999 
8000 - 9999 
10000 11999 
12000 - 15999 
14000 - 15999 
16000 - 17999 
18000 - 19999 
2OOOO - Up 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
. i 0  - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25+ 

REFUSED TEST 
Once 
T w i c e  
3 or More 

Baseline 
Number Percent 

400 

N:(253) 
229 90. S 

24 9.4 

N:(390)  
39,4 

4 1.0 
46 12.8 
70 30 .7  
53 44.3 
42 55.i 
32 63.5 
43 74.3 
66 91.2 
34 i00.0 

N: (400) 
12 3,0 
7 1.7 
0 0.0 

N = ( 1 )  
0 0.0 
1 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 
0 100.0 

N: ( 6 8 )  
,197 
.197 

0 0.0 
1 1.5 
3 5.9 

12 23.5 
23 57.3 
13 76.4 
16 1043.0 

N: (4oo) 
I0 2.5 
0 2.5 
0 2.5 

98 

Year 3 
Number 

500 

N:(300) 
268 

32 

N=(415) 
33.0 
71 
76 
65 
42 
28 
37 
32 
47 
17 

N= (500) 
30 
49 
65 

N=(125) 
40 
24 
18 
17 

9 
4 
4 
2 
3 
4 

N= (298)  
.152  
.153 

3 
4 

37 
97 
87 
51 
19 

N:CS00) 
22 

3 
0 

CR 
Percent Diff 

89.3 0.46 
10.6 0.46 

17.1 16.1 
35.4 22.6 
51.0 20.5 
61.1 16.8 
67.8 12.7 
76.7 13.4 
84.4 i0 .0  
95.7 4.5 

lOO.O o.o 

6.0 2.12 
9.8 4 .97 

13.0 7.49 

32.0 - - -  
51.2 - - -  
65.6 - - -  
79.2 - - -  
86.4 - - -  
89.6 - - -  
92.8 - - -  
94.4 - - -  
96.8 - - -  

100.0 - - -  

1.0 1.0 
2 . 3  0 j 8  

1 4 . 7  8 . 8  
47.2 23.7 
76.3 19.0 
93.4 17.0 

i 00 .0  0.0 

4.4 1.53 
5.0 1.55 
5.0 - - -  

I..90 
< .90 

< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 
< .05 
N.S. 

<.05 
< .001 
<. 001 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
< .01 
< .01 
< .01 

< .20 
< .20 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-5 (Continued) 
PROFILE COMPARISON BASELINE VERSUS YEAR 3 

E v a l u a t i o n  H e a s u r e  

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
Problem 
Non=Problem 
Undefined 
Est. Problem Drinkers 

VIOLATIONS ONADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
Average No DWI's 

1-2 Non A/R Viol 
3-4 

5 = 6  
7=8 
9-Up 
Average Non A/R Viol 

1 Accident 
2 Accidents 
3 Accidents 
4 or More 
Average No Accidents 

Baseline 
Number Percent 

N=(1) 
0 0.0 
1 100.0 
0 0.0 

20 5.0 

N= (400) 
327 81.8 
67 98.6 
5 99.9 
0 99.91 
i i00.0 

1.20 

84 21.0 
21 23.6 
I 26.6 
0 26.6 
0 26.6 

.45 

14 3.5 
0 3.5 
0 3.5 
0 3.5 

.03 

N , Year_ 3 umoer vercent 

N= ( !23)  
65 52.8 
45 36.5 
13 10.5 

100 20.0 

N= (500) 
359 7 1 . 8  
90 8 9 . 8  
27 95.2 
6 96.4 

17 100.0 
1.47 

I I 0  22.0 
35 29.0 
20 33.0 
14 35.8 

2 36.2 
.97 

76 1 5 . 2  
25 2 0 . 2  

4 2 1 . 0  
1 21 .2  

.28 

CR 
Di ff 

= = - -  

= - - =  

6.58 

I0.0 
8.8 
4.7 
3.5 
0.0 

1.0 
5.4 
6.4 
9.2 
9.6 

1 1 . 7  
16 .7  
1 7 . 5  
17 .7  

< .001 

< .05 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S.  
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

.01 

.01  
�9 .01  

.01  

99 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-6 
PROFILE COMPARISON YEAR 2 VERSUS YEAP,$ 

Evaluation Heasure 

SEX 

AGE 

Y e a r 2  
Number 

SAMPLE SIZE 

Males 
Females 

Average Age 
Age 19 or Less 
Age 20 - 24 
Age 25 - 29 
Age 30 - 34 
Age 35 - 39 
Age 40 - 44 
Age 45 - 49 
Age 50 - 59 
Age 60 and Over 

REHABILITATION DATA 
Attended Def Driving 
Attended DICP 
Attended CAS 

INCOME 
Less Than $4000 

400 

N=(289) 
268 

21 

N= (343) 
35.0 
45 
51 
56 
29 
38 
30 
29 
46 
19 

N=(400) 
34 
31 
75 

N= (163) 
43 

4000 - 5999 
6000 - 7999 
8000 - 9999 
I0000 - 11999 
12000 - 13999 
14000 - 15999 
16000 - 17999 
18000 - 19999 
20000 - Up 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 

.10 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25+ 

REFUSED TEST 
Once 
Twice 
3 or More 

35 
29 
25 
14 

7 
4 
I 
1 
4 

N=(240) 
.148 
.150 

2 
2 

34 

79 
77 
33 
13 

N=(400) 
11 
0 
0 

Year 
Percent Number 

500 

N= (300) 
92.7 268 
7.2 32 

N=(415) 
33.0 

13.I 71 
28.0 76 
44.3 65 
52.8 42 
63.9 28 
72.6 37 
81.1 32 
94.5 47 

100.0 17 

N= (500) 
8.5 30 
7.7 49 

18.7 65 

N= (125) 
26.4 40 
47.9 24 
65.7 18 
81.0 17 
89.6 9 
93.9 4 
96.4 4 
97.0 2 
97.6 3 

i00.0 4 

N= (298) 
.152 
.!53 

0.8 3 
1.6 4 

15.8 37 

48.7 97 
80.8 87 
94.6 51 

100.0 19 

N= (500) 
2.7 22 
2.7 3 
2.7 0 

Percent 

89.3 
10.6 

17.1 
35.4 
51.0 
61.1 
67.8 
76.7 
84.4 
95.7 

I00.0 

6.0 
9.8 

13.0 

32.0 
51.2 
65.6 
79.2 
86.4 
89.6 
92.8 
94.4 
96.8 

100.0 

1.0 
2.3 

14.7 
47.2 
76.3 
93.4 

I00.0 

4.4 
5.0 
5.0 

I00 

CR 
Di ff 

I. 44 
1.44 

4.0 
7.4 
6.7 
8.3 
3.9 
4.1 
3.3 
1.2 
0.0 

1.45 
i .07 
2.37 

5.6 
3.3 
0.I 
1.8 
3.2 
4.0 
3.6 
2.6 
0.8 
0.0 

0.2 
0.7 
I.I 

1.5 
4.5 
0.8 
0.0 

i. 30 
1.55 

z..20 
< .20 �9 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. �9 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. �9 

< .20 
< .30 
< .02 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. �9 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. �9 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .20 
< .20 



EXHIBIT 3.8.2-6 (Continued) 
PROFILE COMPARISON YEAR 2 VERSUS YEAR 3 

Evaluation Heasure 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
Prob l em 
Non-Prob lem 
U n d e f i n e d  
E s t .  P rob lem D r i n k e r s  

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1 DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
Average No DWI's 

1-2 Non A/R Viol 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9-Up 
Average Non A/R Viol 

1 Accident 
2 Accidents 
3 Accidents 
4 or More 
Average No Accidents 

Year 2 
Number Percent 

N=(160) 
70 45.7 
77 48.1 
13 8.1 
90 22.5 

N= (400) 
283 70 .8  

76 8 9 . 8  
26 9 6 . 3  
I0 98.8 
5 100 .0  

1.45 

109 27 .3  
42 3 7 . 8  
13 4 1 . 1  

6 4 2 . 6  
3 4 3 . 4  

1 .08  

69 17.3 
21 22.6 
6 24.1 
0 24.1 

.32 

Year 3 
Number P e r c e n t  

N=(123) 
65 52.8 
45 36.5 
13 I0.5 

100 20.0 

N=(soo) 
,,%59 71.8 
90 89.8 
27 95.2 
6 96.4 

17 100 ..0 
1.47 

110 22.0 
35 29.0 
20 33.0 
14 35.8 
2 36.2 
.97 

76 15.2 
25 20.2 
4 21.0 
1 21.2 

.28 

CR 
D{ff P 

1.51 -" .20 
I. 94 -'. 06 
0.71 .50 
0.91 : .40 

1.0 N.S. 
0.0 N.S. 
i.1 N.S. 
2.4 N.S. 
0.0 N.S. 

5.3 N.S. 
8.8 N.S. 
8.1 N.S. 
6.8 N.S. 
7.2 N.S. 

2.1 N.S. 
2.4 N.S. 
3.1 N.S. 
3.1 N.S. 

i01 



3 . 8 . 3  PROFILE COMPARISON OF REFERRED VERSUS NOT-REFERRED DWI OFFENDERS 

The implementation of ASAP has significantly increased the use of rehabi- 
litation modalities for DWI offenders. In order to determine if the 
characteristics of referred and not-referred offenders were significantly 
different, two random samples of 500 offenders were drawn. These samples 
were then subject to profile analysis. This analysis is presented in 
Exhibit 3.8.3-1. 

Analysis of referred and not-referred offenders shows that t he  referred 
offender is more likely to be female (P<.01) than the not-referred 
offender. AS would be expected, more referred offenders attended rehabi- 
litation modalities such as Defensive Driving (P<.05), Driver Improvement 
Counseling Program (P<.01) and Court Alcohol School (P< .0001). The 
referred offender is more likely to be classified a non-problem drinker 
(P < .0001) and is more likely a first-time offender CP< .05) than is the 
non-referred offender. Referred offenders also exhibit a higher level 
of accident involvement. Analysis of recidivism rates showed a slightly 
significant decrease in recidivism for referred offenders (P< .i0). 
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EXHIBIT 3.8.3-1 

PROFILE COMPARISON REFERRED VERSUS NOT REFERRED 

Not Referred Referred CR 
EVALUATION MEASURE Number Percent Number Percent Diff P 

SEX 

AGE 

�9 SAMPLE SIZE: 

~LES 
FE~LES 

%VERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

500 

N= (363) 
337 
26 

N= (445) 
37.5 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

32 
62 
74 
38 
47 
44 
49 
67 
32 

N= (500) 
53 
71 
68 

N:(114)  
33 
19 
21 
18 
10 

5 
2 
1 
0 
5 

N= (233) 
.154 
.157 

NEGATIVE 

01 - .04 
05 - .09 
i0 - .14 
15 - .19 
20 - .24 
25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

4 
3 

29 
66 
78 
35 
18 

N= (S00) 
20 
0 
0 

92.8 
7.1 

7.2 
21.1 
37.7 
46.2 
56.8 
66.7 
77.7 
92.8 

i00.0 

10.6 
14.2 
13.6 

28.9 
45.6 
64.0 
79.8 
88.6 
93.0 
94.8 
95.7 
95.7 

100.0 

1.7 
3.0 

15.4 
43.7 
77.2 
92.2 

100.0 

4.0 
4 . 0  
4 .0  
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500 

N=(402) 
347 

55 

N: (403) 
36.1 

33 
73 
57 
40 
39 
48 
41 
56 
21 

N= (500) 
35 
31 

271 

N= (444) 
117 
96 
86 
56 
43 
19 
11 

3 
6 
7 

N= (360) 
�9 148 
.153 

Ii 
1 

29 
1 3 6  
123 
48 
12 

N=(500) 
25 
I 
0 

86.3 
13.6 

8.1 
26.0 
40.0 
40.8 
59.4 
71.2 
81.2 
94.9 

i00.0 

7.0 
6.2 

54.2 

26.4 
48.0 
67.4 
80.0 
89.7 
94.0 
96.5 
97.2 
98.6 

I00.0 

3.1 
3.4 

i i .5  
49.3 
83.5 
96.8 

i00.0 

5.0 
5.2 
5.2 

2.92 
2.90 

.9 
4.9 
2.3 
3.6 
2.6 
4 .5  
3.5 
2.1 
0 .0  

2.01 
4.18 

13.56 

2.5 
2.4 
3.4 

.2 
I.I 
1.0 
1.7 
1.5 
2.9 
0.0 

1.4 
.4 

3.9 
5 .6  
6 .3  
4 .6  
0.0 

.91 

< .01 
< .Ol 

N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .05 
< .Ol 

<.00Ol 

N" S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

N . S .  
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 
N.S. 

< .37 



EXHIBIT 3.8.3-1 (Continued 
PROFILE COMPARISON REFERRED VERSUS N~ REFERRED 

EVALUATI ON MEASURE 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
1DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 DWI 
S+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWI'S 

1-2 NON A/R vIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

1 ACCIDENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

REC ID IV I SM 

Not Referred 
Number 

N:(107)  
45 
55 

7 
95 

N: (500) 
330 
113 
32 
19 
5 

1.51 

155 
40 
i0 
8 
1 

.94 

67 
20 
5 
0 

.24 

68 

Percent 

42.0 
51.4 
6.S 
19.0 

66.0 
88.6 
95.0 
98.8 

I00.0 

31.0 
39.0 
41.0 
42.6 
42.8 

13.4 
17.4 
18.4 
18.4 

17.0 

104 

Referred 
Number 

N:(401)  
.~ 76 

296 
29 
91 

N=(500) 
375 
89 
29 
3 
1 

1.51 

154 
46 
16 
6 
1 

1.01 

113 
23 

6 
3 

.37 

54 

Percent 

18.9 
73.8 
7.2 

18.2 

75.0 
92.8 
98.6 
99.2 

100.0 

30.8 
40.0 
43.2 
44.4 
44.6 

22.6 
27.2 
28.4 
29.0 

13.5 

CR 
Diff 

4.9 
4.5 

.2 

.3 

9.0 
4.2 
3.6 
0.4 
0.0 

.2 
1.0 
2.2 
1.8 
1.8 

9.2 
9.8 

i0.0 
10.6 

1.69 



3.9 SUMMARY OF 1975 IMPACT ON THE TRAFFIC SAFETY SYSTEM 

The Idaho ASAP has introduced several major changes in the traffic safety system. 
For example, the percentage of persons convicted of DWI rose from 68.4 percent in 
1971 to 86.7 percent in 1975. Presentence investigations, which were non-existent 
in 1971, were performed in $9.1 percent of the cases for 1975. These investiga- 
tions resulted in 29.1 percent of the persons investigated being classified as 
problem drinkers. This represents 11.4 percent of the total persons arrested in 
1975. Again, this capability was non-existent prior to ASAP. These investigations 
also resulted in $7.5 percent of the drivers arrested for DWI offenders attending 
rehabilitation programs in the state. This represents 28.8 percent of total 
arrests for the year. 

During 1975, arrests per 1,000 licensed drivers declined from 14.0 to 11.4, which 
is significant at P & .01. The percentage of DWI's classified as problem drinkers 
declined from 12.9 percent to 11.4 percent. Also significant at P~.Ol, the per- 
cent attending rehabilitation declined from $5.9 percent to 28.8 percent. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS 

The distribution of dispositions of DWI arrests is presented in summary form in 
Exhibit 3.9-1. Since 1971, there has been a satisfactory significant decrease at 
P < .01 in cases resulting in a conviction for a lesser offense. There has also 
been a corresponding increase, significant at Pi .01 in convictions for DWI. 
(See Exhibit 3.3-6 for the statistical ratios obtained.) 

DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY REFERRED ACTIONS 

Comparison of the 1974 sample data with the 1975 sample data revealed a reduction 
in referrals with P< .05, a CR of 2.22, and 193 degrees of freedom. This does not 
agree with the data reported in Exhibit 3.3-5, which compares 1975 performance with 
1974 performance. This comparison uses total activity reported and reflects an 
increase in referrals in 1975 with a 1974 performance. This comparison uses total 
activity reported and reflects an increase in referrals in 1975 with a P< .90, a 
CR or 0.12, and 14,228 degrees of freedom. At this time, the only explanation for 
the difference in results between the sample data and the data for the total popu- 
lation seems to be the manner in which the sample data was processed, since the 
sample data is manually tabulated and interpreted, while volume data is computer 
processed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY SANCTION 

With exception of one person in 1973, jail sanctions have been exclusively used 
with convicted DWI offenders. Although a '~ithheld judgement,, may be considered 
as a favorable outcome for the project, withheld judgements have been tabulated 
separately in this section. The results of these tabulations show that at least 
as far as jail sanctions are concerned, a withheld judgement does not carry as 
severe a penalty as a conviction. 

For the four years tabulated, only one out of 91 or 1.09 percent received a jail 
sentence with a withheld judgement. For the same three years, 49 convicted DWI's 
out of 279, or 17.6 percent, received jail sentences. Using a test for the signifi- 
cance of the difference between percentages, this difference tested to be significant 
at P < .01. 
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DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY SANCTION .(CONTINUED) 

To determine if there have been any changes in the use of this sanction during 
ASAP, statistical analyses of the differences between the percentages of persons �9 
receiving jail sentences were compared from year to year. These analyses (see 
Section 4.1 for a description of the methodology used) revealed a statistically 
significant decrease between 1972 and 1973, at P<.03 with a CR of 2.21 and 132 
degrees of freedom. A statistically significant increase in the percentage of 
persons receiving a jail sentence was observed from 1973 to 1974. This increase 
is significant at P L .01 with a CR of 3.01 and 122 degrees of freedom. Comparisor~ 
of 1972 with 1975 shows a small increase (2.2 percent) in the number of people 
receiving a jail sentence. The CR value is .27 with 185 degrees of freedom for 
P ~.80. 

Analyses of fine sanctions reflect the tendency toward softer penalties which 
accompany withheld judgement dispositions. For the four years tabulated, 82.0 
percent of those persons receiving withheld judgements also received fines. 
During the same period, 90.7 percent of those person s convicted for DWI also 
received fines. This is a statistically significant difference of 8.7 percent at 
P < .03, with a CR of 2.25 and 326 degrees of freedom. 

The average fine amount has decreased $20.00 for convicted DWI's from 1972 to 
1975. This is significant with P< .07 and CR = 1.77. The average fine amount 
has increased $19.96 for withheld judgements from 1972 to 1975, significant 
with P~ .53 and a CR = .62. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DISPOSITIONS BY BAC 

e To determine the differences in the distribution of BAC's between disposition 
types, data for all four years was summed by disposition type~ Analysis using 
the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique was then performed to determine if any differences 
existed. Statistically significant differences were found between convicted DWI's 
and DWI's receiving withheld judgement and between convicted DWI's and cases 
acquitted or dismissed. Both were significant at P< .01. 

DISPOSITION BY ENFORCEMENT TYPE 

Persons arrested by the Idaho ASAP Alcohol Emphasis Patrol are not treated differ- 
ently than persons arrested by any other agency. Analysis of a random sample of 
292 persons arrested by the ASAP with BAC tests, and 266 persons arrested by 
regular patrols accompanied by BAC tests revealed no significant difference in the 
distribution of BAC's between these samples. However, the average BAC for persons 
arrested by the ASAP patrol was lower than that for the regular patrol. The 
analysis was performed using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique. The largest differ- 
ence detected was .071 and a difference of .llS was required for significance at 
P = .0H. The data for this analysis is presented in Exhibit 3.9-1. 

In 1975, ASAP had nine out of fifty cases in the NHTSA sample acquitted or dis- 
missed, while none of the non-ASAP cases were acquitted, or dismissed. This is 
significant at P ~.01. As a result of these dismissals, the percentage of DWI 
convictions is higher for non-ASAP arrests, and is also significant at P~.01. 
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PROCESSING TIME TO DISPOSITION 

Analyses of processing time changes from year to year and by disposition for the 
Convicted DWI category and the Withheld Judgement category are presented in 
Exhibits 3.7-S through 3.7-8. These analyses were performed using a test for 
the significance of the difference between means. A statistically significant 
increase in processing time occurred between 1972 and 1975 for both categories 
tested. A reduction in processing time occurred in both categories between 1974 
and 1975; however, this reduction was not significant. The processing times for 
1975 remained significantly higher than 1972 with P z .Ii for convictions and 
P :.01 for withheld judgements. 

It is interesting to note that in 1972, withheld judgement cases had significantly 
(P < .01) lower processing time than cases resulting in convictions. This difference 
did not exist in 1973, 1974 and 1975. In fact, the average processing time for 
withheld judgement cases was higher during these years, but not significantly so. 

The increase in processing time over 1972 for 1973, 1974 and 1978 is due, for the 
most part, to delays incurred while a presentence investigation is conducted. 
Normal procedures call for these investigations to be completed over a 14-day 
period. 

Comparison of the 1975 convicted versus withheld judgement samples showed the 
following significant differences: 

�9 Withheld judgement cases were most likely to attend Court Alcohol 
School (P< .01). 

�9 Withheld judgement cases are less likely to be problem drinkers 
(p < .01). 

�9 Withheld judgement cases have more non-alcohol-related violations 
(P .o l ) .  

Comparing the !975 convicted versus acquitted/dismissed samples showed the 
following significant differences: 

�9 Acquitted/dismissed cases have BAC levels 4.15 (P ~ .05). 

�9 Acquitted~dismissed cases are less likely to be problem drinkers 
CP < .02). 

PROFILE COMPARISON OF DWI OFFENDERS 

In order to analyze shifts in the characteristics of DWI offenders arrested each 
year, random samples were selected from the Alcohol Data Bank for 1972 CBaseline) 
1973 CYear 1 Operation), 1974 (Year 2 Operation), and 1975 (Year 3 Operation). 

Comparisons of Baseline offenders versus Year 3 offenders resulted in about the 
same findings as prior years. Year 3 were younger (P K_ .01), had lower BAC levels 
(P < .01), more DWI offenses (p < .05), and more accidents (p < .01). 
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4.0 METHODOLOGY 

Descriptions of the various statistical methodologies used in this study 
are presented in this section. Also included is a description of the 
methodology used to develop group profiles for analysis. 

4.1 SIGNIFICANCE OF TI4E DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES 

In much e x p e r i m e n t a l  work,  we a r e  a b l e  t o  g e t  t h e  p e r c e n t  o c c u r r e n c e  
o f  a g i v e n  b e h a v i o r  in  two o r  more i n d e p e n d e n t  s amp le s .  We t h e n  want 
t o  know w h e t h e r  t h e  i n c i d e n c e  o f  t h i s  b e h a v i o r  i s  r e l i a b l y  d i f f e r e n t  
i n  t h e  two g r o u p s .  The f o l l o w i n g  problem w i l l  p r o v i d e  an i l l u s t r a t i o n .  

Example: In a study of cheating among elementary-scho01 
children, 144 or 41.4% of 548 children from homes of good 
socio-economic status were found to have cheated on various 
tests. In the same study, 133 or $0.2% of 265 children 
from homes of poor socio-economic status also cheated on 
the same tests�9 Is there a true difference in the incidence 
of cheating in these two groups? 

Let us set up the hypothesis that no true difference exists as between 
the percentages cheating in the two groups and that, with respect to 
cheating, both samples have been randomly drawn from the same pouplation. 
A useful procedure in testing this null hypothesis is to consider P1 (41.4%) 
and P2 (50.2%) as being independent determinations of the common popula- 
tion parameter, P; and to estimate P by pooling P1 and P2" A pooled 
estimate of P is obtained from the equation: 

P = NIP1+ N2P 2 

NI+ N 2 

Q being, of course, (i -- P). 

The e s t i m a t e d  p e r c e n t a g e s ,  P and Q, may now be pu t  in  f o r m u l a  t o  g i v e  
t h e  SE o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  P1 and P2" 

~ r ~ =  - n - P 2  = V ~ n  + ~ t ~  
o r  

(SE o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  two u n c o r r e l a t e d  p e r c e n t a g e s )  

In t h e  p r e s e n t  example ,  P = 348 X 41.4 + 265 X 50.2 or  45.2% and 
348 + 265 

q = (1 - -  P) o r  54 .8%.  S u b s t i t u t i n g  t h e s e  two  va lues ,  we g e t  

The d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  t h e  two p e r c e n t s  P and P i s  8.8% (50.2  - -  4 1 . 4 ) ;  

and d i v i d i n g  by 4 .06  (CR= (PI - -  P2) - -  0 we get a CR of 2".17. Entering 
c P1-- P2 

the table of CR values presented in Exhibit 4.1-1, we find that our CR 
exceeds 1.96 (�9 level) but does not reach 2.58 (�9 level)�9 
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EXHIBIT 4".I-I 

Table of CR Values, for use in determining the significance of 
statistics 

Example: %%~en the df are 35 and cr = 2.03, the .05 in column 3 
means that 5 times in 100 trials a divergence as large as that 
obtained may be expected in the positive and negative directions 
under the null hypothesis. 

Degree~ of 15robsbility (P)  
Freedom 0.10 0.05 0.02 0.01 

I CR= 6.34 CR = 12.71 CR= 31`82 CR.= a3.f~ 
2 2.02 43o 6.96 9.92 
3 235 3.18 4.34 5`84 
4 2.13 2.78 3.75 4.60 
5 2.02 2~,7 3.36 4.03 
6 1.94 2.45 3.14 3.-71 
7 1.90 2.36 3.00 3.50 
8 136 231 2.90 3~36 
9 133 226 2 ~  3.25 

10 1,81 2.23 2.76 3.17 

I I  1 ~0 2.20 2.72 3.11 
12 1.78 2.18 2.68 3.06 
13 1.7"/ 2.16 2.65 3.01 
14 1.76 2.14 2.62 2.28 
15 1.75 2.13 2.60 2.95 
10 1.75 2.12 2.58 2.92 
17 1.74 2.11 21,7 2.90 
18 1.73 2.10 2.55 2,88 
19 1.73 2.09 2~4 2J~6 . 
20 1.72 2.09 2.53 22A 

21 1.72 2.08 2.52 233 
22 1.72 2.07 2.51 2~2 
23 1.71 2.07 2.50 2,81 
24 1.71 2.08 2.49 2~0 
25 1.71 2.06 2.48 2.79 
25 1.71 2.06 2.48 2.78 
27 1.70 2.05 2.47 2.77 
28 1.70 2.05 2.47 2.76 
29 1.70 2.04 2.46 2.76 
30 1.70 2.04 2.46 2.75 

35 1.69 2.08 2.44 2.72 
40 1.68 2.02 2.42 2.71 
45 1.68 2.02 2.41 2.69 
50 1.08 2,01 2.40 2.68 
60 1.57 2.00 2 ~.~ 2.66 
70 1 87 2.00 238 2.65 
80 1.66 1.99. 238 2.64 
90 1 ~6 1.99 237 2,63 

I00 1.66 l.g8 236 2.63 
125 1~6 1.98 236 2.62 
150 1.66 1.28 2.33 2.61 
200 1.65 1.27 2.35 2.60 
300 1.65 l-q7 234 2-';9 
400 1.65 1.97 2,34 2.59 
500 1.65 1.96 233 2-';9 

1050 1.65 1.96 233 2.58 

1.~ 1 ~  2 ~  2 ~  
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4 . 2  SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS 

To discover whether two groups differ sufficiently in mean performance 
to enable us to say with confidence that there is a difference between 
the means of the populations from which the samples were drawn, we need 
to know the standard error of the difference between the two sample means. 
Two situations arise with respect to differences between means: those 
in which the means are uncorrelated and those in which the means are 
correlated. Means are uncorrelated or independent when computed from 
different samples or from uncorrelated tests administered to the same 
s a m p l e .  

THE SE OF THE DIFFERENCE (OD) I%~IEN MEANS ARE UNCORRELATED AND SAMPLES 
ARE LARGE. 

The formula for the SE of t h e  difference between uncorrelated or inde- 
pendent means is 

(standard error of the difference between uncorrelated means) 

in which: 

~ z  = the SE of the m~n of the ~re sample 
~ = Me SE of ~ e  mean of Me se~nd sample 
~ = the SE of the diEeren~ betwe~ ~e  hvo sample mea~ 

�9 N z and N 2 = sizes of ~ e  hvo s a m p ] ~  

A p p l i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  f o r m u l a  t o  a problem i s  shown in  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  example:  

Example:  In a s t u d y  o f  a b s t r a c t  r e a s o n i n g ,  a sample  o f  83 t w e l f t h - g r a d e  
b o y s  and a sample  o f  95 t w e l f t h - g r a d e  g i r l s  s c o r e d  as shown be low on a 
t e s t  o f  a b s t r a c t  r e a s o n i n g :  

Sex N Mean o 

Girls 95 29.21 11.56 
Boys 85 50.92 7.81 

Assuming that our samples are random, would further testing of similar 
groups of boys and grils give virtually the same result: or would the 
difference in means be reduced to zero or even reversed in favor of 
the girls? 

To answer these questions, we must compute the SE of the difference 
between the two means. 

(zl.sep 

= 1.46 (to two decimals) 
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4.2 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS (Continued) 

The obtained difference between the means of the boys and girls is 1.71 
(i.e., 30.92 - 29.21); and the SE of this difference (ffD) is 1.46. As a 
first step in determining whether twelfth-grade boys and girls actually 
differ in mean ability, we shall set up a null hypothesis. This h}~othesis 
asserts that the difference between the population means of boys and girls 
is zero and that--except for sampling accidents--mean differences from 
sample to sample will all be zero. Is the obtained mean difference of 
1.71--in view of its SE--large enough to cast serious doubt on this null 
hypothesis? 

To answer this question, we must compute a critical ratio or CR found by 
dividing the difference between the sample means by its standard error 
(CR = D/~D ). This operation reduced the obtained difference to a ~ score, 
and enables us to measure it off along the base line of the sampling 
distribution of differences. In the present problem, CR = 1.71/1.46 
or 1.17. 1%~en the N's of the samples are large (30 or more is "large"), 
the distribution of CR's is known to be normal around the true difference 
between the population means. In testing the null hypothesis, we set up 
a normal sampling distribution. The mean difference is set at zero 
(true difference) and the SD of this distribution of differences is 
1.46(ffD). Our CR falls at 1.17 on the base line to the right of the 
mean of 0, and also at -1.17 to the left of this mean. We need to 
measure in both directions, since under the null hypothesis (true 
difference of zero) differences between sample means are as likely to 
be plus as minus--to fall above as below the mean difference of zero. 

From a Table of Areas under the Normal Curve, Exhibit 4.2-1, we can 
determine that 38% X 2 or 76% of the cases in a normal distribution 
fall between the mean and § 1.17~.; and 24% of the cases fall outside 
these limits. This means That under the null hypothesis we can expect 
CR's as large as or larger than § 1.17 to occur "by chance" 24 times in 
I00 comparisons of the means of s-'amples of twelfth-grade boys and girls 
on this test. A mean difference of + 1.71 (i.e., a CR of § 1.17), there- 
fore, might easily arise as a sampling fluctuation from zero, and is 
clearly not significant. Accordingly, we retain the null hypothesis 
since--as far as our tests to--there is no reason to believe twelfth- 
grade boys and girls actually differ in mean performance on abstract 
reasoning tests. With respect to reasoning as represented by our test, 
the two groups could well have been random samples from the same population. 
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EXHIBIT 4.2-1 

TABLE OF AREAS OF THE NORNAL CURVE 

.OOI 
�9 03! 
�9 075 
.11~ 
. 1 5 !  

. 1 9 ]  
. 2 2 5  
. 2 5 8  
�9 2 / ~ 8  

. 3 1 5  

. 3 4 1  
�9 3 6 4  
�9 3 8 4  
�9 4031 
�9 419: 

.433' ,  
. 4 4 5  
.455~ 
. 4 6 4 ]  
.471~ 

�9 4773 
�9 4R21 
: 4861 
�9 4893 
.491f~ 

�9 4938 
�9 4953 
. 4 9 6 5  
� 9  
�9 4981 

�9 49~6!  
�9 4990." 
�9 4993 ]  
. 49952  
�9 4996e 

�9 49977 
�9 49984 
. 4 9 9 8 9  
, 4 9 9 9 3  
4 9 9 9 5  

49997 

. 0  . 0  

. 00  . 0 0  
. 0 4  04 
. 08  .08 '  
. ) 2  . 1 2  
�9 1 5 ~  . 1 6 :  

�9 1 9 5  , )91 
�9 229 .23 :  
�9 261 . 2 6 ,  
,291 . 2 9 .  I 
, 318  . 3 2 ]  

343 .346  
3 6 6  , 3 6 8  
386' .388  
404 q , 406  
4201 422 

434! 435  
446~ 447, 
4564 457: 
4649 465t 
471qJ 472d 

47711 4781 
4826 483(  
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J920 4922 
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. 3 9 0  
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�9 4231 
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,458', 
,4664 
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4781q 
4834 
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.396 
4 1 3  
4 2 7  

440q 
451~ 
4601 
4681 
4?SI 

4R03 
484(  
4881 
4909 
4931 
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�9 2190 �9 
�9 2518 .2545 
�9 2823 . 2 8 5 |  
. 3 ] O 6  . 3 ] 3 ]  
�9 3365 . 3389  

�9 3599 . 3621  
. 3810  � 9  
�9 3997 �9  
, 4 1 6 2  . 4177  
4306 . 4319 

4430 , 4 4 4 1  
4535 4 5 4 5  
4625 4633 
4699 4706 
4762 4767 

4812 4RIT 
4854 4857 
4887 4890 
4913 49)6  " 
4934 4936 

495|  4952 
4963 4964 
L973 4974 
1980 4981 
|986 4986 

[990 |990  
~993 |993 

t , 

IJ 

0 

0 

\ �9 - 

\ " 1 1 2  



4.3 KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT 

In the analysis of the changes in distribution, classical tests may not 
be appropriate, since the distributions may be skewed significantly from 
normal. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test for Goodness of Fit makes no 
assumptions of normality and is thus appropriate for measuring shifts 
in distributions. 

The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is based on the sample distribution function 
F (X), defined in the preceding section; the statistic used is the maxi- 
n d " " mum absolute evlatxon of Fn(X ) from Fo(X): 

D. = max I,'%(x) - FoO,')I. 

(To be mathematically accurate, the word "sup"--for supremum or least 
upper bound--should be used in place of "max," but it is not assumed 
that the reader is aware of this fine point.) The distribution of the 
random variable D , which is indeed a statistic and varies from sample 

n 
to sample, has been computed under the assumption that the null hypo- 
thesis holds. The results are given in Exhibit 4.5-I for sample sizes 
up to n = 20, for various preselected values of e, called significance 
levels. It happens that the distribution does not depend on what Fo(X ) 
is, so the same table can be used in all such problems. For large 
values of n there are given asymptotic formulas. 

This technique is extremely powerful; however, to obtain this power, 
some sensitivity is lost. The following example will illustrate both 
the technique and the sensitivity lost. 

In an analysis of income l e v e l s  of persons convicted of DWI and persons 
receiving withheld judgments during 1974, the following data was obtained: 

EVALUATION MEASURE 
Convicted DWI Withheld 
Number Cum % Number Cum % Diff P 

INCOME 

Less than $4000 26 27.7 
4000-5999 26 55.4 
6000-7999 22 78.8 
8000-9999 10 89.4 

10000-11999 3 92.6 
12000-13999 2 94.7 
14000-15999 2 96.8 
16000-17999 1 97.9 
18000-19999 0 97.9 
20000-UP 2 i00.0 

The KS value for P=.O5 i s  computed as 

~ / m + n  
1.36 mn 

where: 
m = number in sample 1 
n = number in sample 2 

14 26.9 0.8 N.S. 
7 40.4 15.0 N.S. 

Ii 61.6 17.2 N.S. 
9 78.9 10.5 N . S .  
4 86.6 6.0 N.S.  
3 92.4 2.3 N.S. 
3 98.2 1.4 N.S. 
1 100.0 1.1 N.S.  
0 100.0 1.1 N.S.  
0 i00.0 0.0 N.S. 
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4.3 KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT (Continued) 

In this case we have 

J 146 
1.36 4888 - . 2 3 5 ,  

thus a difference of 23.5 percent or more will have to be measured to 
be significant at P/.05. 

Analysis of the percentage of persons with incomes less than $8000 using 
a test for the significance of the difference between percentages 
(described in Section 4.1) shows a significant difference between t h e s e  
samples. Using the formula: 

~D % =JPQ [ ! + l) 
N 1 N 2 

where: 

P = PINt + P2N2 

N 1 § N 2 

Q = 1 - P 

We have  

74  + 32 
P - - . 7 2 6  

146 

Q = . 2 7 4  

OD% = ~(.726) (.274) (.019 + .011) = .077 

CR = Pl - P2 - 0 

0% 

CR = .788 - .616 
= 2.23 

.077 

giving P = .0258 

Some sensitivity is regained as sample sizes increase. At a sample size 
of 400, the KS technique will measure a change of 9.6 percent at P=.05, 
while the test for differences in percentages will measure (assuming P=.S) 
6.9 percent at P=.05. Thus, the use of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique 
is best made with large sample sizes; however, its ease of use makes it 
desirable as a preliminary screening method when significant differences 
are expected. If no significance is found using the KS technique, the 
researcher can always use other techniques when appropriate. 
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ACCEPTANCE 

EXHIBIT 4.3-1 

LIMITS FOR THE KO~OGOROV-SMIRNOV 
GOODNESS OF FIT 

TEST OF 

Sample  
(.) 

l 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

lO 

11 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 

1 9  
20 

-25 
30. 
35 
40 
50 
60 
70 
80 
90 

]00 

size 

Asymplot ;c  formula:  

Signif icancelevel  

.20 .15 .10 .05 .01 

.900" .925 .950 .975 .995 

.684 .726 .776 .842 .929 

.565 .597 .642 .708 .829 

.494 .525 .564 .624 .734 

.446 .474 .510 .563 .669 

.410 .436 .470 .521 .618 

.381 .405 .438 .486 .577 

.358 .381 .411 .457 .543 
�9 339 .360 .388 .432 .514 
.322 .342 .368 .409 .486 

�9 307 .326 .352 .391 .468 
�9 295 .313 .338 .375 .450 
.284 .302 .325 .361 .433 
.274 .292 .314 .349 .418 
.266 .283 .304 .338 .404 

.258 .274 .295 .328 .39l 

.250 .266 .286 .318 .380 

.244 .259 .278 .309 .270 

.237 .252 .272 .301 .361 

.23|  .246 .264 .294 .352 

.21 .22 .24 

.19 .20 .22 

. ]8 .19 .2] 

.264 .32 

.242 .29 

.23 .27 

.21 .25 

. ]9  .23 

.17 .2| 
�9 . ]6  .19 
.15 .18 
.14 
.14 

~ 

!.07 1.14 !.22 ! . 3 6  1.63 

Reject Ihr  hyf ,  o lhet icM d is t r ;hut ;on F ( x )  i f  D .  - rea l  }Fa(~)  --  r ( x ) ]  cxr  Ihe sabul~ted 
v a l u t .  

(FOr  �9 -- .0 |  Bnd .08. us.Yr~DtOt;C formulns g;vc va lue,  wh;ch arc too  h | g h ~ b u  | . 5  percent 
rot. - so) 
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4.4 PROFI LE DEVELOPI~IENT METHODOLOGY 

In o r d e r  to  deve lop  a p r o f i l e  o f  a s p e c i f i c  g roup ,  t he  Alcohol  Data 
Bank was u t i l i z e d  as an inpu t  source  because  of  i t s  d a t a  c o n t c n t  
and o r g a n i z a t i o n .  As p r e v i o u s l y  d i s c u s s e d  in  S e c t i o n  1.2 ( E v a l u a t i o n  
I n f o r m a t i o n  Sys tem) ,  the  Alcohol  Data Bank i s  o r g a n i z e d  so t h a t  a l l  
a v a i l a b l e  i n f o r m a t i o n  from p a r t i c i p a t i n g  a g e n c i e s  r e l e v a n t  to  an 
individual's case history is stored as a case, so that the data can 
later be analyzed to provide a more complete picture in terms os 
alcohol-related data than can be obtained anywhere else in the StateJ 

E x h i b i t  4 .4-1  d e p i c t s  a l l  p o s s i b l e  da t a  t h a t  i s  a v a i l a b l e  fo r  compi l a -  
t i o n .  I f  t h i s  d a t a  were p r e s e n t  in  a l l  c a s e s ,  t he  r e s u l t i n g  p r o f i l e  
would be v e r y  comple t e .  In a c t u a l i t y ,  however ,  d a t a  i s  a v a i l a b l e  from 
an agency only if that agency has had contact with the individual. For 
instance, PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS are gathered from the Driver Licensing 
Bureau and available to ASAP through the Department of Law Enforcement. 
In a random sample of ohe hundred individuals arrested for DWI, this 
information was present in only 71 percent of the cases, because the 
arrest population is drawn not only from licensed Idaho drivers but 
also from out-of-state drivers touring in Idaho, migrant farm laborers, 
unlicensed rural inhabitants and Indian populations, and out-of-state 
military servicemen temporarily stationed in Idaho. PERSONAL DATA 
is c o l l e c t e d  by t h e  p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  in the  p roce s s  of 

g a t h e r i n g  s u b j e c t  i n f o r m a t i o n  b u t ,  i n  1973, on ly  46 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  
c o n v i c t e d  DWIs r e c e i v e d  a p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  and,  o f  t h o s e ,  

o n l y  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  90 p e r c e n t  r e q u i r e d  an i n - d e p t h  i n v e s t i g a t i o n .  
T h e r e f o r e ,  p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  da ta  t h a t  is p r e s e n t e d  cannot  
be r e p r e s e n t e d  as a p e r c e n t a g e  o f  t h e  sample group,  bu t  as a p e r c e n t -  
age o f  t he  number in  the  sample group which had p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a -  
t i o n s  done on : them.  For example,  t h e  RACIAL CHARACTERISTICS f o r  the  
p r o f i l e  o f  d r i v e r s  a r r e s t e d  and r e f e r r e d  to  t he  combined t r e a t m e n t  
m o d a l i t i e s  o f  Court  Alcohol  School and the  D r i v e r  Improvement Counse l -  
ing  Program are presented below.  

Race Percent 
IChite 160 88.3 
Black 1 .S 
American I n d i a n  i0 5.5 
Mexican 9 4.9 
O r i e n t a l  0 0 .0  
L a t i n  1 .5 
Other races 0 0.0 

Race data t o t a l  18-'-i" 99.~ 

In t h i s  example ,  t h e  sample s i z e  was 228, and r a c i a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  
were a v a i l a b l e  f o r  181 or 79.4 p e r c e n t  of  the  sample.  Of the  t o t a l  
reported racial characteristics , 160 were white. This represents 
88.397 p e r c e n t  o f  the  t o t a l  r a c i a l  sample. The r e p o r t e d  p e r c e n t a g e s  
do not  t o t a l  up to  one hundred p e r c e n t  because  of  the  t r u n c a t i o n  
of t he  l e a s t  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i g i t s .  

REHABILITATION DATA is  i n c l u d e d  in  the  p r o f i l e  and i s  c o l l e c t e d  from 
t h e  Cour t  Alcoho l  School and the  Dr ive r  Improvement Counse l ing  Program 
(DICP). Anyone in  t he  sample who a t t e n d s  the  program may be r e p o r t e d  

/ 
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EXHIBIT 4.4-1 

PROFILE DATA 

Alcohol Data Bank Data 

PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS 
Age 
Sex 
Height 
Weight 

DRIVER EDUCATION 
Defensive Driving 

REHABILITATION ATTENDANCE 
Court Alcohol School 
Driver Improvement Counseling 
Program 

BAC TEST DATA- 
BAC Test Results 
Refusals to Take BAC Test 

DRIVING VIOLATION HISTORY 
Non-Alcohol-Related Violations 
Alcohol-Related Violations 
DWIs 
Accidents 

PERSONAL DATA 
Employment Status 
Occupation 
Marital Status 
Years Married 
Years in Idaho 
Years Education 
Income 
Number Dependents 
Ethnic Group 
Religion 

ALCOHOL-RELATED PERSONAL DATA 
ALCADD.Test Score 
Drinker Classification 

CRIMINAL HISTORY 
Misdemeanors 
Felonies 
Alcohol-Related Misdemeanors 
Alcohol-Related Felonies 

DRINKER/DRIVER SUMMARIZATION DATA 
DWI Arrest Recidivism Rate 
DWI Arrest and Crash Recidivism 
Rate 
Estimated Drinker Classification 

Data Source 

Department of Law Enforcement 

Driver Improvement Counseling Program 
Data 

Court Alcohol School Instructor Data 
Driver Improvement Counseling Program 
Data 

Department of Health andWelfare 
Department of Law Enforcement ~:: 

Department of Law Enforcement/Idah6 
State Police/Court Conviction Data 

Presentence Inves t iga tor  

Presentence Inves t igator  

Idaho Criminal Investigation Division/ 
FBI. Reported by presentence investi- 
gators. 

:ASAP Evaluation Information System 
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4.4 PROFILE DEVELOPMENTMETHODOLOGY (Continued) 

by that agency as having attended; therefore, the percentages as given 
below represent the percentage of the total sample that were reported 
as having attended the treatment. 

R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  Data  P e r c e n t  
A t t e n d e d  D e f e n s i v e  D r i v i n g  31 13 .S  
A t t e n d e d  DICP 88 3 8 . 5  
A t t e n d e d  C o u r t  A l c o h o l  S c h o o l  144 6 3 . 1  

U s i n g  t h e  s a m p l e  s a m p l e  as  a b o v e ,  31 ou t  o f  228 c o m p l e t e d  t h e  D e f e n s i v e  
D r i v i n g  C o u r s e  o r  1 3 . 5 ,  whe re  228 was t h e  t o t a l  s a m p l e  s i z e .  

The DICP a t t e n d a n c e  f i g u r e  i s  b a s e d  on a r e c o r d  o f  c o m p l e t i o n .  T h i s  
d o e s  n o t  i n c l u d e  s u b j e c t s  who a r e  c u r r e n t l y  e n r o l l e d  i n  t h e  p r o g r a m  
o r  s u b j e c t s  who a t t e n d e d  one  o r  more  s e s s i o n s  and t h e n  d r o p p e d  o u t  
o r  were  d r o p p e d  f rom t h e  p r o g r a m . -  The number  o f  s u b j e c t s  who a t t e n d e d  
D e f e n s i v e  D r i v i n g  r e p r e s e n t  s u b j e c t s  who a t t e n d e d  t h e  D r i v e r  I m p r o v e -  
men t  C o u n s e l i n g  P rogram and were  r e f e r r e d  by one o f  t h e  DICP C o u n s e l o r s  
t o  D e f e n s i v e  D r i v i n g .  

Court Alcohol School pre- and post-test score data is presented to 
indicate the improvement of knowledge level of the student. It should 
be noted that a zero improvement may be a student who had a perfect 
score on both the pre- and postltest. A negative improvement means 
that the student scored higher on the pre-test than on the post-test. 
The percentages given are based on the total number of scores available 
for those persons attending Court Alcohol School. 

BAC data is analyzed to determine the average BAC and the average posi- 
tive BAG. In addition, the number of subjects having only one BAC 
record, the number of subjects having two BAC records, three BAC records, 
etc., are tabhlated, along with the percentage each group represents 
in relation to the total number of persons who had at least one BAC. 
The average BAC is calculated for each group. For example: 

Average if 1BAC 
Average if 2 BACs 
Average if 3 BACs 
Average if 4 BACs 

P e r c e n t  
.077 
.156 
.173 
.16S 

For that group who had three BACs, the average of their BACs was .17 
percent. For DWIs that refused to take a BAC test, the percentage of 
the total sample that refused, once twice, or three or more times is 
calculated. 

ALCADD t e s t s  a r e  a d m i n i s t e r e d  by t h e  p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t o r s  d u r i n g  
t h e  d e f e n d a n t  c o n t a c t  i n t e r v i e w .  A l t h o u g h  e v e r y  p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a -  
t i o n  i s  s u p p o s e d  t o  i n c l u d e  t h e  t e s t ,  u s e  v a r i e s  w i d e l y  a c c o r d i n g  t o  
t h e  h a b i t s  o f  t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t o r s .  In  a sample  o f  
300 p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s ,  an ALCADD s c o r e  g r e a t e r  t h a n  00 was 
r e p o r t e d  i n  118 (59 p e r c e n t )  c a s e s .  ALCADD s c o r e s  o f  00 were  n o t  
c o n s i d e r e d  i n  t h e  a n a l y s i s ,  b e c a u s e  i t  was n o t  known w h e t h e r  t h i s  f i e l d  
was l e f t  b l a n k  o r  f i l l e d  w i t h  z e r o e s  when t h e  t e s t  was n o t  a d m i n i s t e r e d .  
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4.4 PROFILE DEVELOPMENT METHODOLOGY (Continued) 

Another consideration is that there is a high probability that even 
an occasional drinker will answer yes to at least one question, so 
that a score Of 00 is questionable for all but total abstainers. 

Drinker  c l a s s e s  a re  p r e sen t ed  whenever p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  (PSI) 
da ta  c l a s s i f y i n g  problem d r i n k e r s  was p r e s e n t .  The p e r c e n t a g e s  r e p r e s e n t  
the  c a t e g o r y  d iv ided  by the  sum of  the  o c c u r r e n c e s  of  each c a t e g o r y .  

Estimated Problem Drinkers classification is a computer-assigned 
classification based on information contained in the Alcohol Data Bank. 
The percentage is calculated from the total sample, because each member 
of the sample goes through the estimation process, not just those that 
have had presentence drinker classifications conducted on them. The 
Estimated Problem Drinkers Classification was developed for the profile 
analysis to validate the PSI drinker classification techniques. Because 
of the fact that PSI drinker classifications are not always made, a 
classification of Non-Problem Drinker may be made by the PSI on an 
initial arrest and on a subsequent arrest may not be updated or per- 
haps a presentence investigation was not requested by the judge, me 
Estimated Problem Drinker classification, however, is based on the 
latest data aqd may be conducted at any time. ~1%e only limitation is 
that Non-Problem Drinkers cannot be isolated from Undefined without 
defendant contact data, so that only problem drinkers are identified. 

The Evaluation Information System uses the following criteria in 
identifying problem drinkers. 

I. PSl~reported s u b j e c t  was diagnosed as an alcoholic by 
a competent medical or treatment facility 

2. PSl reported subject admits being alcoholic or problem 
drinker 

3. Subject has more than two DWI arrests 
4. Subject has two DWIs and a BAC of .15 or greater 
5. Subject has two DNIs and an ALCADD score of 12 or 

greater as reported by a PSI 
6. Subject has one DWI, a prior plea bargained arrest 

(inattentive or reckless driving) and an ALCADD score 
of 12 or greater 

For each profile, the number of violations stored on the Alcohol Data 
Bank are tallied and reported. Those subjects having only one DWI are 
tallied, the number having two DWI arrests are tallied, and so forth. 
The size of each group is expressed as a percentage of the total group 
of subjects having one or more DWIs. 

Violations on Alcohol Data Bank P e r c e n t  
1DWI 165 72.3 
2 DWIs 49 21.4 
3 DWIs 12 5.2 
4 DWIS 1 0.4 
5+DWIs 1 0.4 
Average Number DWIs 1.35 

For example, one-time recidivists (those with two DWIs) represented 
21.4 percent of the sample who had one or more DWIs 49 = 214 (165+49+12+1+I). 
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4.4 PROFILE DEVELOPMENT MET}DDOLOGY (Continued) 

The average  number o f  DWIs i s  c a l c u l a t e d  by adding the  t o t a l  o f  a l l  
DWls d i v i d e d  by the'  t o t a l  sample s i z e .  The average  number of  n o n - a l c o h o l -  
r e l a t e d  v i o l a t i o n s  i s  c a l c u l a t e d  by d i v i d i n g  v i o l a t i o n  groups by the  
number of  cases  t h a t  c o n t a i n e d  moving v i o l a t i o n  h i s t o r y  o b t a i n e d  from 
the  Department  of  Law Enforcement .  The reason fo r  t h i s  i s  because the  
Department of Law Enforcement is the sole source for non-alcohol-related 
violations, whereas DWI violations may be obtained from many sources. 
A_ccident average is calculated by dividing by the total sample size. 

Criminal investigation data 
1-2 Misdemeanors 41 48.8 
3-4 Misdemeanors 19 22.6 
5§ Misdemeanors 24 28.S 
Average number misdemeanors 3.47 

Percen t  

For t hose  s u b j e c t s  who had misdemeanors r e p o r t e d  by a PSI, 48.8 p e r c e n t  
had one or two misdemeanors (41 o f  41§247 The average  number o f  
misdemeanors f o r  t h o s e  peop le  who had misdemeanors was 3 .47 .  

For each p r o f i l e  group,  t h r e e  types  of  r e c i d i v i s m  a re  c a l c u l a t e d .  

Type 1 DWI a r r e s t  
Type 2 DWI a r r e s t  or  crash 

Type  3 DWI a r r e s t ,  c rash ,  or A/R v i o l a t i o n  

A/R violation means a traffic violation with a BAC test or affidavit 
or refusal taken on the same day. 

Ayerage days to  r e c i d i v i s m  are  c a l c u l a t e d  fo r  1, 2, 3, 4, S t ime r e -  
c i d i v i s t s  f o r  each of  t he  t h r e e  c las se s  o f  r e c i d i v i s t s .  

\ 120 



5.0 SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION 

This section contains raw data used in the various analyses included 
in the study. This information is presented for use by other evaluators 
who may desire to perform additional analyses. 
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IDAHO PROJECT ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

i975 GUILTY 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 4 6  
AGE 45 - /,9 
AGE 50 - 5q 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEX I CAN 
OR I E NT AL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PA RT -T IM E 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUS EW I FE 
STUDENTS 
RETI RED 

TYPE 
UNEMPLOYED 
PROF / T ECH 
CLERICAL I SALES 
SE RV IC ES 
AGRI CULTUR E 
PROCESSING 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
ST RUCTURAL 
OTHE R 
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N=(- 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N=( 

500 

23'9 
219 

20 

230 
68.9 

230 
1 6 2 . 7  

4 8 1 )  
3 4 . 0  

73 
89 
68 
43 
38 
50 
37 
60 
23 

71)  
55 
0 

I0 
5 
O 
0 
I 

72)  
45 

6 
16 

2 
2 
1 

6 9 )  
12 
8 
3 
4 
6 
8 
3 
4 
I 

20 

91.6; 
8.3~ 

15.1 ' ,  
18.5 ' ,  
14.1~ 

8 . g ' ,  
7.9~  

10.3; 
7.61  

12.4~ 
4 . 7 ~  

77 ,4~  
O.O~' 

1 4 . 0 ;  
7 .01  
0 , 0 ;  
O,O~ 
1.4~ 

62.5S 
8 . 3 t  

2 2 . 2 :  
2 . 71  
2,7~1 
1.3: 

17.3~ 
i I . 5 ~  

4 . 3 :  
5 . 7 :  
8 .6~  

11 .5~  
4 o3~ 

I . 4 :  
2 8 . 0 1  



YEARS I N IDAHO 
AVERAGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 -10  
11 -1 5 
16-2 O 
21 AND OVER 

REHAB I LITATION 

COURT ALCOHOL 

MARITAL STATUS 

DE PENDENTS 

RELIGION 

N=( 
IN IDA 

58 
22 .8  

2 
3 
0 
4 
3 
5 
3 
g 

29 

DATA N=( 500} 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 29 
ATTENDED DICP 62 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 45 

SCHOOL DATA N=( 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO | MPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 

5-9  
I0-14 
15-19 
20--UP 

N=( 
MARRIED 
SI NGLE 
DI VORC ED 
WI DOWED 
SEPERATED 
OTHE R 

N= ( 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1+ 

N={ 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

45} 
0 
O 

17 
17 
9 
1 
I 

71} 
31 
23 
11 

1 
5 
0 

59) 
22 
14 

3 
4 

12 
O 
2 
0 
I 
O 
0 
1 

55J 
20 
t l  

0 
12 
12 

3 .4~  
5 .1=  
O~ 
5 .8~  
5 .1~  
8 .6=  
5~ 

15.5~ 
50. OZ 

5 . 8 =  
12.4~ 
9 .0~  

0 . 0 ~  
0 .0=  

37 .7~  
37 .7~  
20 .0~  

2 ,2~  
2 .2~  

43o6= 
32 .3~  
15.4= 

7 .0=  
O.OX 

3 7 . 2 t  
2 3 . 7 t  

5 .0=  
6 . 7 ~  

20 .3~  
0 .0~  
3 .3=  
O.Ot 

O.OZ 
0 .0~  
1 .6~  

36 .3~ 
20 .0~  

O.OZ 
21 .8~  
21 .8=  
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YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATI ON 

INCOME 

8AC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI  

REFUSED TEST 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 - 1 0  
1 1 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

20+ 

AVERAGE YEARS 
1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
1.2 
13 

15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LESS THAN $4000 
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

i0000-I1999 
12000-13999 
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
18000-19999 
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

VE 8AC 
NEGATIVE 
�9 0 1  - . 0 4  

�9 05 - .09 
�9 1 0  - .14  
�9 15 - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

N=( 

N=( 

N=I  

N= | 

N=(  

28 
1 3 . 2  

2 
3 
4 
1 
6 
4 
2 
6 

7 [ !  
1 0 . 3  

5 
18 

7 
10 
23 

3 
3 
0 
2 
0 

68} 
31 
I0 
II 
I0 
5 
0 
O 
0 
1 
0 

2 7 7 }  
. 1 5 9 ~  
. 1 6 0 Z  

2 
3 

32 
86 
80 
50 
24 

500 !  
30 

4 
0 

7 . 1 ~  
1 0 . 7 a  
1 4 . 2 7  

3 . 5 ~  
2 1 . 4 ~  
1 4 . 2 ~  

7 . 1 1  
2 1 . 4 !  

4 . 7 ~  
2 5 . 3 ~  

9 . 8 ~  
1 4 . 0 ~  
3 2 . 3 ~  

4 . 2 ~  
4 . 2 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
2 . 8 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

45.5~ 
14.7Z 
16.1Z 
14.7~ 
7.3Z 
O.OZ 
O.OZ 
O.OZ 

O.OZ 

0 . T Z  
1 . 0 ~  

1 1 . 5 Z  
3 1 . 0 ~  
2 8 . 8 Z  
1 8 . 0 Z  

8 . 6 ~  

6.0~ 
0.8~ 
0.0~ 

124 



DI AGNOSTI C TEST SCORES N=I 49} 
AVERAGE AL CADD 14.4 
t -J1 24 

12-19 I I  
2 0 - 2 9  I1 
3 0 - 3  9 2 
4 0 - 4 9  L 
5.o--up o 

4 8 . 9 r  
22 .4~  
22 .4 r  

4 , 0 r  
2 .0 r  
0 . 0 1  

DRINKER CLASS DATA N=( 691 
PROBLEM 62 
NO~-PROBLEM 19 
UNDEFINED 8 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 104 

VI OLATI CNS ON ADB N=( 5001 
I DWI 355 
2 DWI 85 
3 DW I 26 
4 DWI 18 
5+ DWI 15, 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1~ 

60 .8 r  
27 .5~  
11.5r  
2 0 . 8 r  

71 .0 r  
17 .01  

5~162 
3 .6~  
3~162 

CR I MI NA L 

1-2  NON AIR VIOLATIONS 104 20 .8~ 
3 - 4  25 5 .0 r  
5 -6  15 3 . 0 r  
7 -8  10 2 .0~  
9 UP 4 0 .8 r  
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL .82  

1 ACCI DENT 66 12.8~ 
2 ACCIDENTS 16 3 .2~  
3 ACCIDENTS 5 1.0Z 
4 OR MORE 0 0 . 0 r  
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .22 

INVESTIGATION DATA N={ 231 
1-2 MISDEMEANORS I I  
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 5 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 7 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 6 . 0 8  
1-2  FELONI ES I 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 0 
5+ FELONIES 2 
AVG NO FELONIES 1 .56  
I -2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 7 
3 - 4  A/R MISDEMEANORS 4 
5§ A/R MISDEMEANORS 6 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 2.%3 
1-2  A/R FELONIES 0 
3 - 4  A/R FELONIES 0 
5§ A/R FELONIES ' 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES ~ 

47.8Z 
21.7~ 
30.4~ 

4,3~ 
O,O~ 
8.6~ 

30.4~ 
17.3Z 
17,3~ 

0.0% 
0.0~ 
0 . 0 r  

- "~.. 

! 
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE i RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

IAVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 -  

126 

85 
52 
54 
36 
32 

76 
50 
72 
40 
47 

76 
50 
72 
40 
~7 

382 DAY. ~ 
260 DAY~ 
151 DA Y.' 
121 DAY. q 

81 DAY. ~ 

424 DAY. c 
252 DAY c . 
141 DAY~ 
1 16 DAY. ( 

68 DA YS 

424 DAYS 
252 DAYS 
1 41 DAYS 
1 16 DAYS 

68 DA YS 



SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

1975 WIELD 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24  
AGE 25 - 2 9  
AGE 30 - 36  
AGE 35 - 3q  
AGE 40 - 4 4  
AGE 45 - 4 9  
AGE 50 - 59  
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BL A C K 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
ORIENTAL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
B U L L - T I M E  
PART-TIME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
H OUS EW I F E 
STUDENTS 
RETI RED 

TYPE 
U N E M P L O Y E D  
PROF / TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PROCESSING 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / 
STRUCTURAL 
OT HE R 

R E P A I R  

N=( 

N= ! 

N = !  

N=! 

N= ! 

N=! 

N= | 

PROJECT 

500 

3 7 2 )  
3 0 9  

63 

365 )  
6 8 . 9  

3 6 4 )  
1 5 9 . 1  

4 5 5 l  
3 3 . 4  

85 
78 
59 
45 
34 
42 
36 
54 
22 

163)  
144 

2 
9 
7 
O 
0 
1 

163 l  
113 

9 
24 

6 
9 
2 

159)  
18 
25 

7 
15 
15 
10 

3 
7 
9 

50 

8 3 . 0 r  
1 6 . 9 r  

1 8 . 6 r  
1 7 . 1 r  
1 2 . 9 r  

9 . 8 Z  
7 . 4 r  
9 . 2 r  
7 . 9 T  

1 1 . 8 ~  
4 . 8 r  

88.3~: 
1 . 2 r  
5 . 5 T  
4 . 2 r  
0 . 0 r  
0 . 0 r  
0 . 6 r  

6 9 . 3 r  
5 . 5 ~  

1 4 . 7 Z  
3 . 6 ~  
5 . 5 r  
1 . 2 r  

1 1 . 3 ~  
1 5 . 7 ~  
4 . 4 r  
9 . 4 r  
9 . 4 Z  
6 . 2 ~  

4 . 4 r  
5 . 6 r  

3 1 . 4 ~  
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YEARS IN I DAHO 
AVERAGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6-10 
11-15 
16-20 
21 AND OVER 

N=( 
IN IDA 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 

N= ( 
DEFo DR IVING 
DICP 
C OU RT- S CHO OL 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL D AT A N" ( 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT I - 4  

5-9 
10-14 
1 5 - 1 9  
20-UP 

MARITAL STATUS 
MARR I ED 
SI NGLE 
DI VORCED 
WIDOWED 
SEPERATED 
OTHER 

N= ( 

DE PENDENTS 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1§ 

N= ( 

RELIGION 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OTHER 

N=( 

156 
21.2 

9 
9 
4 
6 
5 

IB 
I0 
14 
BI 

500)  
33 
55 

139 

1 3 9 )  
5 
0 

61 
58 
11 

2 
2 

1621 
89 
41 
22 
3 
7 
0 

162)  
45 
42 
27 
21 

6 

T 
3 
1 
0 
0 
1 

157)  
62 
31 

0 
31, 
33 

5 . 7 '  
5 .7~  
2 .5~  
3 .8~  
3.2'~ 

11 .51  
6.4~1 
8 . 9 ~  

51 .9~  

6 .6~  
11 .0~  
27.B~i 

3 . 5 ~  
0.04 

43.  BS 
4 1 . 7 ~  

7 . 9 ~  
1 . 4 ~  
1 . 4 ~  

5 4 . 9 ~  
2 5 . 3 ~  
1 3 . 5 ~  

1 . 8 ~  
4 . 3 ~  
O.O~ 

2 7 . 7 ~  
2 5 . 9 t  
1 6 . 6 t  
1 2 . 9 7  

3 . 7 t  
5 . 5 t  
4 . 3 ~  

0 . 6 ~  
0 , 0 ~  
O.O~ 
0 . 6 ~  

3 9 . 4 ~  
19.7~ 
O.Ol 

19.71 
21,0% 



YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATION 

INCOME 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE 8AC 
AVERAGE POSIT I  

REFUSED TEST 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
II-15 
1 6 - 2 0  

204  

AVERAGE 
1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
16 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

LESS THAN $4000 
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

lO000-11999 
1200 O- 13999 
14000- 15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

VE BAC 
NEGATIVE 
o01 - ~  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0  - , , 1 4  
. 1 5  - . 1 9  
�9 20  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

N= ! 

N= ( 

N = (  

N=! 

N= ( 

94 
11.8 

7 
7 
6 
7 

22 
17 
I0 
18 

164) 
11.4 

5 
32 
13 
15 
56 
13 
14 
6 
7 
3 

152)  
37 
3# 
28 
14 
11 
11 

6 
2 
3 
6 

3 2 0 l  
. l ~ 9 Z  
. 1 5 1 g  

4 
2 

29 
130 

99 
46 
10 

500)  
Z8 

1 
0 

7 . 4 ~  
7 . 4 ~  
6 . 3 ~  
7 . 4 ~  

2 3 . 4 ~  
1 8 . 0 ~  
1 0 . 6 ~  
1 9 . 1 ~  

4 . 8 ~  
1 9 . 5 ~  

7 . 9 ~  
9 . 1 Z  

3 4 . 1 T  
7 . 9 ~  
8 . 5 ~  
3 . 6 g  
4 . 2 ~  

24o3~ 
2 2 . 3 ~  
1 8 . 4 ~  

9 . 2 Z  

7 . 2 ~  
3 . 9 ~  
1 . 3 Z  
1 . 9 Z  
3 , 9 g  

1 . 2 ~  
O . 6 Z  
9 . 0 ~  

4 0 . 6 ~  
3 0 . 9 ~  
1 4 . 3 Z  

3 . 1 ~  

5 . 6 ~  
O.2Z  
O .O t  

J \ J 129 



DIAGNOSTIC TES T SCOPES N=( 138} 
AVERAGE AL CADD I I . 3  
l - I f  81 

12-19 39 
2 0 - 2 9  16 
30 -3  9 2 
40 -4  9 0 
50 -U P 0 

58.6Y 
28.21 
I i .5% 
I .4~ 
O.O~ 
O.OI 

DRINKER CLASS DATA N=( 1661 
PROBLEM 50 
NON- PROB LE M 99 
UNDEFINED 17 
EST, PROB, DRINKERS 66 

VI OLATI ONS ON ADB N-( 500) 
I DWI 416 
2 DWI 63 
3 DWI 15 
4 DWI 3 
5+ OWl I 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.20 

1 -2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 146 
3 - 4  48 
5 - 6  19 
7 - 8  8 
9 UP 5 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL 1 , 1 3  

CR I MI NAL 

3 0 . 1 ~  
59 .6% 
1 0 . 2 ~  
13.2~,  

8 3 . 2 1  
1 2 . 6 ~  

3 . 0 ~  
0 . 6 ~  
0 . 2 ~  

29.2~ 
9,6~ 
3,81 
1,6~ 
l,O~ 

I ACCI DENT 9B 19.6~ 
2 ACCIDENTS 35 7.0T 
3 ACCIDENTS 9 1.81 
4 OR MORE 4 O~ 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS , 4 3  

INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 191 
1-2 MI SDEMEANORS 14 
3 - 4  MI SDEMEANDRS 4 
5+ MISDEMEANORS I 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 1,84 
I-2 FELONI ES I 
3-4 FELONI ES 0 . 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG NO FELONIES .05 
I -2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 7 
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS O 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 0 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS .36 
I -2  A/R FELONIES 0 
3 - 4  AIR FELONIES 0 
5+ A/R FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES . 0 0  

73.6~ 
21.0~ 

5.21 

5.21 
O.O~ 
O.O~ 

3 6 . 8 ~  
O.OZ 
0.0~ 

0,0% 
0 , 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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\. 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
1 
2 
3 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 

131 

63 
30 

9 
4 

5z~ 
38 
18 
12 

54 
38 
18 
12 

517 DAYS 
208 DAYS 
[ 59 DAYS 

39 DAYS 

576 DAYS 
220 DAYS 
115 DAYS 

39 DAYS 

576 DAYS 
220  DAYS 
1L5 DAYS 

39 OA VS 



SEX 

�9 HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

1975 ACOU ITTED 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

N=( 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 
N={ 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 
N=I 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 4,0 - 44  
AGE 45 - 49  
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

N=(  

WH ITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
DR I ENT AL 
LATI N 
OTHER RACES 

N= { 

STATUS 
FULL-T IME 
PART-T I M E 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

N= ( 

OCCUPATION TYPE N=( 
UNEMPLOYED 
PROF / T ECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRt CULTURE 
PROCESSING 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION l REPAIR 
ST RUCTUR AL 
OTHER 

132 

PROJECT 

117 

75}  
70 
5 

75)  
6 9 . 2  

75}  
162.2 

7 6 )  
3 5 . 1  

8 
21 

7 
6 
3 
9 
7 

l l  
4 

3 8 }  
34 

1 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

3 8 )  
28  

0 
6 
1 
1 
2 

37}  
7 
3 
1 
2 
3 
4 
2 
1 
2 

12 

93.3~ 
6.6~ 

10.5 '~  
2 7 . 6 ~  

9 , 2 ~  
7,, ,8~ 
3 , 9 ~  

1 1 . 8 ~  ' 
9 . 2 1  

1 4 . 4 Z  
5 . 2 1  

89,4~g 
2 .6% 
5 . 2 Z  
2 o 6 ~  
o,o  
O,OZ 
0 . 0 ~  

7 3 . 6 ~  
O.OZ 

1 5 , 7 Z  
2 . 6 Z  
2 . 6 Z  
5 . 2 Z  

1 8 . 9 1  
8 . 1 1  
2 . 7 1  
5 . 4 Z  
8 . 1 ~  

1 0 . 8 ~  
5 . 4 ~  
2 . 7 Z  
5 . 4 ~  

3 2 . 4 1  



YEARS IN IDAHO N={ 
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 
I 

/ 2 

3 
4 
5 
6 -10  
11-15 
16-20  
21 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA N=( 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N={ 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT I-4 

5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20 -U P 

MARITAL STATUS N=| 
MARRIED 
SI NGL6 
DIVORCED 
Wl DOWED 
SE PE RATED 
OTHER 

DE PENDENTS N={ 

.1 
1 

O 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1§ 

RELIGION 
PROT ESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

N=( 

33 
23~ 

3 
0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
2 
5 

19 

117) 
12 
15 
17 

17) 
0 
O 
6 
7 
3 
O 
1 

38)  
15 

7 
5 
6 
6 
I 

34) 
12 
I0 
5 
6 
1 
I 
I 
0 
0 
0 
O 
0 

31) 
17 

3 
0 
7 
4 

9.0~ 
O~ 
6 .0~  
O,O~ 
O,O~ 
6 , 0 5  
6~ 

15,1~ 
57~ 

t O , 2 t  
1.2.8~ 
1 4 , 5 t  

0 ,0~  
0 . 0 ~  

35,2Z 
41 ,1~  
17.6Z 
O,Ot  
5o8Z 

39 ,4~  
1 8 . 4 1  
13 ,11  

" i 0 , 5 Z  
15 ,71  

2 ,6Z  

35 ,2~  
29 ,4Z  
14 ,7~  
l l , 7 Z  

2 ,9~  
2 ,9~  
2 ,9Z  
O,OZ 
O.Ot 
O.OZ 
O.OZ 
O.O~ 

5 4 . 8 1  
9.61 
O~ 

22o51 
12,9~ 
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YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATI ON 

INCOME 

AVERAGE 
i 
2 
3 
4 

5 -10  
11 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

20+ 

AVERAGE YEARS 
1 -6  
7 - 9  

lO 
11 
12 
13 
14. 
15 
16 

17 AND U P 

LESS THAN $4000 
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
1 4 0 0 0 -  15999 
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
20 DO O-U P 

8AC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE 

REFUSED TEST 

BAC 
NEGATIVE 
�9 0 1  - . 0 4  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
�9 1 0  - . 1 4  
. 1 5  - . 1 9  
~  - ,,24 
�9 25 + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 DR MORE 

N=( 

N = [  

N = (  

N= ( 

N =  ! 

13 
1 3 , 3  

2 
1 
2 
1 
l 
0 
1 
5 

38 l  
1 1 , 4  

O 
9 
3 
3 

13 
5 
2 
O 
2 
1 

36) 
9 
4 
7 
6 
3 
O 
3 
1 
O 
3 

I 0 7 )  
. 1 2 5 ~  
.129~  

3 
7 

32 
29 
18 
12 

6 

1171 
7 
O 
O 

1 5 , 3 ~  
7 , 6 ~  

1 5 , 3 ~  
7,6~.  
7 , 6 ~  
0 , 0 ~  
7 , 6 ~  

3 8 , 4 ~  

5 . 2 Z  
2 3 . 6 ~  

7 . 8 Z  
7 . 8 X  

3 4 . 2 ~  
13.. I 

5 . 2 Z  
O.O~ 
5 . 2 ~  
2.6~. 

25.0~ 
II.I~ 
19.4Z 
16.6Z 
8.3Z 
0.0~ 
8.3T 
2 . 7 ~  
0.0~ 
8 . 3 ~  

2 . 8 ~  
6 . 5 Z  

2 9 . 9 Z  
2 7 . 1 I  
1 6 . 8 ~  
1 1 . 2 1  
5.e  

5 . 9 Z  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 291 
AVERAGE AL CA DO 12 .1  

1 -11  17 
12 -19  7 
2 0 - 2 9  3 
3 0 - 3 9  2 
4 0 - 4 9  O 
5D-UP 0 

58 .6~  
24 .11  
l O . 3 1  
6 . 8 ~  
O.O l  
O.OZ 

"';o 

\ '  i \ x.._j 

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATIONS ON 

CR I MI kAL 

DATA N=I 36 
PROBLEM 13 
NON-PROBLEM 19 
UNDEFINED 4 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 30 

ADB N=( 117 
1 DWI 75 
2 DWI 23 
3 DWI 10 
4 DWI 7 
5+ DWI 2 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1 . 6 2  

l - 2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 30 
3 - 4  19 
5 -6  9 
7 - 8  4 
9 UP 0 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1 . 5 5  

1 ACCIDENT 23 
2 ACCIDENTS 13 
3 ACCIDENTS 2 
4 OR MORE O 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .47 

INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 121 
i - 2  MISDEMEANORS B 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS 3 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 1 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 2 . 2 5  
1 -2  FELONI ES 0 
314 FELONI ES O 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG NO FELONIES .OO 
1-2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 6 
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 1 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS O 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS .91 
1 -2  AIR FELONIES O 
3-4 A/R FELONIES. O 
5+ AIR FELONIES O 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES .00 

135 

36 .11  
5 2 , 7 I  
11 .1~  
2 5 . 6 1  

64.11.  
1g.6~ 

8 .5~  
5 ,9~  
1 .71  

2 5 , 6 1  
16 .21  

7 .6~  

O.OZ 

19.61 
I I . I Z  
1.71 
O,OZ 

6 6 . 6 1  
2 5 . 0 1  

8 . 3 1  

0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 1  
O.O~ 

50,,01 
8 . 3 1  
O.OZ 

0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 I  
O.OZ 



AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
ze 

5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
.L 
2 
3 
4 
5 

!136 

/ 

23 
20 
21 
4 
5 

21 
20 
21 
12 

5 

2L 
2O 
2L 
t2 
s 

716 DAYS 
120 DAYS 
1 57 DAYS 
12"7 DA YS 

51 DAYS 

672 DAYS 
14.1. DAYS 
1 55 DAYS 

94 DA YS 
51 DAYS 

672 DAYS 
!41  DAYS 
).55 DAYS 

94 DAYS 
51 DA YS 



IDAHO ALCOHI'~L SAFETY ACTION 
PPOPILE ANALYSIS 

GUILTY OIS"OSITION IO7~. 

PROJECT 

! \ / 
/ 

SEX 

HE I GHT 

W,_ = IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCIIPATI~N 

SAMPLE S IZE  = 

UALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 1".) qR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24  
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34  
~GE 35 - 39  
AGE 40  - 64, 
AGE 4.5 - 69  
AGE 50 - 59  
AGF 60 ~ND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
ORIENTAL 
LAT I N 
OTHER ~ACES 

STATUS 
FU L L - T  I MF 
PART-T IME 
NOT FM pL .r~' ED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TY PE 
UNFMPLOYED 
PRO~ / TECH 
CL=.RICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AG RI CULTURE 
PROCESSING 
MACHINE TR ADdS 
FABRICATIQN / 
ST I~U CTUR AL 
OTHER 

REPAIP 

137 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

4 3 0  

345)  
325 

20 

337) 
68,8 

336 )  
1 6 2 . g  

3 8 3 )  
3 6 . 1  

36 
6 4  
44  
4 6  
46  
39 
30 
5 8  
20 

97) 
88 
0 
4 
5 
0 
0 
0 

97)  
67 

6 
19 

1 
2 
2 

9 5 )  
8 
4 
1 
8 

8 
8 

2 
6 
9 

41 

04.2~ [  
5.7.~ 

o , 3 T  
16o7~  
11 .4 '~  
1 2 . 0 ~  
1 2 , 0 ~  
1 0 . 1 ~  
7~ 

15.1~ 
5 . 2 ~  

9 0 . 7 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
4 . 1 ~  
5 . 1 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 =  
O.0% 

6 9 . 0 ~  

19 .5% 
1 . 0 T  
2 . 0 ~  

8 . 4 %  
4.2% 
1 . 0 ~  
8 . 4 %  
8 . 4 7 :  
8.6% 
2 . 1 Z  
6 . 3 ~  
9 . 4 T  

4 3 . 1 ~  



YEARS IN IDAHC) N=( 
AVERAGE YEARS IN InA 
k 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6-10 
I I  -15 
1 6 - 2 0  
21 AND ,~VER 

80)  
2 4 . 0  

3 
3 

4 
l 
3 
7 

10 
4& 

REHABILITATION OAT& N=( 4~0| 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 40 
ATTENDED OICP 4.6 
ATTENDED C OU RT-S CHDOL 69 

SCHOOL DATA N=( 69) 
NEGATIVE IWPROVEMENT 0 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 0 
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 17 

5 - 9  34  
I0-14 13 
15-19 2 
20"-U P 3 

COIIRT ALCOHOL 

N=[ g?) 
MARRIED 45 
SINGLE 17 
DIVORCED 26 
WIDOWED 5 
SEPERATED 4 
OTHER 0 

MARITAL STATIJS 

N=( 81! 
0 24 
1 19 
2 I I  
3 I0 
4 I0 
5 3 
6 1 
7 2 
8 1 
q 0 

lO 0 
l l +  0 

DE PENDENTS 

N= ( 75 ) 
PROTEqTANT 25 
CATHOL I C 13 
JEWISH 0 
MORMON 21 
OTHER 16 

RELIGION 

3.7~ 
3o71 
3.71 
5,01 

3~ 
8.7~ 

12 .5~  
57.51 

9.3~ 
I0 .61  
16.0~ 

O.Oi 
O.OT 

24~ 
49.2~ 
18.8~ 

2 . 8 !  
4~ 

4 6 ~  
1 7 . 5 ~  
2 6 . 8 ~  

5 . 1 ~  
4 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

29.6~ 
23.4~ 
!3 .5~ 
12.3~ 
12.3~ 
3~ 
1.2T 
2~ 
1.2T 
O~ 
O.OT 
0~ 

1 7 . 3 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

2 8 . 0 ~  
2 1 . 3 ~  
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, "  j 

YEAoS MARRT EO 

ED,tr ~TI ON 

TNCOME 

BAC DATA 
AVEPAGE BAC 
A V F ~ G E  POSITI 

RE F~,ISEr) TEST 

AV~-RAG~ 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 - 1 0  
1 1 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

ZO+ 

AVERAGE 
1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
1.1 
t 2  
13 

15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

LESS THAN t ;4000 
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 g 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
10000-1oc)99 
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

VE ~AC 
NEGATIVE 
. 0 1  - ~  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0  - . 1 4  
. 1 5  - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  § 

nNCE 
TWICE 
3 O* MORE 
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N= ( 

N- ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

41)  

7 
7 
1 
3 

10 
4 
4 
5 

97)  
1 0 . 9  

4 
19 
14 

7 
37 

5 
6 
3 
1 
1 

94)  
26 
26 
22 
10 

3 
2 
2 
1 
0 
2 

2 7 3 )  
�9 159Z 
�9 1621[ 

5 
3 

27 
81 
88 
47 
22 

4 3 0 |  
18 

1 
1 

1 7 . 0 T  
1 7 . 0 ~  

2 . 4 2  
7 . 3 ~  

24.31r  
9 .7 •  
9 . 7 ~  

1 2 . 1 ~  

5 . 2 ~  
1 9 . 5 7  
1 4 . 4 ~  

7o21[ 
3 8 . 1 ~  

5.11[  
6 . 1 ~  
3 . 0 ~  
1 . 0 ~  
1.01[  

2 7 . 6 ~  
27.61[  
23 .41 [  
10.61[  

3 .11 [  
2 .11[  
2 . 1 ~  
1 . 0 ~  
O.OT 
2 . t Z  

1.81[  
1 .01[  
9 . 8 •  

2 9 , 6 ~  
3 2 . 2 ~  
1 7 . 2 t [  

8 .01[  

" 4 o l t  
O .2Z  
O . 2 t  



DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 60; 
AVERAGE ALCADD 15.6 

I -1 1 31 
12-19 13 
20-29 fl 
30 -3 g 5 
40-'4q 2 
SO--U P 1 

5 1 . 6 ~  
2 1 . 6 ~  
13.3! 

8 . 3 ~  
3 . 3 ~  
1 . 6 T  

DRINKE~ CLASS 

Vl OLATI ONS ON 

CRIMINAL INVES 

.DA T A N= ( 81 ] 
PR ~6 LE M. 46 
NON-PROBL E M 26 
UNDEFINED 9 
EST. PROB. DRINKE~,5 117 

ADB N=( 4301 
1 DWI 255 
2 DW I I03 
3 DW I 43 
4 OWl 19 
5+ OWl I0 
AVERAGE NO DW!S 1.67 

1-2  NON A/R VIOLATTONS 133 
3 - 4  �9 50 
5 - 6  I I  
7-B  4 
9 UP 5 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL 1 . 1 1  

1 ACCI DENT 72 
2 ACCIDENTS 19 
3 ACCIDENTS 5 
4 OR MORE 3 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS . 3 2  

TIGATI ON DATA N=( 27) 
I - 2  MISDEMEANORS 13 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 8 
5 +  MISDEMEANORS 6 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANO~,S 3.25 
I - 2  FELONIES 4 
3 - 4  ~ELONIES 0 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG NO FELONIES .18 
1 -2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 20 
3 - 4  A/R MISDEMEANO~'S [ 
5+ A/~. MISDEMEANORS 0 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1 . 1 4  
1 -2  AiR FELONIES 2 
3 - 4  A/R FELONIES 0 
5+ A/R FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES . 1 1  

5 6 . 7 ~  
3 2 . 0 ~  
1 1 . 1 ~  
2 7 . 2 T  

5 9 . 3 ~  
23.9~ 
IO.OX 

4 . 4 T  
2.3X 

30.9 'X 
I I  . 6 ~  
2.5~ 
0 . g f  

1 6 . 7 ~  
4 . 4 ~  
I . I ~  
0 . 6 ~  

48.1~ 
29.6~. 
2 2 . 2 Z  

14.8~ 
O.O~ 
O.O~ 

74.0T 
3.7~ 
O.O~ 

7.4~. 
0.0~' 
OoO~ 
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 REC|D 
1 
2 
3 

5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 :~ECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

103 
86 
57 
28 
15 

94 
88 
72 
36 
21 

94 
88 
72 
36 
2 t  

307  DA YS 
210 DAYS 
123 DAYS 

82 DEYS 
62 DAY~ 

345 DAYS 
195 DAYS 
1 14 DAYS 

79 DA YS 
54 DAYS 

345 DAYS 
! 95 DAYS 
1 14 DAYS 

79 DA YS 
54. DAYS 
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IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ~CTIO~I 
PRnFILF 6NAI YSIS 

WITHHELD JItDGMENT 1974 

PROJECT 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

E MPLOYMEN T 

OCCUPATION 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
PE MALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVEQ AGE WEIGHT 

6VEQ AGE AGE 
AGE 1':) OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 2~. 
aGE 25 - 29 
AGS 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 4.4 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER. 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
WEXICAN 
OR I E NT AL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PA RT -T I ME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HrJUSEWIFF 
sTUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TYPE 
UNF.M PL rJY ED 
PROF / TECH 
CLERICAL l SALES 
SE RV ICFS 
AGRI CULTURE 
PROCESS I NG 
MACHINE TRADES 
.~ABRICATION I 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHE R 

REOAT~ 

N= ( 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

177  

166) 
152 
14 

164)  
6 0 . 3  

164)  
1 6 2 . 7  

173)  
3 6 . 8  

21 
25 
24 
12 
23 
10 
23 
20 
15 

56)  
52 

0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 

5 6 )  
39 

3 
6 
1 
2 
5 

54t  
8 
2 
7 
2 

5 
1 
2 
2 

23 

~ l .  SZ 
8 . 6 ~ :  

12.12:  
1 4 . 4 3  
1 3 . 8 ~  

6 .9~-  
1 3 . 2 ~  

5 . 7 ~  
1 3 . 2 9  
1 1 ~  

8 . 6 ~  

0o0~  
3 ~  
3 . ' ;~  
0 . 0 ~  
O,OZ 
0 . 0 ~  

69.6~r  
5.3~r 

1 0 . 7 7  
1 . 7 T  
3 . 5 ~  
8 . 9 T  

1 4 . 8 ~  
3 . 7 T  

12.0~:  
3 . 7 7  
3 . 7 ~  
9 . 2 T  
1 . 8 ~  
3.7~:  
3 . 7 ~  

42 .5 'Z  

142 



-*L 

/ 

YEARS IN I 0 AHO 
AVERAGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 - 1 0  
1 1 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  
21 AND OVER 

N= ( 
IN IDa 

R E H A B I L I T A T I O N  DaTA 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 

N= ( 
DEF. DRIVING 
DICP 
C OU RT-S CHOOL 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
T MPROVEMENT 1 - 4  

5 - 9  
I0-14 
15-19 
2D-UP 

N= ( 

MART TAL STATUS 
~4A~RIED 
SI NGLE 
DIVORCED 
WIDOWED 
SEPERATED 
OTHER 

N= f 

DE PE NDE NT S N= ( 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11+ 

RE L I G I  ON N= ( 
PROTESTANT 
CATHDLIC 
J~cWISH 
WORMON 
CITHE R 

143 

51)  
2 5 . 5  

O 
2 
2 
O 
1 
2 
4 
B 

32 

177)  
13 
20 
30 

30)  
2 
0 

11 
9 
2 
4 
2 

56) 
29 
14 

6 
0 
7 
0 

52) 
13 

8 
14 

3 
9 
3 
2 
0 
0 
O 
O. 
0 

511 
14 

B 
0 
9 

20 

0 . 0 ~  
3 . 9 ~  
3.9~r 
0 . 0 7  
1 ~  
3 . 9 ~  
7 . 8 ~  

1 5 . 6 ~  
6 2 . 7 ~  

7 . 3 ~  
1 1 . 2 ~  

1 6 . 9 T  

6 ~  
O.OT 

3 6 . 6 ~  
3 0 . 0 ~  

6 . 6 ~  
1 3 . 3 ~  

6 ~  

5 1 . T ~  
2 5 . 0 ~  
1 0 . 7 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
1 2 . 5 Z  

O.OT 

7 5 . 0 ~  
15.31~ 
2 6 . 9 ~  

5 . 7 I '  
1 7 . 3 1  

5o7~ 
3 . 8 ~  
O. O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
O.OT 
O.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  

27 .41 r  
1 5 . 6 ~  

O.OZ 
17o6Z 
3 9 . 2 ~  



Y~A~S MARRIED 

EDI,CATI ON 

I NC {]ME 

B/~C DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI 

REFUSED TEST 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 - 1 0  
11 - ! 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

20+ 

~VERAGE 
1 -6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS. 

LESS THAN $4000 
4O0O-5999 
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
2OO00-UV 

VE BAC 
NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - . 0 4  
.05 - .09 
. I 0  - .14 
.15 - .1~ 
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
�9 25 + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORF 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N = (  

N= ( 

N= ( 

29} 
1 2 . 1  

4 
3 
1 
2 
5 
5 
3 
6 

55) 
1 1 . 3  

2 
B 
8 
4 

22 
3 
2 
2 
3 
1 

52) 
14 

7 
11 

9 
4 
3 
3 
1 
0 
0 

130) 
�9 142~' 
�9 145Z 

3 
2 

17 
4 9  
40 
13 

6 

177) 
4 
0 
0 

1 3 . 7 ~  
1 0 . 3 ~  

3 . 4 ~  
6 . 8 ~  

1 7 . 2 T  
1 7 . 2 ~  
1 0 . 3 ~  
2 0 . 6 ~  

8 . 6 ~  
1 4 . 5 ~  
1 4 . 5 ~  

7o2~  
4O,O~ 

5 . 4 T  
3 . 6 t  
3 . 6 =  
5 . 4 ~  
1 . 8 ~  

2 6 . 9 ~  
1 3 . 4 =  
21o1~  
1 7 . 3 ~  

7 . 6 ~  
5 , 7 ~  
5 . 7 ~  

0o0~ 
0 . 0 ~  

2o3~ 

1 3 . 0 ~  
37o6~  
30o7~ 
I 0 . 0 ~  

4o6Z 

2 . 2 ~  
0o0~ 
0 . 0 7  

144 



Ol AGNOSTI C TEST -~COR ES N=t 3.91 
AVERAGE AL CADD 12 ,8  

1-11 23 
12 -19  10 
20 -29  3 
3 0 - 3 9  3 
40 - 4  9 0 
50-UP 0 

58,  q7 
2 5 , 6 t  

7 ,6T  
7 ,6~  
O,O~t 
O,OSt 

- �9 ~.--.._ 
w 

" \ .  s" 

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATIONS ON 

CRIMINAL INVES 

OAT A N= ( 53 
PROBLE.~ 23 
NON-PROBLEM 23 
UNDE FI NED 7 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 31 

ADB N=( 177 
I OWl 126 
2 ~)WI 36 
3 r)wI 8 
4 OWl 4 
5+ DW I 3 
AVFRAGE NO DWIS 1.44 

I - 2  NON AIR VIOLATIONS 67 
3 -4  21 
5-6  7 
7-8  3 
9 UP 0 
AVERAGE NON AlP VIDL 1 ,26  

43.3~ 
43o31 
13.z  
17.5Z 

7 1 . 1 ~  
20 ,3~  

2 . 2 Z  
1 .6~  

3 7 . 8 ~  
11 ,8~  

3 ,9~  
1 . 6 T  
O.O~ 

1 ACCIDENT 46 25 ,9~  
2 ACCIDENTS 15 8 .4~  
3 ACCIDENTS l 0 ,5~  
4 OR MORE 0 0 . 0 ~  
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .44  

TIGATI ON DATA N=( 11) 
1-2 MISOEMEANORS 5 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS 6 
5§ M IS~EMEANORS 2 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 2.81  
1-2 F_CLONI ES 0 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 0 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG NO FELONIES .00  
1-2  ~,/R MI SOEMEANORS 5 
3 -6  A/R MISDEMEANORS 1 
5+ A/R MISDEM=~NDRS 0 
AVG Nq A/R MISDEMEANORS 1.00 
1-2  A/R FELONIES 0 
3 -4  A/R FELnNI~S 0 
5+ AIR FELONI=_S 0 
AVC, NO A/R FELONIES .00 

145 

4 5 . 4 ~  
36 .3~  
1 8 . 1 I  

0 , 0 1  
O,OY 
0 ,0~  

9 .0~  
O.0te 

0 . 0 ~  
0.0~: 
O.O~ 



AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
1 
Z 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYmE -2 RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

146 

36 
16 
12 

8 
6 

34 
16 
15 
4 

16 

34 
16 
15 
4 

16 

546 D~ YS 
221 DAYS 

92 DAYS 
97 DAYS 
41 DAYS 

574 DAYS 
1 96 DA YS 

96 DAYS 
53 DAYS 
5B DAYS 

574  DAYS 
196 DAYS 

96 DAYS 
53 DAYS 
58 DAYS 



IDAHO ALCnHOL SAFETY ACTION 
~ L~. ANALYSIS 

ACOUI TT~.O lqT~, 

PROJECT 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WF IGHT 

AGE 

RAC~ 

EMPLOYMENT 

OC Ctl PATI r3N 

SAMPLE S I Z E  : 

MALES 
FE ~ALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WE[GHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE lO OR LESS 
aGE 20 - 26  
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34  
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 4.4 
AG~ 45 - 49 

AGE 50 - 5q 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
~EXI CAN 
qRIENTAL 
LATIN 
OT H.=- R RACES 

STATUS 
f U L L - T I M E  
PART-TIME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TYPE 
UNEMPLOYFD 
PROP / T.r.CH 
CLFREC&L / SALES 
SERVICSS 
AGRI CULTURF. 
PRnCESS I NG 
~4ACH T NE TRADES 
PABRICATION / 
STRtJCTURAL 
OTHE R 

q~.oAIR 

147 

N= { 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= { 

N= ! 

N= ! 

18 

13} 

0 

13} 
6 9 . ?  

1 3 !  
1 6 5 , 0  

13 l  
3 5 . 5  

2 
3 
2 
0 
1. 
1 
0 
2 
Z 

7} 
6 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

7} 
4 
0 
I 
O 
2 
0 

6} 
I 
2 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

1 0 0 , 0 ~  
0 , 0 ~  

1 5 , 3 ~  
2 3 . 0 1  
1 5 . 3 ~  

0 ~  
7 . 6 ~  
7 . 6 1  
O,O~ 

1 5 . 3 ~  
1 5 ~  

8 5 . T ~  
0 . 0 ~  

1 4 , 2 T  
0 . 0 ~  
0o0~  

O . O ~  
O~ 

5 7 . 1 1  
O . O T  

1 4 o 2 ~  
0 . 0 2  

Z 8 , 5 ~  
O.Off 

1 6 . 6 ~  
3 3 . 3 ~  
1 6 . 6 ~  

3 3 o 3 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O.O'Z 
0 . 0 1  
0 , 0 ~  



YEARS IN I DAHO 
AVERAGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6-10 
!I -15  
1 6 - 2 0  
21 AND OVER 

Q~-HABI LITATIDN DATA 
ATTENDED DEF. 
ATTENDED DICP 

MARITAL STATUS 
MARRI_=D 
SI NGL_ ~ 
DI VORCED 
WI DDW~D 
SEPERATED 
OTHE R 

DE DE NDE NT S 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

I0 
II+ 

RE LI G I ON 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

~,l=l 
IN !q,~ 

N= ( 
DRIVING 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

?) 
2 3 . 2  

0 
O 
O 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 
4 

18 )  
l 
0 
7)  
4 
1 
1 
0 
I 
0 

7) 
3 
O 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

6)  
2 
0 
0 
2 
2 

0 . 0 ~  
O.OT 
O . O I  
0 . 0 ~  

I ~ . 2 T  
1 4 . 2 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
1 4 . 2 ~  
57.1~ 

5o5~ 
O.O~ 

5 7 . 1 ~  
1 4 . 2 ~  
14o2~  

0 . 0 ~  
1 4 . 2 ~  

0 . 0 ~  

4 2 . 8 ~  
.0o0~ 

2 8 . 5 ~ "  
2 8 o 5 T  

0o0~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0o0~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0o0~ 
0 . 0 ~  
OoOZ 
OoO~ 

33o3~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0o0~  

33o3~  
3 3 . 3 ~  
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YEARS MAR R I ED 
IVERAGE 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16 -20 
2 0 +  

EDUCATI ON 
e,v ~ ar, E YEARS 

1-6 
"?-9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 ANO UP 

I NC OwE 
LESS THAN $4000 

~.000 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8000 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
14000-159q ,9  
16000-17999 
18000- 19999 
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVSRAC,- c POSITIVE 8AC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
. I 0  - .14 
.15 - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  + 
AV ERAG~:_ 

1-11 
12-19 
2 0 - 2 9  
3 0 - 3 O  
40-49 
50 -U P 

AL C A DO 

- - - - - - . -  _ _  _ _  
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N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=-! 

3 !  

1 3 . 3  
0 
I 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 

7} 
I I . 4  

1 
I 
0 
0 
2 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 

5) 
2 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 

15) 
. 1 1 5 ~  
. 1 1 5 ~  

0 
2 
2 
6 
4 
1 
0 

1 0 . 8  
2 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 

0.0~ 
33.3~ 
0.0~ 

33.37 
0.0Z 
0.0T 
0.0~ 

33.3T 

1 5 . 3 t  
1 4 . 2 Z  

0 . 0 7  
0 . 0 7  

2 8 . 5 7  
0 . 0 ~  

4 2 . 8 Z  
0 . 0 7  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  

4 0 . 0 ~  
2 0 . O t  

0 . 0 7  
2 0 . 0 ~  

O.OT 
O.OY 
0 . 0 7  
0 . 0 7  
O.OZ 

2 0 . 0 7  

0 . 0 7  
13o37 
13o37 
40 .  OY 
2 6 . 6 7  

6 . 6 7  
0 . 0 7  

4 0 . 0 7  
4 0 . 0 7  
2 0 . 0 7  
0.0~ 
0o0~ 
0 . 0 7  



DR INKER C L A.~S DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON- PRf}RI EM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. Dr~INKr:OS 

N= ( 

VI OLATI ONS ON ADB 
I OWl 
2 OWl 
3 OWl 
4 DWI 
5+ OW~ 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 

N= ( 

1-2 NON Al~ 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON 

Vl ~L ATI ONS 

AIR VI~L 

1 ACCI DENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MCIRE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

CRIMINAL INVF_STIGA 
1-2 
3-4 
5.1- M 
AVG 
I -2  
3-4 
5+ F 
AVG 

TIFIN DATA N : (  
MISDEMFANDRS 
MISDEMEANORS 
ISnEME ANOr~S 
NO. MISDEMEANORS 
FELDNI ES 
FELDNI ES 
ELONIES 
N,") FELONIES 

I -2  AIR ,ISDEWFANORS 
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 
5§ A/~ MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 
1-2 A/R FELONIES 
3-4 AIR FFLONIF$ 
5+ AIR r:ELONI~S 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES 

7) 
5 
1 
1 
8 

1 8 )  
10 

4 
2 
1 
1 

1 . 8 3  

8 
1 
1 
0 
0 

1 . 1 6  

3 
1 
1 
0 

4) 
I 
1 
2 

5 . 7 5  
0 
0 
0 

. 0 0  
1 
2 
0 

2 . 2 5  
0 
0 
0 

. 0 0  

7 1 . 4 ~  
1 4 . 2 Y  
14 .2" s  
4 4 . 4 ~  

5 5 . 5 7  
2 2 . 2 ' s  
11.1"s 

5 . 5 ~  
5 . 5 T  

4 4 . 4 ~  
5 . 5 ~  
5.51t  
0 . 0 ~ '  
0 . 0 ~  

1 6 . 6 ~  
5 .5 ' s  
5 . 5 ~  
0 , 0 ~  

2 5 . 0 ~  
2 5 . 0 ~  
50 �9 O~r 

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

25.0~r  
5 0 . 0 ~  

O.OT 

0.0 '~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE I qECIO 
X 

2 
3 
4 

AVe, DAYS TO TYPE 2 RFC. ID 
t 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AV~ nAYS TO TYPE 3 R~CID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
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4 
4 
3 
4 

3 
4 
3 
4 
5 

3 
4 
3 
4 
5 

54q  D.~Ye 
?.90 DAYS 
182 nAYS 
104 DAYS 

567 DAYS 
290 DAYS 

55 DAYS 
102 DAYS 

69 DA yK 

567 D~YS 
290  DA YS 

55 D "l YS 
102 DAYS 

69 D-~YS 



IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

GUILTY ~ISPOSITION 1973 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT" 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

N=( 

AVERAGE HE IGHT 
N= ( 

AVERAGE: WEIGHT 
N={ 

AVERAGE AGE 
aGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

N=( 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
ORIENTAL 
LATI N 
OTHER RACES 

N=( 

STATLIS 
FULL-TIME 
PART-TIME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

N=! 

.~CCUPATION TYPE N:( 
UNEMPLOYED 
PROF / T EC H 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PROCESSING 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHER 

PROJECT 

500 

3261 
3 0 8  

18 

3C0} 
68.8 

300) 
163.7 

466) 
37.5 

17 
81 
65 
58 
42 
51 
56 
69 
27 

69) 
60 
0 
3 
5 
0 
0 
1 

69) 
50 
3 

I0 
i 
2 
3 

69) 
8 
8 
5 
8 
9 
4 
0 
6 
4 

17 

q4.4~ 
5.5~ 

3.6~ 
17.3% 
13.9% 
12.4% 
g.0% 

I0.9~ 
12.0% 
14.8~ 
5.7~ 

86.9~ 
0.0~ 
4.3~ 
7 . 2 ~  
0.0% 
0.0% 
1.4~ 

72.4~ 
4.3~ 

14.4~ 
1.4~ 
2.8g 
4.3% 

iI.5~ 
Ii.5% 
7.2~ 

11.5% 
13.0~ 
5.7~ 
0.0~ 
8.6~ 
5.7~ 

24.6% 
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YEARS IN I OAHO 
AVERAGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 - 1 0  
11-15 
1 6 - 2 0  
21 AND OVER 

N= { 
IN IDA 

REHABILITATION DATA 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 

N= ( 
DEF. DRIVING 
DICP 
C OU RT-S CHOOL 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT I - 4  

5-9 
1 0 - 1 4  
1 5 - 1 9  
20 -UP  

N= ( 

MARITAL STATUS 
MARRIED 
SINGLE 
DIVORCED 
WI DOWED 
SEPERATED 
OTHER 

N=( 

DEPENDENTS N= [ 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

I0 
11+ 

RELIGICN N= { 
PROTFSTANT 
CATHOL I C 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

21)  
2 3 . 5  

1 
4 
O 
0 
0 
2 
l 
1 

12 

500)  
39 
54 
54 

54) 
I 
0 

14 
27 
9 
1 
2 

60}  
37 
14 
12 

5 
1 
0 

23)  
5 
3 
4 
4 
3 
2 
I 
0 
0 
0 
I 
0 

22)  
6 
6 
0 
5 
5 

4.7% 
19.0r 
O.OI 
0.0~ 
0.0r 
g . 5 r  
4 . 7 r  
4 . 7 r  

5 7 . 1 r  

7.Sr 
i0.8~ 
10.8r 

1 . 8 r  
0 . 0 r  

2 5 . 9 r  
5 0 . 0 r  
1 8 . 6 r  

1 . 8 r  
3 . 7 r  

5 3 . 6 r  
2 0 . 2 r  
1 7 . 3 r  

? . 2 T  
1 . 4 r  
OoOZ 

2 1 . 7 Z  
1 3 . 0 ~  
1 7 , 3 ~  
1 7 . 3 ~  
1 3 . 0 ~  

8 . 6 r  
4 . 3 r  
0 ~ 1 6 2  
0 . 0 ~  
0.0r 
4 . 3 Z  
0,0% 

2 7 . 2 r  
2 7 . 2 r  

0 , 0 r  
2 2 . 7 r  
2 2 . 7 I  
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YEARS MARRIED 
AVERAGE 

I 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-!5 
16-20 
20+ 

EDUCAT I ON 
AVERAGE 

1-6 
7-9 

i0  
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000 -5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
iz~000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE ,~AC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - .04 
�9 05 - .Og 
.I0- .14 
.15 - .19 
.20- .24 
.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

N=( 

N= ( 

N={ 

N= ( 

N= I 

17 
1 2 . 5  

1 
3 
3 
1 
3 

2 
4 

69) 
io.8 

2 
20 

7 
4 

23 
6 
5 
1 
0 
1 

66) 
20 
20 
13 
8 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

245}  
. 1 6 7 %  
�9 168% 

2 
4 

21 
63 
83 
47 
25 

500)  
30 

1 
0 

5 . 8 ~  
i7.6  
1 7 . 6 ~  
5.8% 

17.6~ 
0=0~ 

1 1 . 7 ~  
23.5% 

5.7~ 
28.9% 
I0.I~ 
5.7~ 

33.3% 
8.6~ 
7.2% 
i .4% 
0.0~ 
1.4% 

30.3~ 
30.3% 
19.6% 
12.1~ 
4.5~ 
3,0% 
0.0~ 
0.0% 
0~ 
0.0% 

0 . 8 %  
1.6% 
8 . 5 ~  

25.7% 
33~ 
19.1% 
10.2% 

6 . 0 ~  
0 . 2 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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D% AGNOSTI C TEST SCORES N=( 22) 
AVERAGE AL CADD i7 ,6  

1-11 B 
12-19 7 
2 0 - 2 9  2 
3 0 - 3 9  4 
4 0 - 4 9  1 
50 -U P 0 

36.3~ 
31,81 
9.01 

18.11 
4 , 5 ~  
0,0% 

DRINKER CLASS 

VICLATICNS CN 

CRIMINAL INVES 

DATA N={ 521 
PROBLEM 27 
NO~- PROBLEM 19 
UNDEFINED 6 
EST, PROB, DRINKERS 112 

ADB N=! 500) 
I DWI 322 
2 DWI 111 
3 DWI 41 
4 DW I I'9 
5+ DWI 6 
AVERAGE NO DWIS I ,55  

51.g~ 
36.5~ 
11.5% 
22.4I 

6 4 . 4 1  
22.2~ 
8.2~ 
3 . 8 %  
1.2% 

I -2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 130 26,0% 
3-4 34 6,8% 
5-6 7 I,4X 
7 - 8  3 0 . 6 Z  
g UP 2 0.4% 
AVERAGE NON A/R VlOL ,75 

I ~CCI DENT 56 I I ,  2~. 
2 ACCIDENTS 20 4.0~ 
3 ACCIDENTS 6 [ ,2~ 
4 CR MORE I 0~ 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS ,23 

TIGATI ON DATA N=( 331 
L-2 MISDEMEANORS 14 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 9 
5+ MISDEMEANORS I0 
AVG NO, MISDEMEANORS 3 . 6 3  
I - 2  FELONIES I 

�9 3-4 FELONIES 0 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG NO FELONIES ,06 
i-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS Ib 
3 - 4  A/R MISDEMEANORS 4 
5+ AIR MISDEMEANGRS 2 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS I ,81 
1-2 A/R FELONIES 0 
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0 
5* A/R FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES ~ 

42,4% 
27,2% 
30o3~ 

3,0~ 
0,0% 
0,0% 

48.4% 
12,1~ 
6 ,0 I  

0,0% 
0.0% 
0 .0% 
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AVG DAYS TC TYPE I RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
i 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

I i i  
82 
57 
16 
I0 

103 
90 
66 
20 
I0 

103 
90 
66 
20 
10 

282 DAYS 
I~4 DAYS 
98 DAYS 
86 DAYS 
32 DAYS 

305 DAYS 
171 DAYS 

96 DAYS 
85 DAYS 
32 DAYS 

305 DAYS 
171 DAYS 

96 DAYS 
85 DAYS 
32 DAYS 
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SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AG~ 

RACE 

EYPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

IDAHO 

w ITHHELD 

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE AkALYSIS 

JUDGMENT 1973 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

PALES 
FEPALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE Ig OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AG E 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 5 0 -  59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICA~I I~DIAN 
MEXICAN 
ORIENTAL 
LATIN 
CTHER RACF. S 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PA QT-TI ME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEwIFF. 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TYPE 
UNEMPLGYs 
PR CF / T ECH 
CLERICAL I SALES 
SEPV!CF.S 
AGRICULTURE 
PPCCESSING 
MACHINE TR ~DFS 
~ABRIICATION / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
CTH~R 

N=(  

N= ! 

N = (  

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N=( 

157 

PROJ EC T 

14.q 

114) 
97 
17 

I09) 
6 8 . ~  

lOg} 
1 6 2 . 1  

134] 
37.5 

7 
23 
15 
14 
20 
II 
13 
21 
10 

43} 
37 
0 
4 
2 
0 
0 
0 

41} 
32 
3 
4 
0 
I 

I 

42) 
2 
5, 
3 
5 
4 
? 
6 
0 
I 

9 

85.0% 
14.91 

5.2% 
17.1% 
11 .I~: 
i0.41 
14.9~ 
8.2% 
g.T~ 

15.6% 
7.4% 

86.0% 
0.0~ 
9.3~ 
4.6~ 
0.0% 
0.0% 
0.0~ 

78.0~ 
7.3~ 
g.7~ 
0.0~ 
2.4~. 
2.4t 

4.7~ 
iI.9~ 
7.1~ 

Ii.9~ 
g.5~ 

16.6~ 
14.2~ 
0.0% 
2.3~ 

21 o4T 



YEARS IN I DAHD 
AVERAGE YEARS 
I 
2 
3 
4 

6-10 
11-15 
16-20 
21 AND OVER 

N=( 

IN IDA 

REHABiLITAT ION 

14) 
2R .2 

0 
0 
I 
0 
0 
0 
3 
I 
9 

COURT ALCOHEL 

DATA N=( 148) 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 15 
ATTENDED DICP 20 
ATTENDED C OURT-SCHUOL 25 

MARITAL STATUS 

SCHOOL DATA N:( 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO I MPROVEMENT 
I M#RGVEMENT 1-4 

5-9 
I0-14 
15-19 
20-UP 

N=( 

DE PENDENTS 

MARRIED 
Sl NGLE 
DI VORCFD 
wl ']OWED 
SEPERATED 
OTHE P 

N={ 

RELIGICN 

O 
i 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
I+ 

N= ( 
PRCTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMCN 
OTHER 

25) 
1 
0 
3 

12 
7 
I 
I 

4 1 )  
23 

6 
7 
1 
4 
0 

16 )  
3 
7 
2 
1 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

15) 
5 
1 
0 
6 
3 

0.0~ 
0.0~ 

0.0~ 

0,0~ 
21.4% 
7.II 

64.~ 

10.1% 
13.5~Z 
1 6 . 8 ~  

4.0~ 
0.0~ 

12.0~ 
48.0% 
28.0% 

4.0~ 
4.0~ 

56.0% 
14.6~ 
17.0~ 
2.4~ 
g.7~ 
0.0% 

18.7~ 
43.7~ 
12.5~ 
6.2% 
6.2% 

12.5~ 
0.0% 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0.0~ 

33.3% 
6 . 6 ~  
0.0% 

40.0% 
2 0 . 0 ~  
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YEARS WAR R I ED 
AVERAGE 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
IL -15  
16-20 
20+ 

EDUCATICN 
AVERAGE 

I - 6  
7-9 

I0 
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

INCCME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000 -7999  
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE 8AC 

NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - .04 
. 0 5 -  .09 
. I 0  - .14 
�9 1 5 -  . I g  
�9 20 - .24 
.25 § 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 CR MORE 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N- ( 

N- ( 

N= ( 

10l 
18.2 

0 
2 
0 
I 
I 
I 
0 
5 

42} 
II.2 

1 
II 
5 
I 

13 
4 
3 
0 
3 
1 

42) 
17 
4 
4 
7 
5 
1 
3 
0 
0 
I 

761 
�9 147% 
�9 1 5 1 1  

2 
I 
8 

25 
26 
13 

I 

148) 
3 
0 
0 

0.0~ 
20.0~ 

0,0~ 
I0,0% 
IO.OZ 
I0.0% 
O.OI 

50.0% 

7.4~ 
26.1% 
11.9Z 
2.3:: 

30.9~ 
9,5~ 
7.1T 
0.0% 
7.1% 
2.31 

40.4% 
9.5:: 
9.5% 

16.6:~ 
I I .9% 
2.3~ 
7 . i ~  
O.OI 
0.0% 
2.3% 

2,61 

10o5% 
32.8~ 
34.2% 
17,1% 
1,3% 

0 .0~  
0 .0~  

lS9 



DIAGNCSTIC TES T SCOPES 
AVERAGE 

i - I I  
12-19 
20-29 
30-39 
40-49 

;%L CACD 
N=( 13 

I?.0 
7 
4 
2 
0 
0 
0 

53.E~ 
30.7% 
15.3~ 
0.0~ 
0,0~ 
C.O~ 

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATIONS ON 

DATA 
PROBLEM 
NON- PR,qBLE M 
UNICEF INED 
ES'[. PROB. DRINKEP.S 

N=[ 

ADD 
I OWl 
2 OWl 
3 OWl 
4 OWl 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 

N=( 

I - 2  NON A/R VlOLATICNS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

I ACCI DENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCI DENTS 
4 CR MgRE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

TIGATI.I,;'.J ,DATA N=( 

5+ M I S _n-- ~,.-" ~NOQ S 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 
1-2  FELONIES 
3-4 FELONI ES 
5§ FELONIES 
AVG NO FELONIES 
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 
3-4  A/R MISDEMEANF]RS 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 
1-2 A/R FELONIES 
3-4 A/R FELONIES 
5+ A/R FELONIES 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES 

34) 
8 

23 
3 

17 

1-48) 
116 
25 
3 
3 
1 

I .29 

47 
I0 
3 
I 
0 

.83 

30 
5 
I 
0 

. 2 9  

21) 
I[ 
5 
5 

3.00 
0 
0 
0 

.00 
4 
2 
0 

.57 
0 
0 
0 

.00 

23.5~ 
67.61 
8.8~ 

11.4% 

78.3~ 
16.8~ 
2.0~ 
2.01 
0.6~ 

31.7~ 
6.71 
2,0% 
0.6% 
0.0% 

2 0 . ? ~  
3.3% 
0 . 6 ~  
O.OZ 

5 2 . 3 ~  
2~.L?: 

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

1 9 . 0 ~  
9.5% 
C.O~ 

0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE i RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS TO, TYPE 2 RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
B 
4 

161 

25 
6 
9 
4 

22 
12 
9 
4 

22 
12 
? 
4" 

B47 DAYS 
75 DA YS 

101 DAYS 
68 DAYS 

349 DAYS 
84 DAYS 

101 DAYS 
68 DAYS 

349 D~YS 
84 DA YS 

IGI DAYS 
68 DAYS 



SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMFLOYMENT 

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE AI~ALYS IS 

ACCUI TTED 1973 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

N= ( 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

N= [ 

N= ( 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

N= { 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
OR I E NT AL 
LATIN 
OTHER. RACES 

N= ( 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PART-TIME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

N= ( 

OCCUPATION TYPE N=( 
UNEMPLOYED 
PR CF / T ECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRICULTURE 
PROCESSING 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
CTHE R 

162 

PROJ ECT 

17 

11) 
10 
1 

11) 
67.1 

I I )  
145.0 

I I )  
4 1 . I  

0 
2 
2 
0 
1 
I 
2 
I 
2 

6) 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

6) 
5 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 

61 
I 
I 
0 
2 
0 
I 
0 
I 
0 
0 

90.9~ 
9.01 

0.0~ 
18 . I~  
18.1~ 

0.0% 
9.0~ 
9.01 

18.11 
9.01 

18.1~ 

100,0~ 
O.Oi 
O.OI 
0.0~ 
O~ 
0.0~ 
O.OI 

83.3~ 
O.OI 

16.6~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

16 .6~  
16 .6~  

0 . 0 ~  
33.3~: 

0.0% 
16 .6Z  

O . O Z  
16 .6~  

O . O Z  
0.0% 



YEARS IN IDAHO 
AVERAGE YEARS 
I 
2 
3 
t, 
5 
6-10 
11-15 
16-20 
21 AND oVER 

N=( 
IN IDA 

REHABI LITATION 

2} 
1 6 . 0  

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
O 
O 
1 

COURT ALCOHOL 

DATA N=( 17) 
ATTENDED DEF~ DRIVING 2 
ATTENDED DICP 1 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 3 

N= ( 

MARI TAL 

SCHOOL DATA 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
I MFROVEMENT 1-4 

5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
2D-UP 

N= ! STATUS 
MARRIED 
SINGLE 
DI VORCED 
WI DOWED 
SEPERATED 
CTHER 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11+ 

N= | DEPENDENTS 

N=( 
PRCTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMGN 
OTHER 

163 

RE L I G I  CN 

3 l  
O 
0 
I 
1 
O 
0 
1 

6 l  
1 
5 
0 
0 
O 
0 

2) 
! 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

21 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 

0 . 0 7  
O~ 
0 . 0 r  
O,OZ 
O.OZ 

5 0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 r  
0 ~  

5 0 ~ 1 6 2  

1 1 . 7 ~  
5 . 8 ~  

1 7 . 6 ~  

O.OZ 
O,OZ 

33.3r 
33.3r 
O.O~ 
0~162 

33.3Z 

1 6 . 6 g  
8 3 . 3 1  

O.OZ 
0 , 0 r  
O,OZ 
O , O I  

5 0 . 0 ~  
5 0 , 0 r  

0 . 0 r  
O ,O t  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 r  
0 . 0 r  
0 . 0 ~  
O .O I  
O,O~ 
0,0~ 
0.0% 

O.OZ 
O.OZ 
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  

I O 0 . O Z  



EDUCATION 

INCOME 

8AC DATA 
AVERAGE 8AC 
AVERAGE POSITI 

AVERAGE YEARS 
1-6 
7-9 

I0 
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LESS THAN $4000 
4000-5999 
6000-7g99 
8000-9999 

I0000-I1999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

VE BAC 
NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - .04 
�9 05 - .09 
.I0 - ,14 
~ - .19 
.20 - ,24 
.25 + 
AVERAGE 

I - I I  
12-19 
20-29 
30-39 
40-49 
50-U P 

AL CA DD 

N-- { 

N= { 

N= { 

12. 
6) 
8 

0 
0 
0 
1 

Z , 

2 
0 
0 
1 
0 

6) 
3 
2 
I 

0 
0 
O 
0 
0 
0 
0 

14) 
�9 III~: 
�9 111% 

0 
I 
3 
8 

I 

I 

O 
7.5 

2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

18.i~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

16.6~ 
.3.-3. ,3~ 
33 ~ 
0.0% 
0.0~ 

16.6~ 
0.0% 

50.0% 
33.3Z 
16o61 
0.0~ 
O.O~ 
0.0~ 
0,0% 
0,0~ 
0.0~ 
O~ 

O.OI 
7.1~ 

21 .4 !  
57 , i~  
7 ~  
7~ 
O.O~ 

I00.0% 
O.OT 
0,0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

164 



DR I NKER CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NOt~- PRCBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

N=( 

VI OLATI CNS CN ADB 
I DWI 
2 DWI 
3 DWI 
4 OWl 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 

N=( 

i - 2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 

I ACCI DENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA 
1 - 2  MISDEMEANORS 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 

N=( 

1 - 2  FELONIES 
3 - 4  FELON[ ES 
5+ FELONIES 
AVG NO FELONIES 
1 - 2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 
3 - 4  A/R MISDEMEANORS 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 
1-2 AIR FELONIES 
3 - 4  A/R FELONIES 
5+ A/R FELONIES 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES 

6) 
1 
4 
1 
3 

171 
8 
7 
2 
0 
0 

1 . 6 4  

4 
2 
1 
0 
0 

1 . 0 5  

0 
0 
1 

,,47 

1) 
0 
1 
0 

3 . 0 0  
0 
0 
0 

. 0 0  
0 
0 
0 

.00  
0 
0 
0 

.,00 

1 6 . 6 ~  
6 6 . 6 ~  
1 6 . 6 Z  
1 7 . 6 Z  

47 .0% 
4 1 . 1 ~  
1 1 . 7 ~  

0.0% 
0.0% 

2 3 . 5 1  
1 1 . 7 ~  

5 . 8 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0.0% 

2 3 . 5 ~  
O . O l  
O .O I  
5 . 8 ~  

O.OZ 
IO0.OI 

O.OZ 

0.0~ 
0.0% 
O.OZ 

O.Ot 
O.OZ 
0.0~ 

0.0~ 
0.0~ 
O.OZ 

16S 



AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
I 
2 

AVG DAYS TG TYPE 2 RECID 
1" 
2 
3 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
I 
2 
3 

166 

6 
4 
3 

6 I? DA YS 
68 DAYS. 

538 DAYS 
68 DAYS 

!22 DAYS 

538 DAYS 
68 DAYS 

122 DAYS 



IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

PROJ ECT 

GUILTY D I S P O S I T I O N  1972 

SAMPLE S IZE  : 500  

SE X 

HE IGHT 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

N= ( 

N=| 

3121 
287 

25 

2 6 0 )  
6 8 . 7  

9 1 . 9 ~  
8 . 0 ~  

WE TGH T 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 1':) r}R LESS 
AGE 20 - 24  
AGE 25 - 29  
AGE 30 - 3 4  
AGE 35 - 39  
AGE ~0 - 4 4  
AGE 45 - ~9 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
ORI ENTAL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-T  I ME 
PART-TIME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TYPE 
UNEMPLOYED 
PROF I TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PROCESS ING 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
ST RUCTURAL 
OTHER 

N= ( 

N=(  

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= f 

257 )  
1 6 5 . 7  

4 8 3 )  
3 8 . 3  

9 
75 
71 
65 
54 
49 
62 
65 
33 

21 ;  
20 

O 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

21 !  
20 

0 
O 
0 
1 
0 

21}  
0 
2 
I 
1 
0 
3 
2 
3 
0 
9 

1 5 . 5 ~  
1 4 . 6 ~  
1 3 . 4 ~  
1 1 . 1 Z  
l O . l Z  
1 2 . 8 Z  
1 3 . 4 Z  

6 . 8 ~  

9 5 . 2 Z  
0 , 0 ~  
4 . 7 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 2  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

q 5 . 2 ~  
O.OZ 
O.OZ 
O.OZ 
4 . 7 ~  
O.OZ 

O.OT 
9 ,5~ '  
4 . 7 ~  
4 . 7 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

14.2~.  
9 . 5 ~  

1 4 . 2 ~  
O.OX 

42 .8% 
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REHABIL ITAT ION DATA 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 

N=( 500) 
DEF= DRIVING 48 
DIC p 41 
COURT-SCHOOL 4 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=( 4) 
NEGATIVE IMPPOVEMENT O 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 0 
IMPROVEMENT 1 -4  1 

5 - 9  I 
10-14 2 
15-19 O 
20-U P 0 

MARITAL STATUS N=( 21)  
MARRIED 13 
S INGLE 4 
DI VORCED 2 
WI DOWED 1 
SEPERATF. D 1 
OTHER 0 

DE PENDENT S 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
b 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1+ 

N= ( 

EDUCATION 
AVERAGE 

1 -6  
7 - 9  

10 
I 1  
12 
13 
14 
15 
1(5 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 
N=( 

1) 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
O 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 t )  
1 1 . 3  

0 
4 
1 
2 

12 
0 
1 
O 
1 
0 

q.6~ 
8 . 2 ~  
O . 8 Z  

0 . 0 1  
O.O~t 

25oO1 
25.O~. 
5O.OZ 

0 . O ~  
0 . 0 1  

61.9~r  
1 9 . 0 1  

9 . 5 ~  
4 . 7 S  
4 . 7 ~ :  
0 .  O~ 

1 0 0 . 0 ~  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  
OoO~ 
O.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 1  
O. O',r 
O.OZ 

6 . 8 ~  
1 9 . 0 ~  

4 . 7 ~  
9 . 5 ~  

5 7 . 1 ~  
O~ 
4 ~  
O~ 
4 ~  
O,;O1: 
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INCOME 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSIT !  

RE FUSED TEST 

LESS THAN $4000  
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 q 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

L 0 O O O - l 1 9 9 q  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 q 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

VE BAC 
NEGATIVE 
. 0 1  - . 0 4  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0 -  . 1 4  
. 1 5  - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  § 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MOR~ 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

21 
6 
3 
7 
3 
1 
1 
O 

O 
O 

681 
. 1 8 5 1  
�9 1881 

1 
2 
4 

12 
19 
16 
14 

500 )  
12 

1 
0 

2 8 . 5 ~  
1 4 . 2 1  
3 3 . 3 7  
1 4 . 2 t [  

4 . 7 ~  
4 . 7 ~  
0 ~  
O.OY 
0. ,0~ 
0 .O~  

1 . 4 ~  
2 . 9 ~  
5 . 8 1  

1 7 . 6 Z  
2 7 . 9 ~  
2 3 . 5 1  
2 0 . 5 ~  

2.41~ 
0 , 2 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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DI AGNOSTI C TEST SCORES N=( 8) 
AVERAGE AL CADD 15.5 
I - I I  2 

12-19 5 
2 0 - 2 q  I 
3 0 - 3 9  0 
~.0-4 9 O 
50-UP 0 

2 5 . 0 Z  
6 2 . 5 ~  
1 2 . 5 1  

O.O~ 
0 . 0 r  
0 . 0 ~  

DRINKER CLASS 

VI OLATI ONS ON 

CRIMINAL INVES 

DATA N=( lq) 
PROBLEM 6 
NON- PROBLEM I I 
UNDEFINED 2 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 53 

ADB N=( 5 0 0 )  
I DWI 365 
2 OWl 99 
3 DW I 22 
4 OWl 7 
5+ DWI 4 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1 . 3 5  

I -2  NON AIR VIOLATIONS I33 
3-4 21 
5-6 3 
7-8 2 
9 UP O 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL .54 

3 1 . 5 1  
5 7 . 8 T  
I0.5~ 
1 0 . 6 1  

7 3 . 0 ~  
l q o 8 ~  

4 . 4 ~  
1o41 
O . 8 Y  

2 6 . 6 ~  
4 . 2 ~  
O . 6 1  
0.41 
O.O~ 

I ~CCl DENT 34 6,8~. 
2 ACCIDENTS 5 I , O t  
3 ACCIDENTS 0 O . O !  
4 OR MORE 0 0,0~ 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS ,OB 

TI GATI ON DATA N=( 7 |  
] . -2  MISDEMEANORS 3 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS I 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 3 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 9,42 
1-2 FELONI ES 2 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 0 
5+ FELONIES O 
AVG NO FELONIES . 2 8  
1 - 2  AIR MISDEMEANORS 1 
3 - 4  AIR MISDEMEANORS 1 
5+ AIR MISDEMEANORS Z 
AVG NO AIR MISDEM~_ANORS 7,57 
1 - 2  AIR FELONIES O 
3 - 4  AIR FELONIES 0 
5+ AIR FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES . 0 0  

4 2 . 8 ~  
1 4 . 2 ~  
4 2 . 8 Z  

2 8 . 5 ~  
0 , 0 ~  
0 , 0 ~  

1 4 . 2 ~  
1 4 , 2 ~  
2 8 . 5 ~  

O,O~ 
0 , 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4. 
5 

- . ~  

171 

9~ 
44 
21 
12 

5 

96 
48 
~4 
12 

5 

96 
48 
24 
12 

5 

3 17 DAYS 
1 87 DAYS 

94 DAYS 
45 OA YS 
39 DAYS 

328 DAYS 
189 OA YS 

cl. 6 DAYS 
45 'DAYS 
39 DA YS 

328 DAYS 
189 DAYS 

96 DAYS 
45 DAYS 
39 DA Y$ 



SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGH T 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

WITHHELD JUDGMENT 197~ 

e*MPLE SIZE : 

N= ( 
MALES 
FEMALES 

N= ! 
AVERAGE HEIGHT 

N= ( 
AVERAGE WEIGHT 

N=( 
AVERAGE AGE 
AGE lg  OR LESS 
AGE ;;0 - 26  
AGE 25 - 2g 
AGE 30 - 34  
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 4~  
AGE 45 - 49  
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
OR I ENTAL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

p 

STATUS 
F U L L - T I  ME 
PA RT-T I M E 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUS EW I F E 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

N= ( 

N= f 

TYPE 
UNEMPLOYED 
PROF I TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PROCESS I NG 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHER 

�9 - , - - - - - ~  ~ . .  

N=( 

272 

PROd EC T 

140 

108 )  
99 

9 

I 0 1 )  
6 8 . q  

101)  
1 6 2 . 2  

1 3 4 )  
3 6 ~  

9 
31 
2Z 
12 

b 
7 

14 
19 
14 

19) 
15 

0 
2 
Z 
0 
0 
0 

19l 
13 

I 
4 
I 
O 
O 

191 
2 
3 
2 
2 
0 
2 
1 
1 
2 
6 

9 1 . 6 ~  
8 . 3 ~  

6 ~  
2 3 . 1 Z  
1 6 . 4 ~  

8 . 9 Z  
4 . 4 ~  
5 . 2 ~  

1 0 . 4 ~  
1 4 . 1 ~  
1 0 . 4 ~  

7 8 . 9 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

I O . S T  
I O .  ST 

0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 ~  

6 8 ~  
5o2~  

2 1 ~  
5 . 2 Z  
O~ 
O~ 

1 0 . 5 ~  
1 5 . 7 ~  
1 0 . 5 ~  
1 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
1 0 ~  

5 . 2 ~  
5 . 2 ~  

1 0 . 5 ~  
~ 1 . 0 ~  



REHABIL ITAT  tON DATA 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 

N= ( 
DEF, DRIVING 
DICP 
C OURT-S CH.30L 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=( 
NEGATIVE | MPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT 1 - 4  

5 - 9  
1 0 - 1 4  
1 5 - 1 9  
20-UP 

MARITAL S T ATUS 
MARRIED 
SINGLE 
DIVORCED 
WI DOMED 
SE PE RATED 
OTHER 

N= ( 

EDUCATION 
AVERAGE YEARS 

1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

N= ( 

~NCOME 
LESS THAN S*'O00 

4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 q q  
1 ' , 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

N=( 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE 8AC 
AVERAGE POSIT IVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
. 0 l  - . 0 4  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0  - . 1 4  
. 1 5  - , l q  
�9 20 - . 2 4  
~  + 

N= ( 

140)  
8 
8 

I 0  

10} 
1 
0 
0 
8 
1 
0 
0 

19!  
10 

4 
1 
0 
3 
1 

1 8 )  
1 1 . 3  

0 
3 
3 
3 
6 
0 
2 
1 
0 
0 

19 l  
4 
5 
5 
3 
1 
0 
O 
0 
0 
1 

25 t  
�9 137 I  
�9 1 . '  (~8 

2 
0 

9 
6 
2 
2 

5 . 7 7  
5 . 7 ~  
7 . 1 ~  

tO.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
O.OT 

8 0 . O T  
1 0 . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 1  

5 2 . 6 ~  
2 1 . 0 1  

5.2 '~ 
0 . 0 1  

1 5 . 7 ~  
5 . 2 ] [  

I 0 . 4 ~  
1 6 . 6 I  
1 6 . 6 ~  
1 6 , 6 Z  
3 3 . 3 1  

0 . 0 1  
1 1 . 1 ~  

5 . 5 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O.O~ 

2 1 . 0 ~  
2 6 . 3 1  
2 6 . 3 ~  
1 5 . 7 ~  

5 . 2 1  
0 . 0 ~  
0o0~ 
0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 ~  
5 . 2 Z  

8 . 0 ~  
OoOZ 

1 6 , 0 Z  
3 6 . 0 1  
2 4 . 0 Z  

8 . 0 T  
BoO~ 

e 

173 �9 



REFUSED TEST N=( 160} 
ONCE 7 5.0r 
TWICE 0 O.Or 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 " OR-~MOR~ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  0 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  O'.b~ . . . . . . . .  

6 

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 6 l  
AVERAGE ALCADD 16.1  

1-11 2 3 3 . 3 ~  
12 -19  3 50.0~_ 
20-2  9 0 0 .  Or 
30 -39  1 16 .6~  
6 0 - 6 9  O O. O~ 
50-UP 0 O .0~ 

DRINKER CLASS DATA N= ( 16l 
PROBLEM 2 1 2 . 5 ~  
NON- PROB LEM 16 87o5~ 
UNDEFI NED O O.O~ 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 10 7 . 1 ~  

Vl OLATI ONS ON ADB N: (  140l  
1 DWI 113 8 0 . 7 1  
2 DWI 22 15o7Z 
3 DWI 4 2 . 8 ~  
6 DWI 0 0 . 0 ~  
5+ DWI 0 0 . 0 1  
AVERAGE NO DWIS I .20  

1-2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 40 28~ 
3 -4  13 9 . 2 ~  
5 - 6  4 2 . 8 t  
7 - 8  1 0 . 7 ~  
9 UP 0 o . o ~  
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL .90  

1 ACCIDENT 23 1 6 . 4 ~  
2 ACCIDENTS 2 1 .6Z  
3 ACCIDENTS 1 O.TZ 
4 OR MORE 0 O~ 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .21 

CR I M I NA L INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 61 
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 2 3 3 . 3 ~  
3 -4  MISDEMEANORS 2 3 3 . 3 ~  
5+ MISDEMEANORS 2 33~  
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 3.16 
1-2 FELONIES 0 .O.Ot 
3 - 4  FELONIES 0 O.OZ 
5+ FELONIES 0 O.O~ 
AVG NO FELONIES .00 
1-2 AIR MISDEMEANORS 3 50.OZ 
3 -4  AIR MISDEMEANOi~S 0 O.Or  
5+ AIR MISDEMEANORS 0 O.O~ 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1 ,00  
| - 2  A/R FELONIES 0 O .OI  
3 -4  AIR FELONIES 0 O.OZ 
5+ A/R FELONIES 0 O.OZ 
AVG NO AIR FELONIES .DO 

1 7 d  



AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID 
1 
2 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
X 
2 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
L 
2 
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22 
8 

22 
8 

22 
8 

284 DAYS 
63 DAYS 

284. DAYS 
63 DA YS 

284 .DAYS 
63 DAYS 



IDAHO PROJECT 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTIt'}N 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

ACQUITTED 1972 

SAMPLE S|ZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE ZO - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39  
AGE ~D - 66. 
AGE 45 - 6.9 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
ME X I CAN 
OR I E NT AL 
LATIN 

OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-T  I ME 
PA RT-T I ME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUS EW I F E 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TYPE 
UNEMPLOYED 
PROF I TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PROCESS I NG 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
{]THE R 

, - - - - - . . _ _ _ _ . _  
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N= ( 

N=(  

N=(  

N={  

N" I 

N= ( 

N= ( 

i 0  

91 
9 
0 

9)  
6 8 . 3  

9} 
1 5 6 . 7  

9}  
6 1 . 2  

O 
2 
D 
3 
0 
0 
0 
3 
1 

3 l  
3 
0 
D 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3 l  
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 

3} 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

I 0 0 . 0 ~  
O.OZ 

0 . 0 ~  
2 2 . 2 1  

0 . 0 ~  
3 3 . 3 ~  

0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 I  
O.O~ 

3 3 . 3 1  
1 1 . 1 1  

1 0 0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 ~  
O .  O',le 
0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 1  

66.6',1{ 
0 . 0 1  
0 . 0 1  
D . 0 I  
O.O~ 

3 3 . 3 ~  

3 3 . 3 1  
3 3 . 3 ~  

0.01~ 
b .OZ 
0 . 0 7  
0 . 0 ~  
O . O Z  

3 3 . 3 Z  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  



REHABILITATION DATA N=( 
ATTENDED DE~,  DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 

MARITAL STATUS N=( 
MARRIED 
S INGLE 
DIVORCED 
WI DOWED 
SE PERATED 
OTHER 

EDUCATION 
AVERAGE YEARS 

1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10  
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

N= ( 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000  

4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 q  

1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

N = (  

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE P O S I T I V E  BAC 

NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - . 0 6  
�9 05  - . 0 9  
.I0 - .14 
�9 15 - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  + 

N= ( 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

N= ( 

101 
2 
0 
3)  
3 
O 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3 )  
1 1 . 3  

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
Z 
0 
O 
0 
0 

3)  
0 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
O 
0 

10 ;  
�9 138% 
�9 172Z 

2 
O 
1 
2 
2 
2 
1 

10) 
2 
O 
0 

20 .0% 
O . O Z  

1 0 0 . 0 7  
0 .0% 
0 . 0 ~  
0.0@ 
0 .0% 
0 . 0 ~  

I I . l Y  
33 .3% 

O.O~ 
0 .0% 
O.O@ 

6 6 . 6 7  
O.OT 
0 .0% 
0 . 0 7  
0 .0% 

0 .0% 
66 .6% 
33 .3% 

0 .0% 
0 .0% 
0 .0% 
O.OT 
0 .0% 
0 . 0 7  
0 .0% 

20 .OT  
O.O@ 

1 0 . 0 3  
2 0 . 0 1  
20 .0% 
20 .0% 
10 .0% 

2 0 . O Z  
O . O Z  
O . O Z  
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DRINKER CLASS DATA N= ( 3 ) 
PR C)BLEM I 
NON-PROBLEM 2 
UNDEFI NE D 0 
EST, PROB. DRINKERS 2 

-VIOLATIONS ON ADB N=( 10) 
i DWI 7 
2 DWI I 
3 DWI 0 
4 DWI -O 
5+ DWI 1 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.40 

I -2  NON AIR VIOLATIONS 3 
3-4 I 
5-6 0 
7-B 0 
9 UP D 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL .80 

1 ACCI DENT 3 
2 ACCIDENTS 0 
3 ACCIDENTS D 
4 OR MORE 0 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .30  

CRI MI NAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( I )  
I -2  MISDEMEANORS 0 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS I 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 0 
AVG NO, ~ISDEMEANORS 4.00 
1-2 FELONI ES 0 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 0 
5+ FELONIES D 
AVG NO FELONIES .00  
1 - 2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 0 
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 0 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 0 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS .00  
1 - 2  A/R FELONIES 0 
3 - 4  AIR FELONIES 0 
5+ AIR FELONIES 0 
AVG NO AIR FELONIES .OO 

3 3 . 3 ~  
6 6 . 6 ~  

O.OY 
2 0 . 0 ~  

7 0 . 0 7  
IO .OT  

O.D~ 
0 . 0 ~  

1 0 . D 7  

3 0 .  O~r 
10.o7.  

o . o ~  
0 . 0 7  
O.D~ 

3 0 . 0 ~ :  
0 .0~[  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

O.OT 
1 0 0 . 0 ~  

OoOZ 

0o0~ 
D.D~ 
0o0~ 

0o0~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
0.0~.  
O.O~. 
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE Z RECID 
1 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
1 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 

179 

66, DAYS 

64 DAYS 

64 DAYS 

Q 



SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

OCCUPATION 

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

1974 REFERRED 

S^.O,= SIZE : SO0 w , q ,  H r  

N=( 402) 
MALES 347 
FEMALES 55 

N= ( 403 ) 
6 8 , 9  AVERAGE HEIGHT 

N= ( 6 0 3  ) 
AVERAGE WEIGHT 166,,1 

N=( 4 0 8 )  
AVERAGE AGE 3 6 . 1  
AGE 19 OR LESS 33 
AGE 20 - 24  73 
AGE 25 - 29 57 
AG~ 30 - 3 4  40 
AGE 35 - 39 39 
AGE 40 - 64  48 
AGE 65 - 69  41 
AGE 50 - 59 56 
AGE 60 AND OVER 21 

N= ( 458) 
WHITE 418 
BLACK 2 
AMERICAN INDIAN 17 
ME X I CAN 19 
ORIENTAL I 
LATI N 0 
OTHER RACES 1 

TUS N= ( 4 6 0 )  
FULL-T IME 352 
PA RT -T  I M E 25 
NOT EMPLOYED 46 
HOUSEWIFE 11 
STUDENTS 17 
RETI RED 9 

.TYPE N=( 4 5 4 )  
UNEMPLOYED 51 
PROF I TECH 65 
CLERICAL / SALES 48 
SERVICES 44 
AG R.I CULTURE 29 
PR DC ESS I NG 47 
MACHINE TRADES 15 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 24  
STRUCTURAL 27 
OTHER 126 
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8 6 . 3 T  
1 3 . 6 ~  

B . O ~  
1 7 . 8 Z  
1 3 , 9 ~  

9 . 8 ~  
9 . 5 7  

1 1 . 7 ~  
1 0 . 0 7  
1 3 . 7 ~  

5 . 1 T  

9 1 . 2 ~  
0 . 4 ~  
3 . 7 ~  

0 . 2 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 2 ~  

7 6 . 5 ~  
5 . 4 ~  

I O . O F  
2 . 3 ~  
3 . 6 7  
1 . 9 ~  

1 1 . 2 ~  

1 0 . 5 X  
9 . 6 ~  
6 . 3 ~ "  

1 0 . 3 ~  
3 . 3 ~  
5 . 2 ~  
5 . 9 X  

2 7 . 3 ~  



YEARS IN I DAHO 
AVERAGE YEARS IN 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 -10  
1 1 - 1 5 ,  
16 -20  
21 AND OVER 

REHABILITATION DATA 

COURT ALCOHOL 

MARITAL STATUS 

DE PENDENTS 

RELIGION 

N= ( 
IDA 

N- ( 

N= ( 

ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 
ATTENDED DICP 
ATTENDED COURT-S CHOOL 

SCHOOL DATA 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT I - 4  

5 -9  
10 -14  
15-19 
20-'-UP 

N= ( 
MARRIED 
SINGLE 
OI VORC ED 
WI rjOWE O 
SE PE RATED 
OT HE R 

N= ( 
0 
i 
2 
3 
4, 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11+ 

N= ( 
PR OT ES T A NT 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OTHE R 

306) 
2 1 . 3  

15 
13 
11 
10 
11 
28 
16 
69 

153 

500) 
35 
31 

271 

271} 
4 
0 

53 
139 

57 
9 
9 

458) 
208 
117 

90 
18 
23 

2 

335) 
124 

64 
54 
35 
32 
14 

5 
5 
0 
2 
O 
0 

314) 
12q 

67 
0 

46 
72 

4 . 9 1  
6 . 2 ~  
3 . 5 1  

I 3~ 
3 . 5 1  
9 . 1 I  
5 . 2 1  

1 6 . 0 r  
5 0 . 0 ~  

ToO~ 
6 . 2 1  

54 .27  

1 .41  
O.OX 

19 .51  
5 1 . 2 I  
2 1 . 0 1  

3 ~  
3 . 3 1  

4 5 . 4 1  
25 .5~  
19 .61  

3 . 9 Z  
5 . 0 I  
0 . 4 ~  

37,01~ 
19.1~ 
16.1~ 
10o41 
9.5~ 
4.1Z 

1.41 
O.01E 
0o5~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 1  

a l . O r  
21 .3~  

O.O~ 
I ~ . 6 Z  
22 .9~  
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YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATION 

INCOME 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI  

REFUSED TEST 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 - 1 0  
1 1 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

20+ 

AVERAGE YEARS 
1 -6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
1/* 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LESS THAN $/*000 
/ * 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9 .  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
20000-UP 

VE 8AC 
NEGATIVE 
,01  - . 0 / *  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0  - . 1 / *  
. 1 5  - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  § 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

N=! 

N= I 

N=  ( 

N=  I 

N=  ( 

175 
1 3 . 0  

1/* 
12 

7 
1/* 
/*2 
24 
16 
/.6 

456 )  
1 1 . 4  

7 
84 
43 
45 

178 
27 
34- 
1 1  
22 

5 

444 )  
1 1 7  

9 6  
86 
56 
43 
19 
11 

3 
6 
7 

360)  
. 1 4 8 1  
o 1531 

11 
1 

29 
136 
123 

48 
12 

5001 
25 

1 
0 

8 . 0 ~  
6 . 8 ~  
4 ~  
8 . 0 ~  

2 4 ~  
1 3 . 7 I  

9 . 1 1  
2 6 . 2 1  

5 . 1 1  
1 8 . 4 1  

9 . 4 1  
9 . 8 1  

3 9 . 0 1  
5.91[ 
7 . 4 1  
2 ~  
4 . 8 ~  
1 . O r  

2 6 . 3 7  
2 1 . 6 1  
19o37 
1 2 . 6 1  

9.61~ 
4.2~r 
2 ~  
o . 6 1  
1.3~r 
1.51 

3 . 0 1  
0 . 2 1  
8 . 0 ~  

3 7 . 7 1  
3 4 . 1 1  
1 3 . 3 1  

3.31r 

5 . 0 ~  
0 . 2 ~  
0 . 0 1  

----- . . . . . . .__ 
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DIAGNOSTIC TES ) T SCORES N=I 240 
AVERAGE ALCADD 9 . 1  

1 -11  179 
1 2 - 1 9  49 
20 - 2 9  9 
3 0 - 3 9  3 
~0.-~?-- 0 
50-U P O 

7 4 . 5 ~  
2 0 ~  

3 . 7 ~  
1 . 2 Z  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 7  

DRINKER CLASS DATA N : (  401)  
PROBLEM 76 
NON- PR OB LE M 296 
UNDEFINED 29 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 91 

Vl OLATI ONS ON ADB N= ( 500) 
1 DWI 375 
2 DWI 89 
3 DWI 29 
4 OWl 3 
5+ DWI I 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1 . 3 1  

1 8 . 9 ~  
7 3 . 8 ~  

7 . 2 t  
1 8 . 2 7  

7 5 . 0 Z  
1 7 . 8 t  

5 . 8 t  
0 . 6 ~  
0 ~  

CRIMINAL 

1 - 2  NON AIR VIOLATIONS 154 3 0 . 8 t  
3 - 4  66 9 . 2 t  
5 - 6  16 3 . 2 Z  
7 - 8  6 1 . 2 ~  
9 UP 1 0 . 2 ~  
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL 1 . 0 1  

1 ACCIDENT 113 
2 ACCIDENTS 23 
3 ACCIDENTS 6 
6 OR MORE 3 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS . 3 7  

INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 154I  
1 - 2  MISDEMEANORS 90 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS 36 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 28 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 2 . 9 9  
1 - 2  FELONI ES 6 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 1 
5+ FELONIES 1 
AVG NO FELONIES . 0 9  
1 - 2  AIR MISDEMEANORS 67 

3 - 4  A/R MISDEMEANORS 2 
5+ AIR MISDEMEANORS 4 
AVG NO AIR MISDEMEANORS .61  
1 - 2  A/R FELONIES 1 
3 - 4  A/R FELONIES 0 
5+ AIR FELONIES O 
AVG NO AIR FELONIES .01  

2 2 . 6 Z  
4 . 6 ~  
1 . 2 ~  
0 . 6 ~  

58o4Z 
23o3~  
1 8 . 1 Z  

3 . 8 ~  
0 . 6 ~  
0 . 6 ~  

30o5~  
1.21r 
2 . 5 Z  

0 . 6 ~  
O.O• 
0.. O~ 
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECIO 
1 
2 
3 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
1 
2, 
3 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 

ASAP REC IDIVXS~ 

89 
58 

9 

73 
78 
,?.7 

73 
78 
27 

54 

-297 DA YS 
142 DAYS 
289 DAYS 

2 80 DA YS 
130 DAYS 
155 DAYS 

280 DAYS 
130 DAYS 
155 DAYS 

238 DAYS 
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IDAHO PROJ ECT ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

19 7 4  NOT REFERRED 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24  
AGE 25 - 29  
AGE 30 - 34  
AGE 35 - 39  
AGE 60 - 6 6  
AGE 45 - 49  
AG_ ~ 5 0  - w 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXI CAN 
OR I ENTAL 
LATI N 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-T IME 
PA RT - T  I M E 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

TYPE 
UNEHPLOYED 
PROF I TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRICULTURE 
PROCESS] NG 
NACH I NE TRADES 
FABRICATION / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHER 

186 

N= ( 

N= ! 

N = (  

N=( 

N=( 

N= ! 

N= ( 

Soo 

3 6 3 )  
337 

26 

345) 
6 8 . 8  

345) 
1 6 3 . 6  

4 4 5 )  
3 7 . 5  

32 
62 
74  
38 
6.7 
44  
49 
67 
32 

I17) 
1.02 

0 
I0 
5 
0 
0 
0 

118 )  
80 

8 
16 

2 
4 
8 

1 1 8 )  
14 

C) 
9 

13 
IO 
13 

2 
7 
9 

32 

9 2 . 8 ~  
7 . 1 =  

7 . 1 ~  
1 3 . 9 Z  
1 6 . 6 ~  

8 . 5 !  
1 0 . 5 ~  

9 . 8 X  
I 1 . 0 ~  
1 5 . 0 ~  

7 . 1 1  

8.'T. 1~ 
O.OZ 
8 , 5 ~  
4 . 2 Z  
0 . 0 1  
O.O~ 
O.OZ 

67 .TZ  
6 . 7 Z  

1 3 . 5 Z  
1 . 6 1  
3 . 3 ~  
6 . 7 ~  

1 1 . 8 ~  
7 . 6 Z  
7 . 6 I  

1 1 . 0 1  
8.6~_ 

1 1 . 0 Z  
1.61:  
5 . 9 I  
7 . 6 1  

2"r .  11 



YEARS IN I DAHO N= ( 701 
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 2 3 . 6  
1 3 
2 5 
3 2 
4 2 
5 2 
6 - 1 0  4 
1 1 - 1 5  6 
16 -20  14 
21 AND OVER 32 

REHABILITATION DATA N=( 500) 
ATTENDED DEF, DRIVING 53 
ATTENDED DICP 71 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL b8 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=I 68) 
NEGATIVE I MPROVENENT 1 
ZERO I MPROVENENT O 
IM PROVENENT 1 -4  18 

5-9  26 
10 -14  16 
15-19 2 
20-UP 5 

MARITAL STATUS 
NARRIED 
SI NGLE 
DI VORC ED 
WI DOW~D 
SE PE RATED 
OTHER 

N= ( 

DEPENDENTS 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
114 

N= ( 

RELIGION 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OTHE R 

N= ( 

187 

118) 
$9 
34 
13 

8 
4 
0 

76) 
27 
17 
12 

7 
lO 

1 
1 
1 
0 
O 
0 
0 

72) 
27 
15 
0 

14 
16 

4 . 2 ~  
7 . 1 ~  
2 , 8 Z -  
2 . 8 ~  
2.B~ 
5 .7~  
8 .51  

2 0 . 0 ~  
45.7Z 

1 0 . 6 7  
14 .2~  
13o6~ 

1.4X 
0 . 0 ~  

26 .4Z  
38 .2~  
23 .5Z  

2 . 9 1  
7.31 

50 .0~  
28 .8Z  
11 .0~ 

6 .7Z  
3 . 3 1  
0 . 0 I  

35 .5T  
22 .3Z  
15 .7~  

9 .2 ' I  
13DIE 

1 .31  
1 .3= 
1 .3~ 
0 .0~  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  
O.OZ 

37 .5~  
20 .8Z  

O.OZ 
19 .4~  
2 2 . 2 Z  



YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATION 

INCOME 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI  

REFUSED TEST 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 - 1 0  
1 1 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

ZO+ 

AVERAGE YEARS 
1 -6  
7 - 9  

10 
1.1 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND. UP 

LESS THAN S4000 
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
8 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

VE B AC 
NEGATIVE 
. 0 1  - . 0 4  
. 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0  - . 1 4  
. 1 5  - . 1 9  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
. 2 5  § 

~NCE 
TNICE 
3 OR ~ORE 

N = (  

N= ( 

N =  ( 

N= ( 

N= I 

41)  
1 2 . 0  

6 
9 
4 
1 
6 
0 
4 

11 

116 )  
1 1 . 1  

7 
18 
10 
13 
44  

8 
8 
3 
3 
2 

114 )  
33 
19 
21 
18 
lO 

5 
2 
t 
0 
5 

233 )  
. 1 5 4 Z  
. 157~r 

4 
3 

29 
66 
78 
35 
18 

500)  
20 

0 
0 

1 4 . 6 ~  
2 1 . 9 Z  

9 . 7 ~  
2 . 4 Z  

1 4 . 6 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

2 6 . 8 Z  

7 . 1 ~  
1 5 . 5 Z  

8 . 6 Z  
l l . 2 Z  
3 7 . 9 ~  

6 ~  
6 . 8 Z  
2 . 5 Z  
2 . 5 ~  
I . T Z  

2 8 . 9 ~  
1 6 . 6 Z  
1 8 . 4 Z  
1 5 ~  

8 . 7 r  
4 . 3 ~  
1 . 7 Z  
0 . 8 ~  
O.OZ 
4 . 3 ~  

1 . 7 ~  
1 . 2 Z  

1 2 . 4 ~  
2 8 ~  
3 3 ~  
1 5 . 0 1  

7 ~  

4 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 7  
0 . 0 ~  
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OI AGNOSTI C TEST SCORES N:(  601 
AVERAGE ALCADD 13 .1  

1 - 1  1 30 
12 -19  19 
2 0 - 2 9  8 
30 -3  9 2 
40 -4  9 1 
5 0 ~ P  O 

50~ 
31.61r 
13 .3~  

3 . 3 I  
I . 6 ~  
0 . 0 1  

DRINKER CLASS 

Vl OLATIONS ON 

CRIMINAL INVES 

DATA N=( 1071 
PROBLEM 45 
NON-PROBLE M 55 
UNDEFINED 7 
EST. PROB~ DRINKERS 95 

ADB N=( 500) 
1 DWI 330 
2 DWI 113 
3 DW I 32 
6 OWI 19 
5§ OWI 5 
AVERAGr NO DWIS 1 .51  

1-2 NON AIR VIOLATIONS 155 
3 -4  40 
5 -6  10 
7-8 8 
9 UP 1 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL ,94  

1 ACCIDENT 67 
2 ACCIDENTS 20 
3 ACCIDENTS 5 
4 OR MORE 0 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .24  

TIGATI ON DATA N=( 35) 
1-2  MISDEMEANORS 18 
3 -4  NISDENEANORS 8 
54 MISDEMEANORS 9 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 3,,34 
1-2 FELONIES O 
3 -4  FELONIES 0 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG NQ FELONIES .OO 
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 9 
3 - 4  AIR MISDEMEANORS 5 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 1 
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1o05 
I - 2  AIR FELONIES O 
3 -4  AIR FELONIES 0 
5§ A/R FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES . 0 0  
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4 2 . 0 1  
51 ,4~  
6 . 5 ~  

1 9 . 0 1  

66 .0~  
2 2 , 6 1  

6 . 4 1  
3 . 8 1  
1 . 0 I  

3 1 . 0 ~  
8 . 0 1  
2 . 0 1  
1 .61  
0 . 2 1  

13 .41  
4 . 0 1  
I , 0 ~  
O.OZ 

5 1 . 4 I  
22 .8~  
2 5 . 7 1  

O.OZ 
O~ 
O.OZ 

2 5 . 7 I  
1 4 . 2 I  

2 . 8 1  

0~ 
O,O~ 
0 . 0 1  



AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
I. 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
X 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

ASAP RECIDIVISM 
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X13 
64 
5"7' 
12 
I !  

102 
74. 
66 
20 
I 6  

XO2 
74 
66 
20 
X6 

68 

281 DAYS 
215 DAYS 
I 18 DAYS 

73 DAYS 
34 DAYS 

309  DAYS 
IC)7 DAYS 
102 DAY~ 

83 DAYS 
37 DAYS 

309 DAYS 
].97 DAYS 
102 DAYS 

83 DAYS 
37 DAYS 

2~0  DA YS 



IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 
PROFILE A~ALYSIS 

BASELINE DWIS 

PROJECT 

SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

v 4 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39  
AGE 40  - 44  
.~GE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVSR 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
ORIENTAL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PA RT-T I ME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETI RED 

CCCUPATION TYP E 
UNEMPLOYED 
PR CF / T ECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SE RV ICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PRCCESS I NG 
MACHINE TRADES 
FABRICATION / ~EPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHER 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= { 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= { 

400 

2 5 3 l  
229 

24 

2321 
6 9 . 0  

2 3 2 I  
1 6 5 , 9  

3 9 0 }  
3 9 . 4  

4 
46 
70 
53 
42 
32 
4 3  
66 
34 

0 
0 
l 
0 
0 
0 
0 

i) 
0 
0 
1 
O 
0 
0 

1) 
I 
0 
O 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

9 0 . 5 Y  
9 . 4 ~  

1 . 0 ~  
1 1 . 7 ~  
1 7 . q ~  
1 3 . 5 ~  
1 0 . 7 ~  

8 . 2 ~  
1 1 . 0 ~  
1 6 . 9 T  

8 . 7 ~  

O , O T  
0 . 0 ~  

1 0 0 . 0 ~  
O.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
O.O~ 
O.O~ 

o . o =  
O,O~ 

1 0 0 . 0 ~  
O.Oe 
0 . 0 ~  
O.OV 

1 0 0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O.O~ 
O . O I  
0 . 0 ~  
O.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
O . O I  
0 . 0 ~  

- . . j  
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~'.EHABI LITAT ION DATA 
ATTENnEC 

ATTENDED 
MARITAL STATUS 

MARRIED 
SINGLE 
DIVORCED 
wIDOWED 
SE PE RATED 
OTHER 

DEF. 
DICP 

EDUCATION 
AVERAGE 

I -6  
7-9 

I0 
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - .04 
.05 - .09 

�9 I0 - .14 

�9 15 - .19 

.20- .24 
�9 25 § 

REFUSED TEST 
DNCE 
TWICE 
3 CR MORE 

N={ 
DR IV I NG 

N=( 

N= { 

N= I 

N=I 

N={ 

400) 
12 

7 
I }  
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

I}  
11,0 

0 
O 
0 
I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

I }  
0 

I 
0 

0 

0 

0 

O 
0 

0 

0 

68}. 
�9 197Z 
�9 197~ 

0 

1 

3 
12 

23 

13 

16 

400} 
I0 
0 

0 

- 3 . 0 ~  
1.7v 

I00.0~ 
0.0~ 
0,0~ 
0~0~ 
O,OI 
0,0~ 

8 . 7 . ~  
OoOI 
O~ 

lOO.O~ 
O,O~ 
O,OI 
O,OI 
0.0~ 
O,OT 
0,0~ 

0,0~ 
lO0,OI 

0,0~ 
0., 0% 
0,0~ 
O,OX 
0,0~ 
O.OI 
O.OI 
0~0~ 

O.O~ 

1.4% 
4.41 

17.61 

33.8~ 

19.1~ 

23.5~ 

2.5'~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0,0% 
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DRINKER CLASS 

vIOLATIONS ON 

DATA 
PR CBLEM 
NOK-- PROBLEM 
UNP.EFINED 
EST, PROB, DRINKERS 

N= { 

ADR 
I OWl 
2 OWl 
3 OWl 
4 DWI 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 

N= { 

1 - 2  NON AIR 
3 - 4  
5 - 6  
7 - 8  
9 UP 
AVERAGE NON 

VIOLATIONS 

A/R VIOL 

I ACCIDENT 
2 ACCI DENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

0 
1 
0 

2O 

4 0 0 )  
327 

67 
5 
0 
I 

1 . 2 0  

84 
21 

1 
0 
0 

. 4 5  

14 
0 
0 
0 

. 0 3  

0 . 0 r  
1 0 0 . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~ .  
5 . 0 r  

8 1 . 7 @  
1 6 . 7 ~  

1 . 2 ~  
0 .0@ 
0 . 2 Z  

21.0@ 
5 . 2 ~  
0 . 2 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O . O Z  

3,5% 
0.0% 
0~ 
0 .0% 
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IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT 
PROFILE AKALYSIS 

YEAR 1 OPERATIONAL DWIS 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

SAIVPLE S IZE  : 400 

N=-( 297 )  
MALES 267 
FEMALES 30 

N= l 2 9 3  ] l 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 68.7  

AVERAGE WEIGHT 
N=I 293] 

1 6 5 , 1  

N-- ( 322 ) 
AVERAGE AGE 38.1 
AGE 19 OR LESS 19 
AGE 20 - 24 48 
AGE 25 - 29 48 
AGE 30 - 34 28 
AGE 35 - 39 34 
AGE 40 - 44 2 9  
AGE 45 - 49 41 
AGE 50 - 59 50 
AGE 60 AND OVER 25 

N= l 164) 
WHITE 135 
BLACK 1 
AMERICAN INDIAN 13 
MEXICAN 13 
OR I E NT At I 
LATIN 0 
OTHER RACES le 

STATUS N=I 166) 
FULL-T IME 12li 
PART-TIME 8 
NOT EMPLOYED 18 
HOUSEWIFE 3 
STUDENTS .7 
RETIRED 9 

OCCUPATION TYPE N={ 
UNEMPLOYED 
PRGF / TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SE RV ICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PRCCESSING 
'AACH INE TRADES 
FABRICATION I REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHE R 

165) 
20 
14 
12 
19 
14 
21 

7 
9 
8 

41 

89.8~ 
lO.i~ 

5 . 9 ~  
1 4 . 9 ~  
1 4 . 9 ~  

8 o 6 ~  
1 0 . 5 ~  

9 . 0 ~  
1 2 . 7 ~  
1 5 , 5 ~  

7 . 7 ~  

8 2 . 3 ~  
0 . 6 ~  
7 . 9 ~  
7 . 9 Z  
O . E Z  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 6 ~  

72.8~ i  
4 . 8 ~  

1 0 ; 8 ~  
1 . 8 ~  
4 . 2 Z  
5 . 4 ~  

1 2 . 1 ~  
e . 4 z  
7 . 2 ~  

1 1 . 5 ~  
e , 4 ~  

12o7~ 
4 . 2 ~  
5.4~: 
4 ,, 8~; 

2 4 . 8 ~  
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- I 

YEARS IN IDAHO N=( 80) 
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 23.9 
1 2 
2 4 
3 2 
4 2 
5 2 
6 - 1 0  10 
11-15 8 
1 6 - 2 0  11 
21 AND OVE R 39 

REHABILITATION DATA N=( 400 }  
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 39 
ATTENDED DICP 44 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 7,?, 

C(31JRT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=( 73}  
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 3 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 0 
I MPRCVEMENT 1-4 19 

31 
14 

3 
3 

MARITAL STATUS 
MARRIED 
SI NGLE 
DI VORCED 
Wl DOWED 
SEPERATED 
CTHER 

DE PEI~DENTS 
0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11'=" 

RELIGICN 
PRCTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMCN 
OTHER 

5 -9  
1 0 - 1 4  
1 5 - 1 9  
20-UP 

N= ( 

N=! 

N= ( 
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165) 
73 
43 
27 
10 
I1  

1 

90)  
30 
22 
11 
10 

6 
5 
5 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

811 
26 
15 - 

0 
14 
26 

2 . 5 X  
5 . 0 ~  
2 . 5 ~  
2 ~  
2 . 5 ~  

1 2 . 5 ~  
1 0 ~  
1 3 . 7 r  
4 8 . 7 ~  

9 . 7 r  
1 1 . 0 r  
1 8 . 2 ~  

O.OZ 
26.0~ 
42.4~ 
19.1~ 
4.1Z 
4.IZ 

4 4 . 2 ~  
2 6 , 0 ~  
1 6 , 3 ~  

6 . 0 ~  
6 . 6 ~  
0 , 6 ~  

3 3 . 3 Z  
2 4 . 4 ~  
1 2 . 2 1  
1 1 . 1 Z  

6 . 6 Z  
5 . 5 7  
5 , 5 Z  

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  

32.0% 
1 8 . 5 T  

0.0% 
17.2% 
32 .0% 



YEARS MAR R I ED 
AVERAGE 

I 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16-20 
20+ 

EDUCATI ON 
AVERAGE 

1-6 
7-9 

I0  
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
12000-13979 
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 9  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
20OO0-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI VE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - .04 
~ - .O9 
~ - .14 
�9 15 - .19 
�9 20 - .24 
�9 25  + 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

51) 
1 3 . 1  

6 
6 
3 
3 

10 
2 
5 

16 

164)  
11~  

9 
27 
23 
13 
58 
13 
10 

1 
7 
3 

163)  
54 
38 
26 
21 
10 

5 
2 
2 
0 
5 

Z2q}  
. 1 5 8 ~  
. 1 6 1 ~  

3 
3 

23 
65 
73 
41 
16 

4 0 0 )  
22 

1 
0 

1 1 . 7 ~  
1 1 . 7 ~  

5 . B Z  
5 . 8 ~  

1 9 . 6 ~  
3, .g~ 
9=8~  

3 1 . 3 ~  

7 ~  
1 6 . 4 ~  
1 4 . 0 ~  

7.9~z 
3 5 . 3 ~  

7 . 9 ~  
6~ 
0 ~  
4 ~  
1 ~  

3 3 ~  
2 3 ~  
1 5 . 9 ~  
1 2 ~  

6 . 1 Z  
3 ~  
1.2~: 
1 ~  
0 ~ 
3 . 0 ~  

1 . 3 Z  
1 . 3 ~  

1 0 . 2 ~  
2 9 . 0 ~  
3 2 ~  
1 8 . 3 ~  

7 . 1 ~  

5 . 5 ~  
0 . 2 ~  
0 ~  
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DI AGNOSTI C TEST SCI~RES N=( 57) 
AVERAGE AL CACD 11.5 

l - I i  3b 
12-19 11 
2 0 - 2 9  7 
3 0 - 3  9 2 
~ 0 - 4 9  1 
5 0 - U  P 0 

63,1~ 
19.2Z 
12.2r 
3.5~ 
1.7~ 
0.0~ 

DRINKER CLASS DATA N=( 135) 
PRCBLEM 42 
NOK-PROBLEM 78 
UNDFFINED 15 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 90 

Vl OLATI ONS ON ADB N=( 400) 
i DW I 267 
2 DW I 99 
3 DWI 21 
4 P WI 11 
5+ DWI 2 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1 , 4 6  

3 1 . I I  
5 7 . 7 Z  
I I . I r  
22,5r 

66.71) 
24,71I  

5.21r 
2 . 7 r  
0 . 5 1  

CR I MI kAL 

1 - 2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 137 34.21~ 
3 - 4  25 6 . 2 ~  
5 - 6  14 3.51r 
7 - 8  3 0 . 7 ~  
9 UP 1 0.2Z 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL .95 

1 ACCI DENT 75 18.7~& 
2 A CCI DENTS 19 4.7Z 
3 ACCIDENTS 12 3.0~ 
4 CR MORE I 0.2i~ 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS . 3 8  

INVESTIGATION DATA N={ 66}  
1 - 2  MISDEMEANORS 29 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS 13 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 24 
AVG NO~ MISDEMEANORS 5~ 
1 - 2  FELONI ES 0 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 0 
5+ FELONIES 2 
AVG NO FELONIES .15 
I - 2  A/R HISDEMEANORS I8 
3--4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 3 
5+ AIR MISDEMEANORS 6 
AVG NO AIR MISDEMEANORS 1 . 4 3  
I - 2  AIR FELONIES I 
3 - 4  A/R FELONIES 0 
5+ AIR FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/R FELONIES ~ 

4 3 . 9 ~  
1 9 . 6 Z  
3 6 . 3 ~  

O.O~& 
0 . 0 ~  
3 . 0 ~  

2 7 . 2 ~  
4 , 5 r  
9 . 0 ~  

O. 011; 
0.0% 

197 



AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
I 
2 
3 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

. - - - - - . ___ .___  
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99 
~2 
33 

87 
58 
42 

4 
10 

87 
58 
42 
4 

10 

322 DAYS 
177 DAYS 

96 DAYS 

368 DAYS 
141 DAYS 
(;7 DAYS 
81 DAYS 
St* DAYS 

368 DA YS 
141 DAYS 

$7 DAYS 
81 DAYS 
54 DAYS 



IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT 
PROFILE ANALYSIS 

YEAR 2 OPERATIONAL DWIS 

SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

E MPLOYYEI~ T STA 

OCCUPATION TYP 

SAI~PLE S I Z E  = 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HFIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OF. LESS 
AGE 20 - 24  
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 39  
AGE 40 - 4 4  
AGE 45 - 49  
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN I I~D I AN 
HEXICAN 
ORIEKTAL 
LATIN 
(]THER RACES 

TUS 
F U L L - T I M E  
PA R T - T  I ME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETI RED 

E 
UNEMFLOYED 
PRCF / T ECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTURE 
PRCC ES S I NG 
MACHINE TRADES 
~AP.RICATION I REi)AIR 
STRUCTURAL 
OTHER 

199 

N= I 

N= ( 

N= I  

N= I 

.N=( 

N= I 

N=( 

400  

2 8 9 }  
2 6 8  

21 

2 8 1 I  
6 9 . 0  

2 8 1 )  
1 6 5 . 0  

3 4 3 )  
3 5 . 0  

45 
51 
56 
29 
38 
30 
29 
46 
19 

17CI  
151 

0 
11 

8 
0 
0 
0 

171}  
121 

12 
23 

1 
8 
6 

1 6 8 )  
16 

7 
l l  
21 
16 
21 

9 
] 0  
11 
46 

9 2 . 7 ~  
7 . 2 ~  

1 3 . 1 ~  
1 4 . B ~  
16.3% 

8 ~  
1 1 . 0 ~  

B . 7 ~  
8.4% 

13.4% 
5 . 5 ~  

8 8 . 8 ~  
0 . 0 r  
6o4~ 
4 . 7 ~  
O.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

70 ,7% 
7 ~  

1 3 . 4 ~  
0 ~  
4 , 6 ~  
3 ~  

9 . 5 ~  
4 , 1 ~  
6 . 5 ~  

12o5~ 
9 , 5 ~  

1 2 . 5 ~  
5o3~ 
5 , 9 ~  
6 ~  

2 7 ~  



YEARS iN I DAHD 
AVERAGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

ii-15 
16-20 
21 AND OVER 

N=( 
IN IDA 

RE HABILITATIDN D,~TA 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 
ATTENDED 

N= ( 
DEF~ DRIVING 
DICP 
CGURT-SCHODL 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=( 
NEGATIVE I PPROVEMENT 
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 

5-9 
I0 - 1 4  
l f i - 1 9  
20 -UP 

MARITAL STATUS N= ( 
MAPRI ED 
ST kGLE 
DI VORC ED 
WI DOWED 
SEPERATED 
CTHE R 

DEPENDENTS N =  ( - 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

iO 
11+ 

RELIGION N= ( 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
,lEVI SH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

149} 
22.3 

g 

7 
2 

4 
13 
IO 
19 
81 

400 )  
34 
31 
75 

75)  
2 
O 

20 
34 
16 

1 
2 

170) 
79 
46 
28 
5 

10 
2 

158) 
54 
28 
24 
20 
16 
7 
2 
2 
4 
I 
0 
0 

153 )  
55 
30 

0 
30 
38 

6.0~ 
4.61 
i .3~ 
2.61 
2.65 
P.71 
6.7% 

12.7~ 
f i4 .3~ '  

8.5@ 
7 . 7 ~  

1 8 . 7 ~  

2 . 6 ~  
O.OZ 

2 6 . 6 ~  
4 5 . 3 ~  
2 1 . 3 ~  

1.3~ '  
2 . 6 g  

46.4~ 
27.01 
16.41 
2.9~ 
5.8~ 

3 4 . 1 ~  
17 .7% 
1 5 . 1 ~  
1 2 . 6 X  
1 0 . 1 ~  

4 . 4 1  
1 . 2 ~  
1.2~. 
2 . 5 I  
0 o 6 ~  
O.09r 
0.0~ 

35.9T 
19.6~ 
O.O~ 

19.69~ 
24.8~ 
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YEARS MARRIED 
AVERAGE 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16-20 
20+ 

EDUCATI CN 
AVERAGE YEARS 

1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

I7  AND UP 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000-5999 
6000-7999 
8000-9999 

I0000-I1999 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17999 
18000-19999 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE 8AC 

NEGATIVE 
�9 01 - .04 

�9 05 - .09 

�9 I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

REFUSED TEST 

ONCE 

TWICE 

3 CR MORE 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=! 

N= | 

82) 
I0 .0  

14 
l l  
4 
6 

17 
8 
9 

13 

167) 
1 1 . 4  

3 
31 
18 
15 
63 
10 
16 

5 
5 
3 

163) 
43 
35 
29 
25 
14 
7 
4 
i 
1 
4 

240)  
.148~ 
.150 ; 

2 
2 

34 
79 
77 
33 
13 

~00} .  
11 

0 
0 

1 7 ~  
13.4~ 

4.8~ 
7~ 

2 0 . 7 Z  
9 . 7 Z  

10.9% 
1 5 . 8 ~  

5.51 

18.5~ 

9.5% 

8.9~ 

37~ 

5.9~ 

g.ST 

2.9~ 

2.g~ 

1.7~ 

2 6 . 3 ~  
21.4 'P 
1 7 . 7 ~  
1 5 . 3 ~  

8 . 5 ~  
4 . 2 ~  
2 . 4 ~  
0 . 6 ~  
0 . 6 ~  
2 . 4 ~  

0 . 8 r  
0 . 8 ~  

1 4 . 1 ~  
3 2 ~  
3 2 . 0 ~  
1 3 . 7 r  

f i . 4 r  

2 . 7 t ;  
0.0~, 
0 . 0 ~  
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OI AGNOSTI C TEST SCORES N=( 103) 
AVERAGE AL CADD 1 2 . 0  

1 -11  59 
1 2 - 1 9  28 
2 0 - 2 9  11 
3 0 - 3 9  4 
6 0 - 6 9  1 
50.-U P 0 

57.2~' 
27 .1~  
I 0 . 6 ~  

3 . 8 r  

0 . 0 ~  

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATI ONS ON 

DATA N= | 160) 
PROBLEM 70 
NG'K-P~OBLEM 77 
UNDEFINED 13 
EST, PROB. DRINKERS 90 

ADB N= ( 400) 
1 DWI 283 
2 DW I 76 
3 DWI 26 
4 DWI 10 
5+ DWI 5 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1 .4 f i  

1 -2  NON AIR VIOLATIONS 109  
3 - 4  62 
5 -6  13 
7 - 8  6 
9 UP 3 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1 . 0 8  

I ACCIDENT 69 
2 ACCIDENTS 21 
3 ACCIDENTS 6 
4 OR MORE O 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .32  

CRI MI I~AL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( ~6) 
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 27 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS " 12 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 7 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 3 . 1 9  
1-2  FELONI ES 1 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 0 
5+ FELONIES O 
AVG NO FELONIES .02  
1-2  AIR e-.ISDEMEANDRS 19 
3-6 AIR MISDEMEANORS 4 
5+ AIR MISDEMEANORS I 
AVG NO AIR MISDEMEANORS 1.36 
1-2 AIR FELONIES 0 
3 - 6  A/R FELONIES 0 
5+ A/R FELCNIES 0 
AVG NO AIR FELONIES .DO 

4 3 . 7 3  

22 .5Z  

7 0 . 7 ~  
I 9 . O Z  
6o5~ 
2 . 5 Z  
1 . 2 ~  

27 .2~  
10.5Z 

3 . 2 ~  
1.5~. 
0 ,7 ' r  

17.2~ 
5 o2~ 
1 , 5 Z  
0o0~ 

58.6~ 
26.0~ 
15.21 

2.1Z 
0.0~ 
O.OI 

41.3T 
8.61 
2.I~r 

0.0~ 
O.O~ 
O.OZ 

),- .  
) 
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AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 ~ECID 
I 
2 

4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 P, ECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

76 
52 
30 
I 6  
6 

67 
56 
42  
20 
16 

67 
56 
42 
20 
16 

423 D~YS 
275 D~Y r 
I 54 DaYS 
~.q DAYS 
41 DaYS 

/ 0 1  r=% A ~,~ ~,~YS 
274 DA~S 
1 I 0  DAYS 

57 D~YS 
44 DAYS 

481  D'AYS 
2 7 4  D4YS 
i i 0  DAYS 

87 DAYS 
~4 DAYS 
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. ~  " - .  

\ /  

SEx 

HE IGHT 

WEIGHT ' 

AGE 

R~C~ 

E N FL C ~tME,~' T 

CCCUP~TION 

IDAHO ALCOHOL SA=ETY ACTION PROJECT 
PROFIt.-_" AhALYS I.~ 

YEAR 3 OPERATIONAL DWI's 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
=EMALES 

AVERAGE HF I GI~T 

AVSRAI3E WEIGHT 

AGE 19 ")p LESS 
AGE 20 - 2t, 
AG ~ 25 - 2g 
AGE 30 - 34 
AQE 35 - 3g 
AGE 40 - 44 
AG- = 45 - 4g 
AGE 5O - 5g 
&c,E 60 AND (3,.VE~ 

WH ITF 
8LACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
uEXICAN 
CR I ENT AL 
LATI I~' 
CTHER PACES 

STATUS 
FULL-T I M E 
PA RT-'r IME 
NOT EM PLaY ED 
HOUS EW I ~ E 
STUDENTS 
RFTI RED 

TYPE 

UNEM PL OY ED 
PRC~ / TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SE RV IC ES 
AG~ I CULTU~ E 
PRHCESSING 
~ACHI~E TRADES 
~ABRICATION I 
STRUCTURAL 
CTHER 

REPAIR 

~=( 

N=( 

N={ 

N=( 

N={ 

N=( 

K=( 

500 

300) 
268 
32 

291) 
6 g . 0  

291) 
160.3 

4 1 5 )  
3 3 . 0  

71 
76 
65 
42 
28 
37 
32 
47 
17 

126)  
1C5 

0 
12 

8 
0 
0 
1 

125) 
87 

6 
24 

2 
3 
3 

122)  
19 
11 

2 
22 
13 
10 

8 
11 

4 
22 

204 

8 g , 3 z  
1 0 . 6 ~  

17.1r 
18.3~ 
15.6~ 
IO.1T 
6.7~ 
8.9~ 
7.7~ 

I i . 3 ~  
4.0~ 

83,37 
O.OZ 
g.5T 
6.3~ 
O.OI 
0.0~ 
0.77 

6 9 , 6 ~  
4 , 8 ~  

1 9 . 2 7  
1.6'~ 
2 . 4 ~  
2 .4 '1  

15.5Z 
9.0~ 
1 o6~ 

18.0~ 
I0.6~ 
8.1T 
6.5Z 
g.0~ 
3.25 

18o0~ 



YFARS II~ l DAHO 
AVE~ AGF. YEARS 
I 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6-13 
11-15 
16-20 
21 Af~,.q riVER 

N=( 

IN I?,A 

REHABILITATIDN 

105 
2 1 . 1  

8 
5 
3 
5 
1 

16 
10 
11 
/,6 

CCURT ALCCHCL 

DATA K=( 50.0) 
ATTE,~DED DEF. DRIVING 30 
ATTENDED DICP 49 
AT rE ND .F.D COURT-S CHOCL 65 

M~RITAL 

SCHOCL DATA N:{ 
NEGATIVE I MPROVE~'E~JT 
ZERO I '~PPOVEMENT 
I MPR~VF.MENT I -4  

5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
20-UP 

N={ STATUS 
MARRIED 
Sl I~GL~ 
DIVORCED " 
Wl DP, W~D 
SEPERATED 
CTHE P 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1+ 

N=( D E PE I~DEIk:T S 

PRCTESTANT 
CATHCLIC 
JEWISH 
WO RMCr'~ 
CTH~ R 

N={ RELIGICN 

65) 
1 
0 

27 
26 

9 
0 
2 

126)  
62 
38 
14 

3 
9 
0 

113) 
33 
29 
12 
12 
14 

5 
2 
2 
3 
0 
0 
1 

1 0 6 )  
34 
30 

0 
20 
22 

7.6~ 
4.7~ 
2 . 8 ' ~  
4 . 7 ~  
0.9"* 

1 5 . 2 ~  

I0 .4~  
43.8~ 

9 . 8 1  
13.0~ 

1.57 
0.0~ 

41.57 
40.0~ 
13.8~ 
0.0r 
3.0~ 

49.2~; 
30.1T 
II .IX 
2.31 
7.I~; 
0~ 

29.2~ 
25.61 
I0 .6~  
I0 .61  
12.3~ 
4.41 
1.7• 
1.71 
2.61 
0.0~ 
0 . 0 ~  
O. 8T 

32.0T. 
28,3t 
0.0~ 

18.8t 
20.7~ 
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YEAPS "aRR IED 

ECUCATICN 

I~CG~E 

? ~C CATA 
4~ERAGE BAC 
AtERAGE POSITI 

REFUSEO TEST 

AVERAGE 
I 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16-20 
20+ 

AVERAGE YEARS 
I-6 
7-9 
I0 
11 
12 
13 
14 

15 
16 

17 AND U P 

LESS THAN $4000 
4000-5999 
6000-7999 
.~000-9999 

10000-11999 
12000- 139gg 
1 4 0 0 0 - 1 5 9 9 q  
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
1 8 0 0 0 - 1 9 9 9 9  
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

VE B~C 
kEG~TIVE 
�9 01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
�9 I0 - .14 
.15 - .19 
�9 20  - . 2 4  
�9 25 + 

CNCF 
TWICE 
3 CR MORE 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N= I 

N= ( 

57)  
1 2 . 5  

7 
4 
5 
3 

13 
7 
4 

14 

126}  
1 1 . 0  

6 
28 

6 
16 
51 

4 
4 
3 
7 
1 

125)  
40 
24 
18 
17 

g 

4 
4 
2 
3 
4 

2 9 8 )  
�9 1521 
�9 1531 

3 
4 

37 
97 
87 
51 
10 

5001 
22 

3 
0 

1 2 . 2 ~  
7 . 0 ~  
8 . 7 I  
5 . 2 ~  

2 2 . 8 I  
1 2 . 2 I  

7 . 0 I  
2 4 . 5 1  

4 ~  
2 2 . 2 ~  

4 . 7 1  
1 2 . 6 1  
4 0 . 4 I  

3 . 1 1  
3 . 1 I  
2 . 3 I  
5 ~  
0 ~  

3 2 . 0 r  
1 ( ; . 2 I  
14.4~[ 
1 3 . 6 ~  

I ' . 2 ~  
3 . 2 1  
3 . 2 I  
1 . 6 1  
2.4~r 
3 . 2 1  

1 . 0 ~  
1 . 3 1  

1 2 . 4 1  
3 2 . 5 1  
2 9 . 1 ~  
17 , , 1 I  

6 . 3 ,  

4 . 4 X  
0 . 6 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

r , \  t 
). 
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DIAGNOSTIC TEST SC~RES 
AVERAGE ALCACD 
I - I I  

12"I~ 
20-29 
3 0 - 3 9  
4 0 - 4 g  
50 -U P 

N- ( 104) 
12.0 

61 
29 
12 

1 
1 

2 7 . 8 ~  
1 1 . 5 Z  

0.9~ 
0.0~ 

DRINKER CLASS GATA 
PRCBLEM 
kO~-FRCBLEM 
UNDEFINED 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

N=( 123) 
65 
45 
13 

100 

VICLATICKS CN aDP 
i OWl 
2 OWl 
3 OWl 
4 DWl 
5+ OWl 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 

N=( 500)  
359 

90 
27 

6 
17 

1.47 

1-2 NO~ a i r  VIOLATIONS 
3 - 4  
5-6 
7-8 
g UP 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL 

110 
35 
20 
14 

2 
. 9 7  

I ACCI DENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDEfiTS 
4 CR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

76 
25 

4 
1 

. 2 8  

CRIVI~AL I~VESTIGATION DATA" 
I-2 ~I SDEMEANORS 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 
5§ MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 
I-2 FELOINI ES 
3 - 4  FELONI ES 
5§ FELONIES 
AVG NN FELONIES 
1-2  A/R MISDEMEANORS 
3 - 4  A/R MISDEMEAhORS 

N=( 22) 
8 
6 
8 

7 . 0 0  
1 
1 
2 

1 . 7 7  
6 
3 

5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 4 
AVG NQ A/R MISDEMEANORS 3 . 1 3  
I-2 AIR FELONIES 0 
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0 
5§ AIR FELONIES 0 
AVG ~0 A/R FELONIES ,OO 

5 2 . 8 t  
3E .5~  
1 0 . 5 ~  
2 0 . 0 ~  

7 1 . 8 Z  
1 8 . 0 ~  

5 . 4 ~  
l o 2 V  
3 . 4 Z  

2 2 . 0 ~  
7 .OZ  
4 , 0 ~  
2 . 8 Z  
0 . 4 ~  

1 5 . 2 Z  
5 . 0 1  
0 . 8 ~  
0 . 2 Z  

3 6 . 3 1  
2 7 . 2 Z  
3 6 . 3 ~  

4 . 5 Z  
4 . 5 ~  
? .OZ 

2 7 . 2 I  
1 3 . 6 Z  
18.1 ] r  

O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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A~,G O~YS TC TYPE 1 REC|D 
1 90 351 DAYS 
2 54 274 DAYS 
3 18 138 DAYS 
4 48 126 DAYS 
5 27 "/c~ DAYS 

*'~G DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID 
1 83 376 DAYS 
2 56 268 DA'fS 
3 36 1~1 DAYS 
4 44 130 DAYS 
5 32 "/5 DAYS 

A~G CAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID 
1 83 376 DAYS 
2 56 248 DAYS 
3 36 141 DAYS 
4 44 130 DAYS 
5 32 75 DA~S 

,,= 

: } 
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1972 

71 No J a i l  
r = 

= 3.94 
a = 14.58 

1974 

49 No J a i l  
r = 
~ = 9 . 4  
a - 32.33 

RAW DATA FOR ANALYSIS OF 

AVERAGE JAIL SENTENCE 

X 2 

90 
2 

10 
10 
4 

20 
30 

8 
30 
15 

6 
6 
4 

10 
90 

0 
335 

7,406.32 
3.76 

36.72 
36.72 

0 
257.92 
679.12 

16.48 
679.12 
122.32 

4.24 
4.24 

36.72 
7,406.32 
1~102.17 

17,792.17 

30 
10 
14 
60 

7 
50 

180 
10 

180 
2 
S 

30 
8 

30 
10 

0 
601 

424.36 
.36 

21.16 
2,560.36 

5.76 
424.36 

29,104.36 
.36 

29~104.56 
54.76 
19.36 

424.36 
1 . 9 6  

424.36 
.56 

4,329.64 
66,900.24 
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10 
180 

20 
30 
90 
30 
10 
90 
10 
30 

5 
5 

56 @ 0 - No Jail 

CONVICTED DWI - 1975 

RAW DATA FOR AVERAGE JAIL SENTENCE 

N=68 

r.x = 5 0 8  

x = 7 4 . 7 1  

Z:(x-x-') = 4 4 j 5 7 9 . 9 3  

Variance = 655.59 

Std. Dev. = 25.60 

! \ 
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WITHHELD JUDGMENT FINE AMOUNTS 

1972 

E 

X =  

Var = 

0 = 

N= 

X (x-~) 2 

150.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 

0.00 
250.00 

0.00 
100.00 

0.00 
0.00 

250.00 
250.00 

i ,300.00 

108.33 

9,924.24 

99.62 

12 

1,736.39 
69.39 
69.39 
69.39 

11,735.39 
20,070.39 
11,735.39 

69.39 
11,735.39 
11,735.39 
20,070.39 
20,070.39 

109,166.68 
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WITHHELD JUDGMENT FINE AMOUNTS 

1973 

E 

N= 

X = 

Var = 

= 

X 

100.00 
40.00 
0.00 

150.00 
0.00 

150.00 
40.00 

150.00 
0.00 

150.00 
75.00 

175.00 
300.00 

50.00 
100.00 
100.00 

0.00 
250.00 
150.00 
250.00 
100.00 
150.00 

0.00 
100.00 
150.00 
142.00 

0.00 
2,872.00 

27 

106.37 

6,889.17 

83. O0 

(x_R)2 
40.58 

4,404.98 
11,314.58 
1,903.58 

11,314.58 
1,903.58 
4,404.98 
1,903.58 

11,314.58 
1,903.58 

984.08 
4,710.08 

37,492.58 
3,177.58 

40.58 
40.58 

11,314.58 
20,629.58 
1,903.58 

20,629.58 
40.58 

1,903.58 
11,314.58 

40.58 
1,903.58 
1,269.50 

11,314.58 
179,118.38 

,j 
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WITHHELD JUDGMENT FINE AMOUNTS 

1974 

E 

N= 

R= 

Vat = 

= 

X 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

25.00 
50.00 
50.00 
50.00 
75.00 

I00.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
135.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
175.00 
175.00 
175.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 

3,360.00 

29 

115.86 

5,765.12 

77.23 

2 

13,423.54 
13,423.54 
13,423.54 
13,423.54 
8,255.54 
4,337.54 
4,337.54 
4,337.54 
1,669.54 

251.54 
251.54 
251.54 
251.54 
251.54 
251.54 
251.54 
336.34 

1,165.54 
1,165.54 
1,165.54 
1,165.54 
1,165.54 
3,497.54 
3,497.54 
3,497.54 

!7,993.54 
17,993.54 
17,993.54 
17,993.54 

167,023.46 
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WITHHELD JUDGHMENT FINE AMOUNTS - 1975 

X 
R 

200 
250 
i00 
100 
150 

0 
5 

100 
145 
200 
135 
150 
92 
42 

250 
150 
150 

0 
300 
100 
75 

N = 21  

Z x  = 2 6 9 4  

x = 1 2 8 . 2 9  

r (x-x--) 2 = s4,943, s2 

Variance = 4,044.94 

Std .  Dev. = 6 3 . 6 0  

/ 2 1 4  



1972 

CONVICTED DWI'S FINE AMOUNTS 

X 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
O. O0 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
3.00 

43. O0 
50.00 
SO.O0 
50.00 

100.00 
i00.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
125.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
142.00 
143.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150. O0 
150. O0 
150.00 
150. O0 
150.00 
175.00 
175.00 
175.00 
175.00 
17 .oo 
175.00 
175.00 
175.00 

215 

(~x-~) 2 

28,500.19 
28,500.19 
28,500.19 
28,500.19 
28,500.19 
28,500.19 
28,500.19 
27,496.27 
15,830.67 
14,118.19 
14,118.19 
14,118.19 
4,736.19 
4j 736.19 
4,736.19 
4,736.19 
4,736.19 
4,756.19 
4,736.19 
4,736.19 
1,920.19 
1,143.79 
1,145.79 
1,145.79 
1,143.79 
719.51 
666.67 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
354.19 
38.19 
38.19 
38.19 
38.19 
38.19 
38.19 
38.19 
38.19 



CONVICTED DWI'S FINE AMOUNTS (Continued] 

~ 

1972 

Z 

N =  

~ =  

Vat = 

0 = 

X 

190. O0 
190. O0 
200. O0 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
205.00 
242.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
292.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 
302.00 
305.00 
350.00 
355.00 
360.00 

14,684.00 

87 

168.82 

7,581.40 

87.07 

2 (x-y) 

448.59 
448.59 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 
972.19 

1,308.99 
5,355.31 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 
6,590.19 

15,173.31 
17,208.19 
17,208.19 
17,208.19 
17,208.19 
17,208.19 
17,736.91 
18,544.99 
32,826.19 
34,662.99 
56,549.79 

652.000.89 

; J 
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CONVICTED D~/I ' S FINE AMOUNTS 

1973 X 

0.00 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

25.00 
50.00 
93.00 
100.00 
I00.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
100.00 
80.00 
125.00 
125.00 
130.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
192.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 

(x  2L_ 
22,028.50 
22,028.50 
22,028.50 
22,028.50 
15,232.50 
9,686.50 
3,071.38 
2,344.50 
2,344.50 
2,344.50 
2,344.50 
2,344.50 
2,344.50 
2,344.50 
4,681.30 

548.50 
548.50 
339.30 
180.10 
180.10 
180.10 
180.10 
180.10 
180.10 
180.10 
180.10 

2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
2.50 

1,899.22 
2,660.50 
2,660.50 
2,660.50 
2,660.50 
2,660.50 

217 



CONVICTED DWI ' S FINE AMOUNTS (Continued) 

1973 

r~ 

N= 

~= 

Vat = 

O = 

X 

242.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250,00 
250.00 
265.00 
300.00 
300.00 

59 

148.42 

4,922.94 

70.16 

(x-Y) 2 

8,757.22 
10,318.50 
10,518.50 
10,318.50 
10,318.50 
10,318.50 
10,318.50 
13,590.90 
22,976.50 
22,976.50 

28S,530.62 

.J 
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CONVICTED DWI'S FINE AMOUNTS 

1974 X 

0.00 
0 .00  
0 .00  
0 .00  
0 .00  
0 .00  
0 .00 
0 .00 
0 .00  
0 .00  
0 .00  

65.00 
72.00 
75.00 
75.00 

100.00 
100.00 
125.00 
135,00 
155,00 
135.00 
135.00 
135.00 
155.00 
135.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
150.00 
175.00 
180.00 
180.00 

(x-x-) 2 

20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
20,810.95 
6,282.15 
6,221.51 
4,796.95 
4,796.95 
1,958.95 
1,958.95 
570.95 
85.25 
85.25 
85.25 
85.25 
85.25 
85.25 
85.25 
32.95 
32.95 
52.95 
52.95 
32.95 
32.95 
52.95 
32.95 
52.95 
52.95 
32.95 
52.95 
52.95 
32.95 
52.95 
52.95 
52.95 

944.95 
1,277.35 
i, 277.55 
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CONVICTED DWI'S FINE AMOUNTS {Continued) 

1974 

Z 

N= 

R= 

Var = 

G = 

X 

200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
200.00 
242.00 
243.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
250.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 
300.00 

50 .00  
9,377.00 

65 

144.26 

7,814.95 

88.40 

(x-Z) 2 

3,106.95 
3,106.95 
3,106.95 
3,106.95 
3,106.95 
3,106.95 
3,106.95 
9,553.11 
9,749.59 

11,180.95 
11,180.95 
11,180.95 
11,180.95 
24,254.95 
24,254.95 
24,254.95 
24,254.95 
24,254.95 
24,254.95 
8,884.95 

500,156.71 

/ 
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X 

0 
0 
0 
7 
2 

3O 
50 
50 
50 
50 
50 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
125 
125 
125 
150 
150 
150 
150 
150 
150. 
150 
150 
150 
150 
175 
175 
175 
175 
175 

CONVICTED DWI'S FINE AMOUNTS - 1975 

X 
m 

200 
200 
200 
200 
200 
200 
250 
250 
250 
250 
250 
300 
300 
300 
300 
3OO 
143 
193 
135 
305 
160 
120 
225 
135 
192 
43 
75 
93 
110 
7O 
93 
75 
42 

150 

N = 6 8  

T x = 9848 

x = 144.82 

r. Cx-x-) 2 = 451 ,053 .88  

V a r i a n c e  = 6 6 3 3 . 1 4  

Std .  Dev. = 81.44 
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ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

CONVICTED DWI 

1972 x x2 

; / 

3 9 
2 4 
4 16 

138 19,044 
16 256 
56 3,136 

1 1 
57 3,249 

1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
1 1 
2 4 

34 1,156 
3 9 

34 1,1S6 
2 4 

20 400 
185 34,225 

8 64 
1 1 
2 4 

129 16~641 
36 1,296 

3 9 
29 841 

1 1 
lS 225 
40 1,600 

2 4 
72 5,184 

9 81 
3 9 
7 49 

33 1,089 
6 36 
1 1 
4 16 

10 100 
17 289 
58 3,364 

8 64 
1 1 
3 9 
8 64 
1 1 

14 196 
7 49 
1 1 

58 3,364 
33 1,089 
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ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

CONVICTED DWI (Continued) 

1972 x x 2 

N= 

i= 

Vat = 

(~ = 

7 
115 
103 

1 
32 

1 
28 
65 
43 
10 

1 
16 

2 
12 
41 
80 

4 
40 
96 
20 

1 
10 
48 

3 
110 

2 
1 
1 
1 
6 

80 
3 
4 

75 
4 
1 

2,251 

87 

25.87 

1,376.54 

37.10 

49 
15,225 
10,609 

I 
1,024 

I 
784 

4,225 
1,849 

I00 
1 

256 
4 

144 
1,681 
6,400 

16 
1,600 
9,216 

400 
1 

I00 
2,504 

9 
12,100 

4 
1 
1 
1 

36 
6,400 

9 
16 

5,625 
16 
i 

176,624 
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1 

" . . i  ~ 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

CONVICTED DWI 

1975 x x 2 

67 
3 

119 
21 

1 
5 

21 
5 

14 
2 
1 

39 
31 

1 
99 
38 

1 
2 

66 
1 

21 
8 
1 

34 
7 

82 
20 
38 
76 

1 
S 

86 
15 
60 
19 
1 
2 
8 

121 
34 
25 
39 
38 

129 
60 

2 
28 
48 

269 
135 

4,489 
9 

14,161 
441 

1 
25 

441 
25 

196 
4 
1 

1,521 
961 

1 
9,801 
1,444 

1 
4 

4,356 
1 

441 
64 

1 
1,156 

49 
6,720 

40O 
1,444 
5,776 

1 
25 

7,396 
225 

3,600 
361 

1 
4 

64 
14,641 

1,156 
625 

1,521 
1,444 

16,641 
3,600 

4 
784 

2,304 
72,361 
18,225 
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973 

7. 

N= 

~= 

Vat -- 

(~, _-- 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

CONVICTED DWI (Continued) 

x x 2 

267 
1 

76 
36 
47 

325 
156 
50 
30 

3,037 

$9 

51.47 

4,422.77 

71,289 
i 

$,776 
1,296 
2,209 

105,625 
24,336 
2,500 

900 
412,849 

66.50 
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�9 \ / 

/ 

1974 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

CONVICTED DWI 

r : x 2 

2 4 
53 2,809 

1 1 
1 1 

16 256 
3 9 
9 81 
1 1 

15 225 
6 36 
5 25 

20 400 
2 4 
9 81 
3 9 
1 1 

16 256 
3 9 
1 1 
3 9 

26 676 
6 36 

105 11,025 
13 169 
11 121 
S 25 
1 1 
6 36 
9 81 

46 2,116 
349 121,801 

1 1 
39 1,521 
14 196 
68 4,624 

1 1 
201 40,401 

1 1 
1 1 

31 961 
35 1,225 

8 64 
40 1,600 
14 196 

153 23,409 
1 , 1 

28 784 
1 1 

14 196 
36 1,296 
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1974 

Z 

N =  

R =  

Vat = 

0 = 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

CONVICTED DWI (Continued) 

2 
X X 

30 900 
35 1,225 

280 78,400 
21 441 
28 784 
10 100 

1 1 
16 256 

1 1 
1 1 

83 6,889 
17 289 
14 196 
48 2,504 
55 1,225 

509,796 

65 

45.20 

2,765.60 

52.59 
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X 

15 
55 
19 
15 
38 
43 
37 
36 
0 
0 

60 
27 
35 
25 
20 
3 

116 
42 
2 

77 
2 
1 
1 
1 

12 
14 
4 
1 

CONVICTED DWI - 1975 
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

X 

1 
34 

109 
19 

6 
30 
10 
54 

1 
6 

130 
16 

292 
115 

74 
87 

2 
15 

3 
52 
11 
95 
68 

188 
8 
0 

X 

1 
57 
21 
II 
1 
2 
7 
1 

190 
1 
1 
1 

N = 6 8  

r.x - 2450 

m 

x = 3 6 . 0 3  

E(x-x-'~ = 1 8 4 , 6 9 8 . 7 6  

V a r i a n c e  = 2 , 7 1 6 . 1 6  

S t d .  D e v .  = 52.12 

~4 
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!972 

Z 

N= 

~= 

Vat = 

o = 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

WITHHELD JUDGMENT 

X 
2 

46 1,219.41 
4 50.13 

22 119'25 
1 101.62 
1 101.62 

21 98.41 
1 101.62 

33 480.49 
1 101.62 
1 101.62 
1 101.62 
1 101.62 

133 2,678.96 

12 

II .08 

243.54 

15.61 
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1973 

E 

N= 

�9 Vat = 

= 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

WITHHELD JUDGMENT 

x 2 

8 
26 

1 
29 
39 

194 
42 

1 
33 

153 
54 
50 
35 
16 
20 
87 
47 

7 
137 
98 

121 
46 
87 

118 
118 
146 

1,693 

26 

65.11 

2,701.05 

$1.97 

3,261.55 
1,529.59 
4,110.09 
1,303.93 

681.73 
16,612.63 

534.07 
4,110.09 
1,031.0~ 
7,724.65 

967.83 
228.31 
906.61 

2,411.79 
2,034.91 

479.17 
327.97 

3,576.77 
5,168.17 
1,081.75 
3,123.69 

365.19 
479.17 

2,797.35 
2,797.35 

80.89 
67,526.30 

2 3 0  



1974 

7. 

N= 

~= 

Vat = 

= 

ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

WITHHELD JUDGMENTS 

x (x-R) 2 

20 
242 

61 
14 
4 

21 
1 

75 
63 
52 
87 
20 
32 
45 
53 
41 
20 
52 
32 
21 
61 
22 
10 
39 

109 
61 
64 

115 
4O 

29 

51. 

2,172. 

03 

79 

962.86 
36,469.54 

99.40 
1,371.22 
2,211.82 

901.80 
2,503.00 

574.56 
143.28 

.94 
1,293.84 

962.86 
362.14 

36.36 
3.88 

100.60 
962.86 

.94 
362.14 
901.80 

99.40 
842.74 

1,683.46 
144.72 

3,360.52 
99.40 

168.22 
4,092.16 

121.66 
60,838.12 

46.61 
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WITHHELD JUDGEMENT - 1975 
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

17 
2S 
24 
26 

108 
12 
30 
53 
34 
11 

230 
33 

9 
85 

101 
11 
29 

9 
31 
34 
10 

N= 21 

Ex = 902 

x = 42 .95  

E(x-x~) 2 = 5 3 , 2 5 2 . 9 5  

V a r i a n c e  = 2535.85  

S t d .  Dev.  = 5 0 . 3 6  
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% 
ANALYSIS OF AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

DISMISSED/ACQUITTED 

2 

1972 

N= 1 
= 304 

Vat = N/A 
o = N/A 

304 0 

Z = 304 Z = '0 

i\ 

O 

1973 

N=4 
R = 116 

Vat = ll0S 
o = 33.24 

1 9 7 4  

N=0 
= N/A 

V a t  = N/A 
o = N/A 

r = 

91 625 
105 121 
165 2,401 
103 169 
464 Z = 3,316 
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ACQUITTED/DISMISSED - 1975 
AVERAGE DAYS TO DISPOSITION 

55 
1S3 
141 
107 

31 
109 
11.5 

60 
123 

N = 9  

Z x  = 894 

x = 9 9 . 3 3  

Z(x-x-') = 13756.00 

Variance - 1528.44 

Std. Dev. = 39.10 

J 
. f  

f 

/ 

@ 

\ 
f 
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