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ABSTRACT 

In 1975, the presentence investigators conducted 2548 presentence investigations, 
a total of 1696 of these investigations included drinker classifications. Of 
these, 845 or 49.8 percent were classified as problem drinkers; 715 or 42.2 per- 
cent were classified as non-problem drinkers, and 156 or 8.0 percent were 
classified as undefined. 

In Section 2.2, we noted a significant increase in the classification of problem 
drinkers by presentence investigators. This continues a significant trend from 
1975 to 1975 of more offenders being classified as problem drinkers. 

Section 2.3 analyzes referrals by drinker classification. We noted a significant 
increase in those not referred to any treatment. 

Sections 2.4 and 2.5 discusses Judicial participation in drinker diagnosis and 
referral and Rehabilitation attendance by drinker class. 

Section 5.0 analyzes drinker classification profiles. We compared socio-econondc 
factors of all drinker classes and noted significant variations of all factors 
with the degree of the alcohol related problem except for income levels. 



1.0 INTRODUCTION 

T h i s  r e p o r t  i s  an a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  f u l l  t h r e e  o p e r a t i o n a l  y e a r s  of  t h e  Idaho  
Alcoho l  S a f e t y  A c t i o n  P r o j e c t  (ASAP). T h i s  i s  t h e  f o u r t h  in  a s e r i e s  o f  a n n u a l  
a n a l y t i c  s t u d i e s  which a r e  w r i t t e n  in  an e f f o r t  t o  d e t e r m i n e  t h e  e f f e c t s  o f  
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 1975 is mainly indicative of the drinker-driver situation 
before the ASAP began impacting the community towards the close of 1972. 

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: 

• Project Management 
• Enforcement 
• Judicial and Prosecution Assistance 
• Expert Witness/Chemical Laboratory 
• Education~Re-education 
• Rehabilitation 
• Driver Testing, Licensing and Regulation 
• Public Information and Education 
• Legislative and Regulatory 
• Medical Advisory Board 
• Alcohol Data Bank 
• 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. ]]%is function 
is carried out by the Idaho Licensing sub-division of the Department of Law Enforce- 
ment. 

Al l  o t h e r  c o u n t e r m e a s u r e s  were s u c c e s s f u l l y  i m p l e m e n t e d  and f u n c t i o n e d  t h r o u g h o u t  
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  I975 ,  a f t e r  t h r e e  and o n e - h a l f  y e a r s  o f  o p e r a t i o n ,  t h e  f u l l  f e d e r a l  
f u n d i n g  o f  t h e  p r o g r a m  e x p i r e d  and t h e  p r o g r a m  was c o n t i n u e d ,  a l t h o u g h  i n  a 
somewhat m o d i f i e d  v e r s i o n .  The P u b l i c  I n f o r m a t i o n  and E d u c a t i o n  c o u n t e r m e a s u r e  
was d i s c o n t i n u e d .  The ASAP e n f o r c e m e n t  p a t r o l  o f  t w e n t y  s i x  s p e c i a l l y  t r a i n e d  
s t a t e  p o l i c e m e n  and t h 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  team and t h e  ASAP p r o j e c t  
management c o n t i n u e d ,  u s i n g  s t a t e  f u n d i n g  drawn f rom a t h r e e  p e r c e n t  s t a t e  
l i q u o r  t a x  s u r c h a r g e .  The Alcoho l  Data  Bank and t h e  E v a l u a t i o n  I n f o r m a t i o n  S y s t e m  
were c o n t i n u e d  u n d e r  a s p e c i a l  ASAP e v a l u a t i o n  e x t e n s i o n  i n  o r d e r  t o  r e p o r t  on 
t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  ASAP i n  i t s  m o d i f i e d  v e r s i o n .  The r e m a i n d e r  o f  t h e  
c o u n t e r m e a s u r e  f u n c t i o n s  were c o n t i n u e d  in  t h e  s t a t e  a g e n c i e s  i n  which  t h e y  
o r i g i n a l l y  e v o l v e d .  



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 criminals as 
well as DWI offenses. The ASAP Alcohol Emphasis Patrol will be continued as lon~ 
as their funding is renewed each year by the legislature. 

This study is Analytic Study No. 5 of the series, An Analysis of Drinker Diagnosis 
and Referral Activity. 

This report will describe the flow of arrested DWI's through the court, presenten~ 
investigation, and rehabilitation systenm, and will analyze those pertinent aspects 
of each system that are related to ASAP goals and operations. Referral mechanisms 
utilized by the presentence investigators and judges will also be discussed. 

The r e p o r t  i s  o r g a n i z e d  so  as  t o  be o f  optimum v a l u e  t o  t h e  r e a d e r  a t  w h a t e v e r  
level of detail he is interested in. An abstract at the beginning provides • 
a nutshell summary of results and conclusions elaborated on in the text. The 
results and conclusions are separated, so that the casual reader may absorb the 
direction of the report without having to scan through the detailed narrative. 
A brief description of the ASAP community and of the information system used to 
develop the data is included in each study, so that each report may be used 
separately, if desired, without referencing other documents. Data is presented i• 
visual displays wherever possible to impart the greatest amount of meaning with 
the least amount of effort on the part of the reader. For the benefit of the 
reader who is approaching with a view toward critical analysis of the evaluation 
system, the data which was used to prepare the charts and graphs is reproduced 
in the data tables included as appendices at the end of each report. In-depth 
discussions of methodology and rationale behind the methodology chosen are labele~ 
so that they may be skipped over by all but the audiences for which they were 
intended. 
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1.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE ASAP CO~VEINITY 

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 
i s  d e s i r a b l e .  E x h i b i t  3 .3 -1  p r e s e n t s  a summary o f  community d e s c r i p t o r  d a t a  
r e l a t i n g  to  t h e  Idaho ASAP. Othe r  l e s s  t a n g i b l e  a s p e c t s  o f  t h e  Idaho ASAP 
community a r e  a l s o  d e s c r i b e d  in  t h i s  s e c t i o n .  

Idaho i s  a l a r g e l y  r u r a l  s t a t e  o f  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  f i v e  hundred  mi l e s  in  l e n g t h  
and t h r e e  hundred  mi l e s  in  w i d t h .  Most o f  t he  i n h a b i t a n t s  l i v e  in  p o p u l a t i o n  
c e n t e r s  unde r  50,000.  There  a re  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  56,000 m i l e s  o f  roads  in  t h e  s t a t e  
w i th  o n l y  142 s t a t e  p a t r o l m e n  in  a d d i t i o n  t o  l o c a l  e n f o r c e m e n t  to  p r o v i d e  t r a f f i c  
law e n f o r c e m e n t .  Many o f  t he  s t a t e ' s  roads  a r e  t h rough  winding  moun ta inous  a r e a s  
which a r e  s l i c k  wi th  i c e  and snow in  t h e  w i n t e r .  There  i s  a m ig ran t  farm l a b o r  
p o p u l a t i o n  d u r i n g  t h e  summer, a long  wi th  I n d i a n  r e s e r v a t i o n s  and m i l i t a r y  b a s e s  
which account for a disproportionate number of DWI offenders. During the recre- 
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 
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 injurec 
driver, so that this must be done indirectly with many BAC samples going ~nmatchec 
unidentified, not submitted, taken after four hours from the time of the a~ccident, 
or contaminated with embalming fluid. Less than 50 percent of the fatal blood 
samples are received. Most recordkeeping is done manually and the few automated 
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 39 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. 
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' 
ment a large factor in accidents. 

In order to operate the ASAP project on a statewide basis, Idaho has been divided 
into three administrative regions with a functional coordinator reporting to Pro,, 
Management in each region. These regional coordinators act as a localized manage 
meat in each region and provide aid to the separate countermeasures in carrying 
out their operations. In addition, these coordinators oversee the roadside surve~ 
and address civic groups and various community organizations, thereby aiding in 
the dissemination of information regarding ASAP goals and activities and soliciti~ 
public support. 

3 



EXHIBIT I . I - i  
ASAP COb~UNITY DESCRIPTOR 

Annual Alcohol Consumption Rate 
1973-1974 

1973 1974 1975 Variance 

Beer (Million Gallons) 
Wine (Thousand Gallons) 
Liquor (Thousand Gallons) 
Equivalent Drinks (Millions)* 
Per Capita Drink Consumption** 

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 6.44 

Licensed Drivers (Thousands) 540 551 567 2.0% 

Fuel Consumption (Million Gallons) 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 -6.34 
7533 7234 7362 -4.0% 
910 977 766 7,4~ 

ASAP Data - H Tables 

DWI Arrests 
DNI Convictions 

BAC's Taken 

Presentence Investigations 

6892 7719 6504 12.0% 
5995 7118 5644 18.74 
(87.2%) (92.2%) (86.8%) 
2965 3652 3235 23.2% 
(43.2%) (51.3%) (49.7%) 
2749 2991 2545 8.84 
(45.84) (42.0%) (39.1%) 

* E q u i v a l e n t  Dr inks :  12 oz.  b e e r  = 4 oz.  wine - 1.5 oz .  l i q u o r  
** Based on p o p u l a t i o n  r e s p e c t i v e l y  f o r  1973, 1974 and 1975 o f  776 ,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 %  
- 1 4 . 1 %  
- 1.84 
-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 ~s directly involved in the counter- 
measure act iv i t ies. Active countermeasures are Evaluation, Public Information, 
Project Management, Court Alcohol School (Alcohol Safety School), Driver Testing 
and Licens ing ,  Driver  Regula t ion ,  Magis t ra te  Tra in ing ,  Alcohol Emphasis P a t r o l ,  
Socia l  R e h a b i l i t a t i o n ,  Chemical Laboratory and Expert Witness ,  and the  Alcohol  
Data Bank. I n a c t i v e  countermeasures are  the Medical Advisory Board and P rosecu t ion  
Assistance. 

The Chemical Laboratory is operated by the Idaho State Department of Health and 
Welfare. Public information and Education has been subcontracted to an advertising 
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 
presentence investigators and a supervisor are directed by a functional coordinator 
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 
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. 

5 



1.2 EVALUATION INFOR~iATION SYSTI~H 

The e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e  I d a h o  ASAP was c o n t r a c t e d  t o  a p r i v a t e  s y s t e m s  
d e v e l o p m e n t  c o r p o r a t i o n .  In  o r d e r  t o  a c c o m p l i s h  t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  o f  
e v a l u a t i o n ,  an  E v a l u a t i o n  I n f o r m a t i o n  Sys t em was d e v e l o p e d .  T h i s  s y s t e m  
i s  c o m p o s e d  o f  an A l c o h o l  Data  Bank,  t h e  c o m p u t e r  p r o g r a m s  wh ich  c r e a t e  
and m a i n t a i n  i t ;  and t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  c o m p u t e r  p r o g r a m s  wh ich  c r e a t e  Ap- 
p e n d i x  H q u a r t e r l y  and a n n u a l  t a b l e s  and d a t a  a n a l y s e s  i n c l u d e d  in  
t h e  a n a l y t i c  s t u d i e s ,  i n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  p r o j e c t  e v a l u a t o r s  p r e p a r e  t h e  
d a t a  c o l l e c t e d  f r o m  v a r i o u s  a g e n c i e s  f o r  d a t a  e n t r y  t o  t h e  A l c o h o l  Data  
Bank and a i d  P r o j e c t  Management  i n  d e c i s i o n - m a k i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  by  p r o -  
v i d i n g  i n f o r m a t i o n  and s p e c i a l  r e p o r t s  on an o n - r e q u e s t  b a s i s .  

h ~ e n  t h e  ASAP p r o g r a m  was i n  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  
leas 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 s e  i n  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 i n  c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h e  ASAP 
s y s t e m ,  t h e  A l c o h o l  Da ta  Bank was e s t a b l i s h e d .  ~ 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 is" 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  c an  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  
t o  f o r m  a c a s e  h i s t o r y  o f  an i n d i v i d u a l .  Da ta  f rom p a r t i c i p a t i n g  
a g e n c i e s  i s  c o l l e c t e d  on an o n - g o i n g  b a s i s  as  s u b j e c t s  h a v e  i n i t i a l  
o r  r e p e a t  c o o t a c t s  w i t h  an  a g e n c y .  

E x h i b i t  1 . 2 - 1  s u m m a r i z e s  t h e  d a t a  e l e m e n t s  c o l l e c t e d  f rom v a r i o u s  a g e n c i e s  
w i t h i n  t h e  ASAP s y s t e m .  A l l  e l e m e n t s  t a k e n  t o g e t h e r  c o n s t i t u t e  a v e r y  
c o m p l e t e  p i c t u r e  o f  t h e  h i s t o r y  and p r e s e n t  s t a t u s  o f  any  i n d i v i d u a l  
i n  t h e  s y s t e m .  I n  p r a c t i c e ,  d e f e n d a n t  d a t a  i s  c o m p l e t e  o n l y  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  
t h a t  i t  i s  c o l l e c t e d  by e a c h  a g e n c y .  For  i n s t a n c e ,  d e m o g r a p h i c  d a t a  
i s  a v a i l a b l e  o n l y  f o r  v a l i d ,  l i c e n s e d  d r i v e r s .  O u t - o f - s t a t e  d r i v e r s  
and u n l i c e n s e d  d r i v e r s  d o ,  i n  f a c t ,  a c c o u n t  f o r  a s i g n i f i c a n t  number  
o f  d r i v e r s  a r r e s t e d  f o r  DWI. O t h e r  d e m o g r a p h i c  d a t a  such  as  f a m i l y  
i n c o m e ,  e d u c a t i o n ,  e m p l o y m e n t  s t a t u s ,  o c c u p a t i o n ,  r e l i g i o u s  p r e f e r e n c e ,  
e t c . ,  i s  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  i n  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  
n i n e t y  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n s .  S i n c 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 s  
a r e  r e q u e s t e d  i n  42% o f  t h e  c o n v i c t i o n s ,  t h e n  t h i s  d a t a  i s  p r e s e n t  a p p r o -  
x i m a t e l y  37.8% o f  t h e  t i m e .  I f  a d r i v e r  has  r e c e n t l y  moved t o  I d a h o ,  t h e n  
h i s  d r i v e r  h i s t o r y  f o l d e r  w i l l  n o t  c o n t a i n  h i s  p a s t  v i o l a t i o n s ,  k d r i v e r  
a r r e s t e d  f o r  DWI who f o r f e i t s  bond  w i l l  n o t  h a v e  a r e c o r d  o f  t h e  a r r e s t  
i n  t h e  d r i v e r  f i l e  u n l e s s  t h e  a r r e s t  was made by t h e  I d a h o  S t a t e  P o l i c e .  
C o u r t s  a r e  o n l y  r e q u i r e d  t o  r e c o r d  c o n v i c t i o n s ,  and b e c a u s e  w i t h h e l d  
j u d g m e n t s  a r e  n o t  c o n s i d e r e d  t o  be  c o n v i c t i o n s  by t h e  c o u r t ,  t h e y  go 
u n r e p o r t e d  u n l e s s  t h e  d i s p o s i t i o n  was r e c o r d e d  by t h e  I d a h o  S t a t e  P o l i c e  
o r  a p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t o r  and r e p o r t e d  t o  t h e  A l c o h o l  D a t a  Bank.  

As w i t h  a l l  c o m p u t e r  s y s t e m s ,  t h e  d a t a  t h a t  comes o u t  i s  o n l y  as  good 
a s  t h e  d a t a  t h a t  g o e s  i n ,  and  t h e  E v a l u a t i o n  I n f o r m a t i o n  S y s t e m  i s  no 
e x c e p t i o n .  The pre -ASAP b a s e l i n e  d a t a  t h a t  was c o l l e c t e d  g o i n g  back  to  
t h e  y e a r  1969 r e f l e c t s  t o  a l a r g e  e x t e n t  t h e  r e c e n t  u p g r a d e s  made to  
I d a h o ' s  t r a f f i c  r e c o r d s  d a t a .  The D e p a r t m e n t  o f  Law E n f o r c e m e n t  began  
r e c o r d i n g  DWI c o n v i c t i o n s  s t a t e w i d e  in  1969. Some r e c o r d s  o f  w i t h h e l d  
j u d g m e n t s  w e r e  s u b m i t t e d  by  t h e  c o u r t s ,  b u t  none  were  e n t e r e d  on t h e  
d r i v e r  r e c o r d s  f i l e .  In  1969,  o n l y  a c c i d e n t s  t h a t  o c c u r r e d  on S t a t e  
and F e d e r a l  h i g h w a y s  w e r e  r e c o r d e d  c e n t r a l l y .  In  1970,  a l l  a c c i d e n t s  



1.2  EVALUATION INFORI,iAT]O]~ S~STEM ( C o n t i n u e d )  

were  r e c o r d e d  by t h e  l o c a t i o n s  in  which  t h e y  o c c u r r e d ,  b u t  t h e  l i c e n s e  
numbers  o f  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  were  n o t  r e c o r d e d .  In  1972, t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  
o f  Highways c o n s t r u c t e d  a manual  i n d e x  f rom p o l i c e  and c i t i z e n t s  a c c i -  
d e n t  r e p o r t s  t o  c o n n e c t  d r i v e r  l i c e n s e  numbers  w i t h  a c c i d e n t  r e p o r t  
n u m b e r s .  The i n d e x  was b u i l t  t o  g a i n  s t a t i s t i c a l  d a t a  f rom t h e  a c c i d e n t  
f i l e s ,  and i t  was c r e a t e d  u s i n g  no c o n t r o l s .  The a c c i d e n t  r e p o r t  number  
changed  f o r m a t  s e v e r a l  t i m e s ,  f u r t h e r  c o m p l i c a t i n g  t h e  m a t c h i n g  p r o c e s s .  
In  A p r i l  1972,  t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  Law E n f o r c e m e n t  began  i t s  os~ a c c i d e n t  
i n d e x  and t h e  D e p a r t m e n t  o f  Highways a b a n d o n e d  i t s  a c c i d e n t  i n d e x j  
e x c e p t  f o r  t h e  copy r e t a i n e d  by ASAP. Us ing  t h e  combined  a c c i d e n t  i n d e x  
f i l e s  o f  t h e  two d e p a r t m e n t s ,  t h e  a c c i d e n t  h i s t o r y  f i l e  i s  p a s s e d  
a g a i n s t  t h e  A l c o h o l  Data  Bank and a c c i d e n t  s e g m e n t s  a r e  added  w h e n e v e r  
t h e r e  i s  a ma t ch  on d r i v e r s  l i c e n s e  number s .  U s i n g  t h i s  t e c h n i q u e ,  404 
o f  t h e  a c c i d e n t s  r e q u e s t e d  f rom t h e  b a s e l i n e  h i s t o r y  t a p e  were a d d e d  
t o  t h e  A l c o h o l  Data  Bank.  

The e x t e n t  o f  a l c o h o l  i n v o l v e m e n t  i s  u n d e r s t a t e d  f o r  t h e  Pre-ASAP p e r i o d  
due  t o  t h e  s m a l l  number o f  b l o o d  a l c o h o l  t e s t s  t a k e n  a n d  t h e  low s a m p l e  
r a t e  o f  a u t o p s y  BACs. The Had Been D r i n k i n g  i n d i c a t o r s  on t r a f f i c  
t i c k e t s  a r e  s e l d o m  u s e d  by o f f i c e r s  b e c a u s e  t h e y  may become p e r s o n a l l y  
l i a b l e  i f  t h e ~  c a n n o t  f u r n i s h  p r o o f  o f  t h e  i m p l i c a t i o n  o f  d r i n k i n g .  
R e f e r r a l s  t o  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  a g e n c i e s  a r e  r e c o r d e d  when t h e y  a r e  made 
by an ASAP p r e s e n t e n c e  i n v e s t i g a t o r .  The a c t u a l  a t t e n d a n c e  o f  t h e  
r e h a b  i s  c u r r e n t l y  o n l y  known i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  C o u r t  A l c o h o l  S c h o o l .  In  " 
o t h e r  c a s e s ,  t h e r e  a r e  no r e c o r d s  o f  n o - s h o w s ,  d r o p s ~  o r  s a t i s f a c t o r y  
c o m p l e t i o n .  



EXHIBIT 1.2-1 

ALCOHOL DATA BANK DATA ELEMENTS 

Information Source 

S u b j e c t  Demographic  Data 
L i c e n s e  S u s p e n s i o n  Data 
Driver Improvement  Counse l ing  

Program Data 
Blood Alcohol Test Data 
Court Alcohol Attendance Data 
Autopsy BAC Data 
BAC Test Refusal Data 
Accident Data 
Driving Violation History 

DLE Dr ive r  L i cens ing  Data 
DLE Dr ive r  H i s t o r y  F i l e  
DLE D r i v e r  H i s t o r y  F i l e  

DHSIV Chem Lab 
Department of Education 
DH6W Chem Lab 
DLH 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  Data  
P r o b a t i o n  Fol low-Up Data 
Records  Check H i s t o r y  
De fendan t  Interview Data 
Family Interview Data 
Rehab Agency Contact Data 
Criminal Investigation Division 

Data 
Employer Interview 
DrinkerClassification 

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

Presentence Investigator 
Presentence I n v e s t i g a t o r  

o 



2.0 AN ANALYSIS OF DRINKER DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ACTIVITY 

2.1 FLOW THROUGH THE IDAHO JUDICIAL AND REHABILITATION SYSTEMS 

R e  o v e r a l l  f low o f  ASAP case  p r o c e s s i n g  i s  shown in  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  f low 
d i a g r a m ,  E x h i b i t  2 . 1 - 1 .  Th is  d i ag ram p r e s e n t s  e s t i m a t e d  and a c t u a l  volumes  
f o r  each s t e p  in  t h e  p r o c e d u r e .  

2.1.1 APPREHENDED DWI'S 

The most f r e q u e n t  mode o f  DWI i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i s  o b s e r v a t i o n  by e n f o r c e m e n t  
o f f i c e r s .  A f t e r  o b s e r v a t i o n ,  t he  s u s p e c t  i s  s t o p p e d ,  i n t e r v i e w e d  and g i v e n  
t h e  f i e l d  d e x t e r i t y  t e s t .  I f  t he  t e s t  i n d i c a t e s  t he  s u s p e c t  has  a h i g h e r  
BAC t h a n  .08 ,  he i s  a r r e s t e d  and a b r e a t h  sample  f o r  BAC a n a l y s i s  i s  
o b t a i n e d .  The s u s p e c t  i s  t h e n  t a k e n  to  t h e  s t a t i o n  and booked .  

2 . 1 . 2  DWI ARRAIGNMENT 

When the arrested DWI offender is capable of conducting his affairs, he is 
taken before the local m~gistrate and arraigned 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. 

2.1.3 BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION ANALYSIS 

The S t a t e  Depar tment  o f  H e a l t h  and Wel fa re  c o n d u c t s  a Blood Alcoho l  Concen-  
t r a t i o n  (BAC) a n a l y s i s  o f  t he  spec imen  s u b m i t t e d  by e n f o r c e m e n t  p e r s o n n e l .  
The c h e m i s t  c o n d u c t i n g  t he  a n a l y s i s  documents  h i s  f i n d i n g s  in  p r e p a r a t i o n  
f o r  p o s s i b l e  c o u r t  a p p e a r a n c e .  Th i s  i n c l u d e s  a d i s c u s s i o n  o f  m e t h o d o l o g y  
o f  BAC d e t e r m i n a t i o n ,  t he  p h a r m z c o l o g y  o f  a l c o h o l  and f i n d i n g s  o f  h i s  
s p e c i f i c  a n a l y s i s  o f  t he  d e f e n d a n t ' s  BAC. 

2.1.4 TRIAL 

When a d e f e n d a n t  p l e a d s  n o t  g u i l t y ,  a t r i a l  d a t e  i s  s e t  and t h e  p r o s e c u t i n g  
a t t o r n e y  i s  n o t i f i e d  to  p r e p a r e  h i s  c a s e .  The p r o s e c u t i o n  p r e p a r e s  t h e  
" p e o p l e ' s "  case  f rom f a c t s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e  a r r e s t i n g  o f f i c e r ' s  r e p o r t ,  t h e  
c h e m i s t ' s  BAC r e p o r t ,  and t e s t i m o n y  from o t h e r  w i t n e s s e s .  

The a r r e s t i n g  o f f i c e r  r e v i e w s  h i s  n o t e s  and r e p o r t s  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  DWI 
i n c i d e n t  p r i o r  to  h i s  c o u r t  a p p e a r a n c e .  

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 udge  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 d e s c r i b e d  i n  t h e  p r e c e d i n g  p a r a g r a p h s .  In  most c a s e s ,  a g u i l t y  v e r d i c t  
i s  o b t a i n e d .  

2.1.5 PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION 

A c o n v i c t e d  DWI w i l l ,  in  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  42 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  c a s e s ,  be g i v e n  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  u n d e r  t h e  c o n c e p t  o f  m i t i g a t i n g  b a c k g r o u n d  
c i r c u m s t a n c e s .  



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

• Defendant interview 
• Driver records check 
• Criminal records check 
• Social/health agency checks 
• Family~employment check 
• Rehabilitation agency checks 
• Other general contact reports 

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 completed these tasks, the presentence 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: 

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. 

2 . 1 . 6  

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

SENTENCE • 

The Court reviews the findings and recommendations of the presentence invest- 
igator, 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. • 

I0 



DRIVER Ib~ROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAM - the DICP received 
"hard core" drinker-drivers, q~ne program utilizes face-to- 
face counseling and other reeducation and rehabilitation re- 
sources and agencies available, e.t., Alcoholics Anonymous 
and De{ensive Driving. The DICP Counselor monitors the ' 
defendant's probation while in DICP and may recommend sus- 
pension of driving privileges if the defendant fails to 
complete his probationary program. 

FULL-PENALTY - Under the Idaho CODE 49-1102, the court may 
impose up to a six-month jail sentence and a fine of not 
more than three hundred dollars ($300). In addition, the 
Department of Law Enforcement may suspend the subject's 
privileges for ninety (90) days. 

2.1.7 PROBATION FOLLOW-UP 

When a convicted DWI is placed on probation and is rearrested during that 
period, a notification is automatically generated by the ~AP computer 
system. 1~nis notification is forwarded to the violator's Presentence 
InvestigatOr (PSI). ]~ne PSI in turn notifies the court of the probation 
violation. ~_= 

Ii 



EXHIBIT 2.1-I 

Apprehend 
DWI 

Non-ASAP 
DWI 

Arres~ 

Yes 

IDAHO JUDICIAL~REHABILITATION 
FLOW CHART 

Yes 

¥ 
I 

ASAP J AZP D;¢I 
Azzest 

No 
Terminate 

Cases 
Awaiting 

Di s/us/t ion 

1 
V 

Yes 

Bargain 
Yes Convicted 

Non A/R 
Offense 

No ~ 1  Conduct 

¢ ' 

Tezmi nate ~ 
J 
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EXHIBIT 2.1-I (Continued) 

0 

.< 

Defendant r 
Convicted Or 

Judgment 
Withheld 

No 

I ~.oC~tenoe Investigatio~ 

GuiItg 
Verdict 

Yes 
Conduct 

Pzes en t enc e 
~ Inv esti ga t i o7 

< 

Conduct 
Interview 

P 

Check 
-n,T~ ver 
R~cord 

,I 
Check 

CTimina2  
Kecord 
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EXHIBIT 2.i-I (Continued) 

Social/Realt? 
Agency Check 

< 

J Family/ 
Employer 

--~ Checks 

'r 

• 9~n:y />------> 
-.,< y 

I P 

Rehabilitatio 1 
Agency Chec__kj 

Other 
Investigat~on 

Contacts 

Assign 
Drinker 

".lassif ica riot 

0 

O 

[J 
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EXHIBIT 2. I-~I (Continued) 

< 

Yes 

;r¢,b.~( .m 
Dr l n k c  "r 

Probl ~ 
Drinker 

NO 

No 

Categor~ 
" Unidentified 

F~ne And/Or I 
Jail I 

I Sentence I 
I Only I 

C.°..i...O 

I Reco~,%mend 
ehabilitatio~. 

l~nto- [.i,'.. l 
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EXHIBIT 2.1-I (Continued) 

Attend l 2 cobol ics 2tnonyn~u$ 

J 

~ - - - ~  ~°~°°~ Defen.cive I 
, Drivir~ ] 

J 

R e hOth~b 

i 
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2.2 DRINKER CLASS DETERMINATION 

The Idaho ASAP does not employ a medical diagnosis and referral counter- 
measure. The determination of drinkin R class is made by the presentence 
investigator upon request of the court before sentencing. He develops 
the classification based on: 

• Data collected during the course of the investigation 
• The results of a diagnostic interview, such as the ALCADD Test 
• Opinions from local doctors and psychiatrists 
• Idaho ASAP Drinker Classification Form (Exhibit 2.2-I) 
• Self-admission of defendant. 

The presentence investigator, using NHTSA guidelines, establishes the 
classification as either a problem drinker, non-problem drinker, or un- 
defined where he does not have sufficient information to complete the 
Idaho ASAP Drinker Classification Form. 

Exhibit 2.2-2 presents a classification breakdown for the 1696 drinker 
classifications completed by the ASAP presentence investigators in 1975. 
Breakdowns'@re also given for each presentence investigator. The total 
number of presentence investigations classified as problem drinkers was 
845, or 49.8 percent of the investigations. 

The total number of presentence investigations classified as non-problem 
drinkers was 715, or 42.2 percent of the investigations. 

The total number of investigations classified as undefined accounted for 
156, or 8.0 percent of the investigations. 

Exhibit 2.2-3 presents a distribution of classifications for 1973 - 1975. 
In order to determine if there were significant changes in the classification 
of DWI offenses, we used the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in 
Section 4.0. The results of these tests are presented in tabular form in 
Exhibit 2.2-3. The results show a significant (P < .01) increase in the 
DWI offenders classified as problem drinkers. 

F u r t h e r  examina t ion  o f  the  d a t a  r e v e a l e d  a 40.7 p e r c e n t  d e c r e a s e  i n  t h e  
number o f  d r i n k e r  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  between 1974 and 1975. We compared the  
drinker classifications of 1973-1975 as a percent of DWI arrests and 
performed a test for the significance of the difference between percentages 
described in Section 4.1. The critical ratios of these tests are presented 
in Exhibit 2.2-3. The results indicate a significant decrease (P~ .01) in 
the number of drinker classifications performed by the presentence investi- 
gators. 

When we i n q u i r e d  as to  the  p o s s i b l e  causes  f o r  t h e  d e c l i n e  in  d r i n k e r  c l a s s i -  
f i c a t i o n s ,  we found t h a t  a f t e r  f e d e r a l  fund ing  f o r  the  Idaho ASAP e x p i r e d  

o n  J u l y  1, 1975, the  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 id  not  c l a s s i f y  DWI o f f e n d e r s .  

17 



EXHIBIT 2 . 2 - 1  

DRINKER CLASSIFICATION FORM 

IDAIIO ALCOIiOL SAFETY "~CTI()N PROJECT 

CONTACT REPORT - DRIr,IKER CLASSIFICATION 

0 7 I 

i z $ 

SOCIAL SECURITY tie. 

I 1 '  , 
9 I~ 14 

I l l  

MO m, Y'R 

DATE __l__ I I 

LAST t~AME FIRST NAfE 

I I  I l l l l l  I 1 1  
19 20 

i 
I I I I I 1 I I 

PLEASE "X" THE APPROPRIATE ~3X. 

Problem Dr i nke r  - A d r i n k e r  de f lneo  by any one of  the  f o l l o w i n g :  

I .  D iagnos is  as an a l c o h o l i c  by a competent medical  o r  
t r e a t m e n t  f a c i l i t y ,  o__r_r 

2. S e l f - a d m i s s i o n  of  A l coho l i sm or Problem Dr i nk i ng ,  o.~r 
( 

3. T~o or  more of  the f o l l o w i n g :  

a) A BAC o f '  15 percen t  or  more a t  the t ime of  a r r e s t ,  

b) A record  of  one or  more p r i o r  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a r r e s t ,  

C) A record  o f  p rev iou~  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  con tac ts  w i t h  
med ica l ,  SOCial, o r  cc~vnunity aqenc ies,  

d] Reports of  m a r i t a l ,  employment, or  soc ia l  problems 
r e l a t e d  t o  a l c o h o l ,  

e )  Diagnos is  o f  problem d r i n k e r  on the basis of  
approved s t r u c t u r e d  w r i t t e n  d i a o n o s t i c  i n t e r v i e w  
ins t rumen ts .  Examples: (ALCADD, MAST, r . ~ r t lme r -  
F i l k e n s ,  NCA, and Johns t topkins d i a g n o s t i c  t e s t s ) .  

CLASSIFICATION I~STRUCTIONS 

I .  A s u b j e c t  f o r  which the responses to  Items I or  2 is  YE__~S 
should be c l a s s i f i e d  as a PROBL~I DRINKER. A sub jec t  f o r  
which two of  the responses to  Items 3a, 3b, 3 c , 3 0 , o r  }e  a re  
YE._~S should be c l a s s i f i e d  as a PROBLEM DRINKER. 

2. A sub jec t  f o r  which the  responses to  Items I and 2 are NO 
and a t  l eas t  f ou r  responses to  Items 3a, 3b, 3c, ~d, o r  3e 
e r e  NO should be c l a s s i f i e d  as a NON-PROBLEM DRINKER. 

3. Sub jec ts  f o r  which you do not  here s u f f i c i e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  
t o  complete Item I ,  2, and 3 should be c l a s s i f i e d  as 
UNDEFINED. 

d 

o 

P lease c l a s s i f y  the  s u b j e c t  as f o l l o w s :  

(1)  P r o b l ~  D r i nke r  (2) Non-Problem Dr inke r  (3) Undef ined 

I PSI NL~ ~FIE R I 

I I I I I 
Z 9  $ ~  

PSI S I GNATURE 

Copy 1 -A lcoho l  Sa fe t y  Act ton  P ro jec t  

I Y e s  
2, ii  

Yes t~ 
22  

23 Yes r~ 

24 Yes ~ 3  

Yes No 
25  

Yes r~o 
2 6  

ze • 

A S A P -  107 I 1 7 3  
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E~IIBIT 2 . 2 - 2  
PSI DRINKER CLASSIFICATION TABLE 

T o t a l  

1973 
Non 

Problem Problem 

No ~ No 
Undef ined  

No T o t a l  

1974 
- - N o n  

Problem Problem 

No ~ No 

Unde f ined  
' T o t a l  

1975 
- - N o n  

Problem Problem 

No ~ No 

Undef inec  

No 

J21105 
J22537 
J22805 
J23295 
J23612 
J23669 
J24633 
J24864 
J25388 
J25567 
J25966 
J27576 
.126481 
J27522 
J28605 
J28820 
J28854 
J29133 

281 
218 
204 
241 
239 

65 

283 
258 
321 

203 

173 

2486 

104 370 
54 248 
92 451 
41 170 
81 339 
14 215 

121 .428 
95 .568 
99 .308 

104 .370 73 .260 
151 .693 13 .060 

89 .436 23 .113 
149 .618 51 .212 
157 .657 1 .004 

50 .769 1 .015 

115 .406 47 .166 
148 .574 15 .058 
209 .651 13 .040 

91 .448 87 .429 25 .123 

49 .283 107 .618 17 .098 

841 .339 1366 .S49 279 .112 

298 141 .473 96 .322 61 .20S 
240 77 .320 139 .579 24 .100 
194 105 .541 83 .428 6 .031 

27 9 .333 12 .445 6 .222 
154 65 .422 86 .558 3 .020 

146 63 .452 70 .479 13 .089 
162 50 .309 69 .426 43 .265 
243 110 .453 123 .506 10 .041 
331 107 .323 192 .580 32 .097 
303 131 .432 157 .518 15 .050 

193 99 .513 74 .585 20 .104 
88 37 .420 41 .466 10 .114 
97 33 .340 41 .423 23 .237 

386 159 .412 214 .554 13 .034 

154 85 .552 67 .435 2 .013 
56 31 .554 17 .304 8 .142 

139 
137 
135 
126 
438 

67 
166 
187 

147 
244 

76 547 
59 431 
69 511 
42 333 
71 514 
31 463  
76 458 

102 545 

73 .497 
130 .533 

55 396 
70 511 
58 430 
78 620 
64 464 
23 343 
80 482 
54 289 

64 .435 
85 . 348 

8 .057 
8 058 
8 059 
6 477 
3 022 

13 194 
10 060 
31 166 

10 .068 
29 .119 

TOTAL 2862 1186 .415 897 .488 279 .097 1696 845 .498 715 .422 136 .080 



EXtlIBIT 2 . 2 - 3  
DRINKER CLASSIFICATION DISTRIBUTION 

1973 1974 1975 , ' 
1973-1974 
V a r i a t i o n  

1974-1975 
V a r i a t i o n  

O 

Number 2486 2862 1696 

Problem .841 .339 .339 1386 .415 .415 .845 .498 .498 .076* .083* 

Non-Problem 1366 .549 .888 .897 .488 .903 .715 .422 .920 .015 .017 

Undefined .279 .112 1.000 ,279 .097 1.000 .136 .080 1.000 .015 .017 

KS = .045 KS = .050 

A r r e s t s  

D r i n k e r  C l a s s  
A r r e s t s  

7673 9719 6504 

32.4 37.1 26.1 

• • • • • • • • • • • 



2,3 REFERRALS BY DRINKER CLASS 

The Idaho ASAP operates on a statewide basis. Not all rehabilitation 
facilities are available in each sector of the state. For this reason, 
statewide referral procedures are not applicable. Referrals by the courts 
are based upon the judgement of the local magistrates and the recommenda- 
tions of presentence investigators. 

A r e ca p  o f  r e f e r r a l  a c t i v i t y  f o r  each d r i n k e r  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  i s  d e s c r i b e d  
in Exhibit 2.3-1. 

@ Problem Drinker 
The total number of problem drinker referrals in 1975 was 
701, or 83.0 percent of the 845 reported problem drinkers. 
This compared to 965, or 96.7 percent in 1974 and 754, or 
96.8 percent in 1973. 

• Non-Problem Drinker 
The total number of non-problem drinker referrals in 1975 was 

. 534, or 74.7 percent of the 715 reported non-problem drinkers. 
. This compared to IS01, or 97.1 percent in 1974 and 1183, or 

98.3 percent in 1973. 

• Undefined Drinkers 
The total number "of the undefined drinker referrals was 644, 
of 65.2 percent of the 988 reported undefined drinker referrals. 
This compared to 624, or 96.5 percent in 1974 and 868, or 97.2 
percent in 1973. 

Exhibit 2.3-2 presents the distribution of rehabilitation referrals. We 
compared and tested the data utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique des- 
cribed in Section 4.3. We noted a significant (P~..01) increase of the not 
referred category and significant (P ~.01) decreases in the referral of 
offenders to Court Alcohol School and Driver Improvement Counseling Program. 
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EXHIBIT 2.3-1  
DRINKER CLASSIFICATION AND REFERRAL 

1973 
E v a l u a t i o n  Non 

Measure Problem Problem Undefined* To ta l  

1974 
Non 

Problem Problem Undefined* To ta l  

1975 
Non 

Problem Problem Undefined* Tota; 

Q 

I n v e s t i g a t i o n s  758 1204 893 2855 

To ta l  R e f e r r e d  734 1183 868 2785 

R e f e r r e d  96.8 98.3 97.2 97.5 

REHAB ATTENDANCE 

Court  Alcohol 
School 574 595 188 1357 

o f  R e f e r r e d  78.2 50.2 21.7 48.7 

D r i v e r  Improve- 
ment Counse l ing  
Program (DICP) 152 239 61 452 

o f  R e f e r r e d  20.7 20.2 7.0 16.2 

Defens ive  Driv-  
ing S c h o o l  0 179 30 209 

o f  R e f e r r e d  15.1 3.5 7.5 

998 1340 653 2991 

965 1301 624 2890 

96.7  97.1 95.6 96.6 

517 663 542 1722 

53.6 51.0 86.9 59.6 

340 362 266 968 

35.2 27.8 42.6 33.5 

0 35 5 40 

- - -  2.7 0.8 1.4 

A l c o h o l i c s  
Anonymous 81 0 0 81 37 

o f  R e f e r r e d  11.1 . . . . . .  2.9 3.8 

*Undefined - Inc ludes  cases  i n v e s t i g a t e d  but  not  c l a s s i f i e d .  

0 • • • • 

0 

845 715 988 2548 

701 534 644 1879 

83.0 74.7 65.2 73.7 

481 381 406 1268 

68.6 71.3 63.0 67.5 

192 142 219 553 

27.4 26.6 34.0 29.4 

0 11 19 30 

2.1 3.0 1.6 

37 28 0 0 28 

1.3 4.0 . . . . . .  l .S  
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EXHIBIT 2 .3 -2  
REHABILITATION REFERRAL DISPOSITION 

1973 
Number Percentage 

1974 
Number , ' Percentage 

1975 
Number P e r c e n t a g e  

bJ  

Inves t i  g a t i o n s  2855 

Court  Alcohol  School 1357 47.5 

Dr ive r  Improvement 
Counse l ing  Program (DICP) 452 15.8 

Defensive Driving School 209 7.3 

A l c o h o l i c s  Anonymous 81 2.8 

Not R e f e r r e d  70 2. S 

2991 

1222 57.6 

2548 

1268 49.8 

968 32.4 553 21.7 

40 1.3 30 1.2 

37 1.2 28 1.1 

101 3.4 669 26.3 

A r r e s t s  

R e f e r r a l s  

R e f e r r a l s  
A r r e s t s  

7673 

2785 

36.3 

7719 

2890 

37.4 

6504 

1879 

28.9 

KS 

1974-1975 

P ~ 0 5  

.037 

P ~ . 0 1  

• 044 



2.4 EXTENT OF JUDICIAL PARTICIPATION IN ASAP DRINKER DIAGNOSIS 
AND REFERRAL 

Participation in presentence investigations and referral activity for con- 
victed offenders increased from 1973 to 1974 and decreased sharply in 1975. 
Exhibit 2.4-1 presents data collected in 1973, 19.74 and 1975. 

Convictions for alcohol-related offenses increased from 1972 to 1974 and 
decreased in 1975. 

The volume of presentence investigations increased from 2855 in 1973 to 
2991 in 1974, and decreased to 2548. 

We compared and tested the percentage distribution of arrests utilizing 
a test for significance of the difference between percentages. This 
methodology is described in Section 4.1. The results of these tests are 
presented in Exhibit 2.4-i. 

Exhibit 2.4-1 presents data on judicial participation in presentence investi- 
gations for-1973, 1974 and 1975. 

Convictions for 1975 decreased to 86.8 percent from 92.2 percent in 1974. 
Utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3, we found 
the decrease was significant at P < .01 (KS Value - 2.7), however, the cases 
awaiting disposition also increased at P ~.01. It appears that when the dis- 
position of these is complete, there would be no significant variation in the 
conviction rate of DWI offenders. • 

The volume of presentence investigations decreased to 2548 in 1975. This falls 
substantially short of the projection of 5500 PSI's in zhe detail plan and 
continues a decreasing trend of PSI's as a percentage of DWI arrests. We com- 
pared and tested the PSI's as a percentage of DWI arrests utilizing the Kolmo- 
gorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.5. We found that PSI's decreaa~e 
significantly at P < .01 (KS Value = 2.7) from 1974 to 1975. It must be poinre 
out that there are only twelve presentence investigators in Idaho while there 
are 69 magistrate courts that handle DWI offenders; however, the sharp decrease 
in PSI's appeared unwarranted. 

Further investigation revealed t h a t  when federal funding of presentence inves~ 
gations terminated in July of 1975, the presentence investigators were instruct 
by the Idaho judicial countermeasure coordinator to conduct presentence investi 
gations for other than alcohol-related offenses. That action will confound mu¢ 
of the evaluation of the presentence investigation analysis in this report. 
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EXHIBIT 2 .4-1  
JUDICIAL ACTIVITY DATA 

D e s c r i p t i o n  
1973 

Number 
1974 

Number Number 

A/R A r r e s t s  

A/R A r r e s t s  Not A r r a i g n e d  

A/R A r r e s t s  Awai t ing  D i s p o s i t i o n  

A/R A r r e s t s  Dismissed  

A/R A r r e s t s  A c q u i t t e d  

A/R A r r e s t s  Conv i c t ed  Non-A/R O f f e n s e s  

A/R C o n v i c t i o n s  

PSI 

Cour t  R e f e r r a l s  

KS Values  

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

1975 

7673 7719 6504 

156 2.0  86 1.1 45 .7 

636 8 .3  274 3.5 619 9.5  

125 1.6 115 1.5 109 1.7 

30 .4 14 12 7 .1 

98 1 .3  111 1.4 80 1.2 

6628 86.4 7119 92 .2  5644 86.8  

2855 43 .1  2991 42.0  2548 39.2 

2785 42.0  2890 40.6  2439 .375 

p .05 p .01 

.021 .026 

.023 .027 

.023 .027 



2.5 REHABILITATION ATTENDANCE BY DRINKER CLASS 

Rehabilitation countermeasures in Idaho consist of Court Alcohol School 
(CAS), Driver Improvement Counseling Program (DICP), and a Defensive Driving• 
Course (DDC). All other rehabilitation services are grouped together for 
this report. Exhibit 2.5-1 presents rehabilitation attendance by treatment 
modalities or combinations of treatment modalities based on Appendix H, Table 
15 data. 

The reader is advised that this data differs in volume from referral data 
reported earlier in this study. The reasons for this difference are as follo~s 

I Out of state and non-licensed drivers are not included. 

Persons previously classified and subsequently rearrested are 
included. 

• Attendance is based on attendance records and court referrals. 

Referrals t 2 Court Alcohol School or Court Alcohol School in a combination 
with anothe; modality accounted for 56.4 percent of all referrals throughout 
the ASAP proKram. 

The Driver Improvement Counseling Program ranks as the second most used 
rehabilitation modality with 25.0 percent of all referrals. 

We compared and tested the referral modalities by drinker classification, 
utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3. The 
results of these tests are described below. The KS values for significance • 
are presented in Exhibit 2.5-2. 

Problem Drinkers 

There was a significant decrease at P( .05 from 1974 to 1975 in the referral 
of problem drinkers to Court Alcohol School and the Driver Improvement Couns~- 
ing Program. 

Non-Problem Drinkers 

There was a significant increase at P < .01~from 1973 to 1974 and 1973 to 1975. 
in the referral of non-problem drinkers to Court Alcohol School. It appears t~ 
Court Alcohol School is the modality to which the magistrates refer non-problem 
drinkers. 

Undefined Drinkers 

There was a significant decrease at P< .01sfrom 1973 to 1974 and 1973 to 1975 
in the referral of undefined drinkers to Court Alcohol School and Driver • 
improvement Counseling Program, coupled with a significant increase in the 
referral undefined drinkers to other treatment modalities. This may be 
indicative of the use by the magistrates of the alcohol and drug abuse services 
of the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare which began in mid-year 1974. 
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EXIITBTT 2.5-1 
REHABILITATION REFERRALS BY DRINKER CLASSIFICATION 

1973 - 1975 

PROBLEM NON,PROBLEM 

Countermeasure  M o d a l i t i e s  1973 1974 1975 1973 1974 1975 1973 

UNDEFINED 
1974 1975 

bO 

Court Alcohol School (CAS) 105 147 86 419 544 270 237 168 264 
.212 •230 •240 .482 .576 .583 .397 .339 .401 

D r i v e r  Improvement Counse l ing  43 79 
Program (DICP) .087 .116 

De fens ive  Dr iv ing  Course (DDC) 

46 71 110 44 70 117 77 
128 •082 .117 .095 .117 .236 •117 

12 S 1 50 11 10 25 3 11 
.024 .007 .002 .0S7 .012 .022 .042 .006 .017 

CAS and DICP 40 136 
• 081 .199 

CAS and DDC 30 7 
.061 .010 

CAS and Other  13 2 
• 026 .003 

• 509 .436 

61 127 184 62 50 113 81 
110 •146 .195 .134 .084 .228 .123 

3 79 13 
008 .091 .014 

0 32 1 5 
.000 .054 .002 .008 

1 11 3 1 39 1 1 
002 .013 .003 .002 .065 .002 .002 

• 130 
Other  252 298 161 113 109 

448 •115 
76 144 92 220 

.164 .241 .186 .334 

T o t a l *  495 684 359 870 944 463 597 495 659 

* Out o f  S t a t e  O f f e n d e r s  Not Inc luded  

Note:  R e h a b i l i t a t i o n  r e f e r r a l s  in 1975 were on ly  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  s i x  months. 



EXHIBIT 2•5-2 
KS VALUES FOR SIGNIFICANCE 

Level of Yearly 
Significance Comparison 

.95 1975-1974 

• .99 1973-1974 

• 95 1974-1975 

• 99 1974-1975 

.95 1973-1975 

.99 1973-1975 
F 

Problem 

.080 

•096 

•089 

•106 

•096 

.i15 

Non-Problem 

• 064 

.077 

.075 

.090 

.078 

.094 

Undefined 

•083 

.099 

•081 

•097 

•077 

•092 
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2.6 IMPACT OF ASAP DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ON JUDICIAL AND REHABILITATION 
SYSTEMS 

2.6.1 JUDICIAL 

The increased use of ASAP presentence investigations by local magistrates 
aids in the disposition and referral of DWI offenders to appropriate rehabili- 
tative countermeasures for treatment. Proper diagnosis also aids in identifi- 
cation of problem drinkers as early as possible. 

2.6.2 REHABILITATION 

The i n c r e a s e d  r e f e r r a l  a c t i v i t y  by t h e  j u d i c i a l  s y s t e m  has  c r e a t e d  a s t r a i n  
on t h e  l i m i t e d  s u p p l y  o f  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  r e s o u r c e s  i n  t h e  S t a t e  o f  I d a h o .  
Some r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  s e r v i c e s  a v a i l a b l e  i n  one s e c t i o n  o f  t h e  s t a t e  may n o t  be 
a v a i l a b l e  i n  a n o t h e r .  Th i s  r e d u c e s  t h e  chance  o f  u n i f o r m l y  a p p l y i n g  t h e  
most  a p p r o p r i a t e  r e h a b i l i t a t i v e  t e c h n i q u e s  t o  any one c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  o f  
o f f e n d e r s .  T h i s  c o n d i t i o n  i m p a i r s  t h e  o v e r a l l  p e r f o r m a n c e  o f  t h e . I d a h o  ASAP. 
The S t a t e  o f  Idaho  has  been  e x p l o r i n g  methods  t o  r e d u c e  t h e  p r o b l e m .  However ,  
a t  t h e  t i m e  q f  t h i s  w r i t i n g ,  a s a t i s f a c t o r y  s o l u t i o n  has  n o t  been  d e v e l o p e d .  

2.7 FUNDING AND COST ANALYSIS OF DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ACTIVITIES 

Idaho  does  n o t  have  a m e d i c a l  d i a g n o s i s  and r e f e r r a l  c o u n t e r m e a s u r e .  I n d i v i -  
dua 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  p e r f o r m  t h i s  f u n c t i o n .  Thus ,  t h i s  c o s t  i s  
c o n t a i n e d  as p a r t  o f  t h 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  C o u n t e r m e a s u r e .  Cos t  d a t a  
is presented in Exhibit 2.7-1. 

EXHIBIT 2.7-I 
ESTIMATED COST FOR DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ACTIVITIES 

D e s c r i p t i o n  1973 1974 1975 

PSI E x p e n d i t u r e s  $145,464 $160 ,950  $184,529  

Diagnosed Cases 2,855 2,991 2,548 

Cost Per Case $ 50.95 $53.81 $ 72.42 

The c o s t  p e r  case  i n c r e a s e d  to  $72.42 i n  1975 f rom $53.81 i n  1974. The 
j u d i c i a l  c o u n t e r m e a s u r e  c o o r d i n a t o r  r e p o r t e d  3801 cases  h a n d l e d  in  1975. 
Only d a t a  where a b a c k g r o u n d  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  was c o m p l e t e d  i s  used  i n  t h i s  
a n a l y s i s .  
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S.O PROFILE ANALYSIS 

To analyze present classification techniques, four hundred people from each 
drinker class subject to a presentence investigation were selected for a 
profile analysis. The NHTSA definition is used for classification of drinker 
drivers in Idaho. A copy of the form used is presented in Exhibit 2.2-1 of 
this report. 

A description of the profile development methodology used is presented in 
Section 3.5 of this report. 

Comparisons were made in alcohol-related and socio-economic categories not 
covered by definition of the drinker classification. 

3.1  PROBLEM DRINKER PROFILE 

We compared and tested the Problem Drinker profiles for 1973, 1974 and 1975 
utilizing the Koln~ogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.5. The 
results of these tests are presented in Exhibits 5. I. 

We n o t e d  a s i g n i f i c a n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  1975 in  t he  r e f e r r a l  o f  p rob lem d r i n k e r s  
to  t h e  D r i v e r  Improvement  C o u n s e l i n g  Program a t  P ~ .01 ,  a l s o  coup led  wi th  
a s i g n i f i c a n t  d e c r e a s e  i n  t he  r e f e r r a l  o f  problem d r i n k e r s  to  a n o t h e r  t r e a t -  
ment modality. No significant variation was noted in any socio-economic 
category. 
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t~ 

N 

Married 

Single 

Divorced 

Widowed 

Spearated 

Other 

EXHIBIT 3 . 1 - 1  
PROBLEM DRINKER - HARITAL STATUS 

O 

T o t a l  

1973 

T o t a l  

1974 

Percent 
Cam 

P e r c e n t  T o t a l  
Cum 

P e r c e n t  Percent 

371 

155 .418 .418 

89 .240 .658 

84 .226 .884 

10 .027 .911 

31 .084 .995 

2 .005 1.000 

3 8 4  

158 

86 

103 

11 

25 

.411 

.224 

.268 

.029 

. 0 6 5  

.003 

% 

.411 

.635 

• 904 

.932 

.997 

1.000 

570 

156 

98 

74 

15 

27 

0 

1975 

P e r c e n t  

.422 

• 265 

.200 

.041 

.073 

• 000 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

•422 

.687 

.887 

•928 

1.001 

1.001 

O 

KS Values  P ~ .05 

1973-1974 .099 
1974-1975 .099 
1973-1975 .100 



EXHIBIT 3.1-2  
PROBLEM DRINKER - AGE 

N 

19 o r  Less 

20 - 24 

25 - 29 

30 - 34 

35 - 39 

40 - 44 

45 - 49 

50 - 5 9  

60 and Over  

Tota l  

1973 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

318 

10 .031 .031 

46 .145 •176 

41 .129 •305 

1974 

T o t a l  P e r c e n t  

327 

26 .080 

67 .204 

43 .132 

44 .138 •443 

30 .095 .538 

37 .116 .654 

36 .113 •767 

59 .186 .953 

15 .046 .999 

38 .116 

27 .083 

43 .131 

31 .095 

38 .116 

14 .042 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

.080 

.284 

.416 

.532 

.615 

.746 

.841 

.957 

• 999 

1975 
Cum 

T o t a l  P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

351 

38 .108 .108 

72 .205 .313 

58 .165 .478 

37 .105 .573 

20 .056 .629 

32 .o91 .720 

28 .079 .799 

50 .142 .941 

16 .045 .996 

. , "  . - .  
/ . '  

KS Values 

1975-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

P ~ . . 0 5  

.107 
:105 
.105 

0 • • • D • • 



EXHIBIT 3 . 1 - 3  
PROBLEM DRINKER - EDUCATION 

04 

N 

1 - 6  

7 - 9  

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 and Up 

T o t a l  

1973 

T o t a l  

1974 

Percent 
Cum 

P e r c e n t  T o t a l  
Cum 

P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

369 

19 •052 •052 

72 .195 .247 

36 .098 .344 

38 .103 .447 

145 .393 .840 

18 .049 .889 

23 .062 .951 

6 .016 .967 

9 .024 .992 

3 . 0 0 8  1 . 0 0 0  

375 

12 

83 

43 

31 

130 

29 

27 

9 

7 

4 

.032 

.221 

• 115 

•083 

.347 

•077 

.072 

.024 

•019 

•011 

.032 

• 253 

• 368 

.451 

• 797 

•875 

.947 

•971 

.989 

• 999 

364 

12 

86 

39 

39 

124 

24 

18 

10 

11 

1 

1975 

P e r c e n t  

• 045 

• 236 

• 107 

. 1 0 7  

• 340 

• 065 

.049 

•027 

•030 

.002 

Cum 

P e r c e n t  

.045 

.281 

•388 

•495 

•835 

.900 

•949 

.976 

1.006 

1•008 

KS Values  

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1 9 7 3 - 1 9 7 5  

P L  •05 

• 1 0 0  

• 1 0 0  

• 1 0 0  



EXHIBIT 3. I-4 
PROBLEM DRINKER - REHABILITATION DATA 

t ~  .¢ffi 

N 

Defensive Driving 
Course (DDC) 

Driver  Improvement 
Counseling Program 
(DICP) 

Court Alcohol 
School (CAS) 

Other 

Total  

400 

1973 

Cum 

Percent Percent 

55 .138 .138 

60 .150 .288 

112 .280 .568 

173 .433 1.001 

Total  

400 

38 

43 

112 

207 

1974 

Percent 

.095 

.108 

.280 

.518 

Cum 

Percent 

• 095 

.203 

.483 

1.001 

Total  

400 

63 

112 

106 

119 

1975 

Percent  

.157 

.280 

.265 

.298 

, = ,  

Cum 
Percent  

.157 

.437 

.702 

1.000 

g 

KS Values PL .05 P L .01 

1973-1975 .096 .11.5 

1974-1975 .096 . |1.S 

1973-19~1D .096 0 . 1 1 . 5  O @ 



E X H I B I T  3 . 1 - 5  

PROBLEM DRINKER - INCOME 

t~ 
O1 

N 

Less Than 4000 

4000 - 7999 

8000 - 11999 

12000 - Up 

1973 

Total 

Cum 
Percent Percent 

359 

121 . 3 3 7  •337  

137 . 381  •719 

72 . 2 0 0  . 9 1 9  

29 .O81 1 . 0 0 0  

Total 

366 

113 

150 

73 

30 

1974 

P e r c e n t  

Cure 

Percent Tota! 

1975 

• 309 

. 4 1 0  

• 200 

. 0 8 1  

• 309 

•719 

.919 

1. 000 

P e r c e n t  

357 

111 

137 

82 

27 

•310 

. 384  

• 230 

• 076 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

. 3 1 0  

. 6 9 4  

. 924  

1 . 0 0 0  

KS Values 

1975-1974 
1974-1975 
1975-1975 

Pc_ .05  

• 101 
.101  
• 102 



E X H I B I T  3 . 1 - 6  

.PROBLEM DRINKER - BAC DISTRIBUTION 

Oa 
O~ 

N 

Nega t ive  

.01 - .04 

• 0 5  - . 0 9  

. 1 0  - . 1 4  

• 1 5  - . 19 

.20 - .24 

• 25+ 

1973 

Cum 
T o t a l  P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  T o t a l  T o t a l  

305 

5 .016 .016 

1 .003 .020 

11 .036 .056 

66 •216 .272 

109 .357 .630 

67 .220 .849 

46 .151 1.000 

1974 

P e r c e n t  
Cam 

P e r c e n t  

351 

10 •028 .028 

5 .014 .043 

16 .046 .088 

102 .291 .379 

132 .376 .755 

68 .194 .949 

18 .051 1.000 

419 

4 

2 

22 

109 

154 

88 

40 

1975 

P e r c e n t  

009 

004 

.052 

.260 

367 

210 

• 095 

Cam 
P e r c e n t  

• 009 

.013 

• 065 

•325 

.692 

.902 

•997 

KS Values P L.O5 

1973-1974 .107 
1974-1975 •098 
1973-1975 .102 

• • • • • • • @ • • • 



L~t 
"-4 

Tota l  

EXHIBIT 3.1-7 
PROBLEM DRINKERS - EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

1973 

N 

Ful l -Time 

Par t -Time 

Not Employed 

Housewife 

S tuden t  

R e t i r e d  

Cum 
P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

371 

255 .687 .687 

27 .073 .760 

67 .181 .941 

2 .005 .946 

8 .022 .968 

12 .032 1.000 

• • • • • 

1974 

Cum 

Total Percent Percent 

382 

252 .660 .660 

24 .063 .723 

80 .209 .932 

5 .013 .945 

9 .024 .969 

12 .031 1.000 

1975 
Cum 

To ta l  P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

372 

238 •639 .639 

24 .064 .703 

87 .233 .936 

5 .013 .949 

6 .016 .965 

12 .052 .997 

KS Value 

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

P/-_ .05 

• 099 
.099 
• 100 



3.2 NON-PROBLEM DRINKER PROFILE 

We compared and tested the non-problem drinker profiles for 1973, 1974 and 
1975 utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3. The O 
results of these tests are presented in Exhibits 3.2. 

We noted a siznificant increase in the number of DWI offenders that were 
nineteen years of age or younger from 1973 to 1975. This may be a direct 
result of the Idaho legislative action in late 1972 lowering the legal 
drinking age to nineteen from twenty. 
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• • • 

N 

Marr ied 

S i n g l e  

Divorced 

Widowed 

Sepa ra t ed  

Other  

• • ® 

EXHIBIT 3.2-1 
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - MARITAL STATUS 

• • • • • 

Tota l  

1973 1974 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  To ta l  P e r c e n t  

Cam 
P e r c e n t  

1975 

To ta l  Percent 

371 

185 .499 .499 

96 .259 .757 

61 .164 .922 

17 .046 .968 

11 .030 .997 

1 .005 1.000 

386 

184 •477 .477 

115 .298 .775 

49 .127 .902 

8 .021 .922 

29 .075 .997 

.003 1.000 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

373 

174 .466 .466 

129 .345 .811 

52 .139 .950 

4 .010 .960 

14 .037 .997 

0 .000 .997 

KS Values 

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

• 099 
.098 
• 100 



4~ 
0 

N 

Less Than 20 

20 - 24 

25 - 29 

30 - 34 

35 - 39 

40 - 44 

45 - 49 

50 -59 

60 and Over 

EXHIBIT 3 . 2 - 2  
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - AGE 

T o t a l  

1973 

T o t a l  

1974 

Cum 
Percent T o t a l  

Cum 
Percent Percent 

307 

18 .059 .059 

54 .176 •235 

50 . 1 6 3  .397 

35 .114 .511 

25 .081 .593 

28 .091 .684 

32 .104 .788 

43 .140 •928 

22 .072 1 . 0 0 0  

342 

48 

58 

59 

30 

34 

32 

21 

37 

23 

P e r c e n t  

• 1 4 0  

. 1 7 0  

•173 

•088 

• 100 

.094 

•061 

.108 

.067 

.140 

.310 

.482 

.570 

.670 

.763  

.825 

.933 

1 .000  

342 

66 

78 

42 

26 

27 

30 

29 

27 

17 

1975 

P e r c e n t  

• 192 

• 228 

.122 

• 076 

•078 

.087 

.084 

.078 

.049 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

•192 

.420  

.542 

.618  

.696 

• 783 

• 867 

.945 

• 999 

KS Values  

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

• 099 
• 104 
•107 



• • • • • 

EXHIBIT 3 . 2 - 3  
NON-PROBLEH DRINKER - EDUCATION 

N 

1 - 6  

7 - 9  

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 and Up 

1973 1974 

Cum Cum 
T o t a l  P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  T o t a l  P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

367 

12 

66 

33 

41 

131 

25 

23 

11 

17 

8 

• 033 .033 

• 1 8 0  . 2 1 6  

• 090 .302 

• 118 .414 

• 357 .771 

• 068 .840 

380 

8 •021 .021 

47 .124 •145 

43 .113 •258 

36 •095 •353 

157 .413 .766 

25 .066 .832 

29 .076 .908 

14 .037 .945 

13 •034 .980 

8 .021 1.001 

.063 .902 

• 030 •932 

.046 •978 

• 0 2 2  1.000 

1975 
Cum 

T o t a l  P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

375 

11 •049 •049 

52 .138 .187 

25 .066 .253 

51 .136 .389 

151 .402 .791 

28 .074 .865 

29 •077 .942 

12 .032 .974 

11 .029 .993 

5 .013 1.006 

KS Values  

1975-1974 
1974-1975 
1975-1975 

• 100 
• 099 
• 100 

t 

¢ 



. . .  - .  

EXHIBIT 3 . 2 - 4  
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - REHABILITATION DATA 

N 

Defensive Driving 
Course (DDC) 

Driver Improvement 
Counseling Program 
(DICP) 

Court Alcohol 
School (CAS) 

Othe r  

1973 

Cum 
Total Percent Percent 

4 0  . 1 0 0  . 1 0 0  

45 .113 .213 

400 

157 .393 .605 

158 . 395 1. 000 

T o t a l  

400 

26 

43 

150 

181 

1974 

Percent 

• 065 

• 1 0 8  

•375 

•453 

~LIm 
Percent 

•065 

.173 

.548 

1.001 

T o t a l  

400 

3 5  

53 

136 

176 

1975 

P e r c e n t  

.087 

• 1 3 2  

.340 

.441 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

•087 

.219 

•559 

1.000 

KS Value  

1975-1974 . 096 
1974-1975 . 096 
1973-1975 .096 

• • • • • • • • • • • 



EXHIBIT 3 . 2 - 5  
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - INCOME 

N 

Less Than 4000 

4000 - 7999 

8000 - 11999 

12000 + 

T o t a l  

1973 

Cum 
Percent P e r c e n t  

365 

102 .280 .280 

140 .384 .664 

81 .223 .887 

42 .113 1.000 

T o t a l  

1974 

Cum 
Percent T o t a l  

363 

100 

141 

73 

49 

Percent 

.275 

.389 

.201 

• 135 

.275 

•664 

•865 

1.000 

358 

112 

128 

55 

63 

1975 

Percent 

.312 

• 357 

• 153 

• 1 7 8  

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

.312 

.669 

.822 

1. 000 

KS Values 

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

.101 

.101 

.101 



4~ 

EXHIBIT 3 . 2 - 6  
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - BAC DISTRIBUTION 

N 

Negative 

.01 - •04 

• 05 - .09 

• I0 - . 14 

• 15 - . 19 

.20 - .24 

.25+ 

T o t a l  

249 

1973 

Cum 
Percent Percent Total 

287 

1974 

Percent 

Cum 
Percent Total 

273 

1975 
Cum 

Percent Percent 

8 .032 ,032 

1 .004 .036 

35 .141 .177  

5 

4 

39 

.017 

•014 

• 136 

• 107 

•031 

.167 

0 

4 

33 

.014 •014 

.120 .134 

• 494 .628 

.256 .884 

.084 .968 

.029 .997 

108 .434 .610 

68 .274 .884 

20 •084 .968 

9 .036 1. 004 

126 

79 

24 

10 

• 440 

.275 

.084 

•035 

.606 

•882 

.966 

1•001 

135 

70 

23 

8 

• • • 

KS Va lues  

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1975-1975 

.118  

.115 
•119 



EXHIBIT 3 . 2 - 7  
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

U1 

N 

F u l l - T i m e  

P a r t - T i m e  

Not Employed 

Housewife 

S t u d e n t  

R e t i r e d  

T o t a l  

1973 1974 

T o t a l  
Ctun 

P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

370 

281 .760 .760 

17 •046 .805 

37 .100 .905 

10 .027 .932 

14 .038 •970 

11 .030" 1.000 

T o t a l  P e r c e n t  
Cum 

P e r c e n t  

384 

282 .734 .734 

20 .052 .787 

37 .096 .883 

10 .026 .909 

18 .047 .956 

17 .044 1.000 

373 

248 

17 

57 

13 

27 

11 

1975 

P e r c e n t  

•664 

•045 

•152 

• 034 

•072 

.029 

Cum 

P e r c e n t  

.664 

• 709 

.861 

• 895 

.967 

• 996 

KS Va lues  

1975-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

• 099 
.099 
• 100 



3.3 UNDEFINED DRINKER PROFILE 

We compared and tested the Undefined Drinker profiles for 1973, 1974 and 
utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3. The v 
results of these tests are presented in Exhibits 3.3. 

We noted no significant variations in the Undefined Drinker profiles. 

46 



4~  

N 

M a r r i e d  

S i n g l e  

D i v o r c e d  

Widowed 

S e p a r a t e d  

O t h e r  

E X H I B I T  3 . 3 - 1  
UNDEFINED DRINKERS - MARITAL STATUS 

T o t a l  

1973 1974 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  T o t a l  P e r c e n t  

Cum 
Percent  

229 

116 .507 .507 

60 .262 .769 

36 .157 .926 

9 .039 .965 

8 . 0 3 5  1 .  000 

. . . . . .  1 .000  

264 

119 .451 .451 

77 .292 .742 

50 .189 .952 

4 .015 .947 

14 .053 1.000 

. . . . . .  1.000 

1975 

T o t a l  P e r c e n t  
Cum 

Percent  

122 

52 .426 .426 

31 .254 .680 

26 .213  .893 

7 .057 .950 

6 .049 .999 

. . . . . .  • 999 

KS Value  

1973-1974 
1974-19 75 
1973-1975 

.123  
• 149 
• 1 5 2  



EXHIBIT 3 . 3 - 2  
UNDEFINED DRINKERS - AGE 

C~O 

N 

Less Than 20 

20 - 24 

25 - 29 

30 - 34 

35 - 39 

40 - 44 

45 - 49 

50 - 59 

60 and Over  

T o t a l  

1973 

T o t a l  

1974 

Percent 
Cure 

P e r c e n t  T o t a l  

1975 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

208 

15 .072 .072 

36 .173 .245 

33 .159 .404 

18 •087 .490 

24 .115 .606 

23 .111 .716 

20 .096 .812 

25 .120 .933  

1 4  . 0 6 7  1 . 0 0 0  

225 

29 

42 

38 

16 

21 

23 

19 

23 

14 

• 129 

.187  

. 1 6 9  

•071 

•093 

. 1 0 2  

. 0 8 4  

• 102 

.062 

.129  

.316 

.484 

.556 

.649  

• 751 

• 836 

.938 

1 .000  

114 

16 

17 

19 

14 

8 

7 

11 

15 

7 

P e r c e n t  

. 1 4 0  

• 1 4 9  

• 166 

.122 

.070  

.o61 

• 096 

.131 

.061 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

. 1 4 0  

• 289 

.455 

.577 

.647 

. 708  

• 804 

• 935 

• 996 

KS Va lues  

1973-1974 
1974 -1975 
1973-1975 

•131 
• 156 
•158 



E X H I B I T 3 . 3 - 3  

UNDEFINED DRINKERS - EDUCATION 

4a, ',D 

N 

1 - 6  

7 - 9  

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 and Up 

T o t a l  

226 

12 

55 

1973 

Total 

1974 

Cum 

Percent Percent 

259 

11 

55 

Percent 

.053 .053 

.243  .296 

19 .084 .381 

31 .137  .518 

79 .350 .867 

7 .031 .899 

12 .054 .951 

3 .013 .965 

S .022 .987 

3 .013  1 .000  

22 

32 

93 

15 

19 

5 

6 

.042 

.212 

•085 

• 124 

• 360 

.058 

.073 

.019 

.023  

• 004 

Cum 

P e r c e n t  

•042 

•255 

•340 

•463 

•822 

.880 

.954 

.973 

.996 

1 .000  

T o t a l  

121 

8 

33 

10 

14 

39 

0 

12 

3 

2 

0 

1975 

Percent 

•061 

.272 

•082 

• 115 

• 322 

• 099 

.024 

1.6 

Cum 

Percent 

.061 

• 333 

.415 

.530 

.852 

• 852 

.951 

• 975 

.991 

.991 

KS Va lues  

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

• 124 
.150 
.153 



EXHIBIT 3.3-4  
UNDEFINED DRINKER - REHABILITATION DATA 

O 

N 

Defens ive  Dr iv ing  
Course (DDC) 

Driver Improvement 
Counseling Program 

Court Alcohol 
School (CAS) 

Other  

To t a l  

275 

1973 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  P e r c e n t  

40 . 1 4 5  . 1 4 5  

38 .138 .284 

87 .316 .600 

I I0  .400 1.000 

To ta l  

281 

25 

43 

90 

123 

1974 

Percent 

. 0 8 9  

• 153 

.320 

.438 

Cum 
Percent 

. 0 8 9  

.242 

.562 

1.000 

1975 

Tota l  P e r c e n t  

136 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

15 .110 .110 

26 .191 .301 

42 .308 .609 

53 .391 1.000 

KS Values 

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-19'75 

.115 

.142 

.143 



E X H I B I T  3 . 3 - 5  

UNDEFINED DRINKER - INCOME 

I-I 

N 

Less Than 4000 

4000 - 7999 

8000 - 11999 

12000 + 

Total 

1973 

Cunl 
P e r c e n t  Percent 

224 

69 .308 •308 

88 •316 •624 

44 .197 •821 

23 .179 1•000 

Total 

253 

89 

94 

42 

28 

1974 

Percent 

• 351 

.372 

• 166 

. 111  

Cum 
Percent 

•351 

.723 

•889 

1. 000 

T o t a l  

116 

44 

36 

24 

12 

197S 

P e r c e n t  

.379  

.310 

• 206 

•145 

Ctun 
P e r c e n t  

• 379 

• 689 

• 895 

1 . 0 0 0  

KS Value  

1 9 7 3 - 1 9 7 4  
1 9 7 4 - 1 9 7 5  
1973 -1975  

• 125 
.152 
• 156 



EXHIBIT 3.3-6 

UNDEFINED DRINKER - BAC DISTRIBUTION 

N 

Negative 

.01 - .04 

.0S - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.IS - .19 

.20 - .24 

,25 + 

Total 

1973 

Cum 
Percent Percent 

155 

2 .013 .013 

1 .006 .019 

10 .065 .084 

53 .342 .428 

51 .330 .755 

27 .175 ,929 

11 .071 1.O00 

• 149 

. 1 9 0  

. 1 9 5  

Total 

1974 

P e r c e n t  
Cam 

P e r c e n t  Total 

1975 

KS Values 

1973-1974 
1974-1975 
1973-1975 

178 

4 

1 

21 

SS 

63 

24 

10 

.022 

.006 

.118 

.309 

• 354 

. 1 3 5  

.056 

.022 

.028 

• 1 4 6  

. 4 5 5  

. 8 0 9  

• 944 

1. 000 

71 

3 

0 

5 

26 

22 

10 

5 

Percent 

.942 

.070 

• 366 

.309 

• 140 

.070 

Cum 
P e r c e n t  

.042 

.042 

.112 

.478 

.787 

.927 

• 997 

,"0 • O • • • O • • • • 



EXHIBIT 3 . 3 - 7  
UNDEFINED DRINKER - EMPLOYMENT STATUS 

O 

D~ 

N 

F u l l - T i m e  

P a r t - T i m e  

Not Employed 

Housewi fe  

S t u d e n t  

R e t i r e d  

T o t a l  

1973 

T o t a l  

1974 

Cam 
P e r c e n t  T o t a l  

Cum 

P e r c e n t  Percent 

265 

179 

13 

SO 

P e r c e n t  

.678 

• 725 

.913 

123 

76 

9 

27 

228 

150 .658 .658 

16 .070 .728 

35 .154 .882 

9 .040 .921 

11 .048 .969 

7 .031 1.000 

3 

10 

10 

•678 

.049 

• 189 

.011 

.038 

.038 

.925 

.962 

1.000 

3 

3 

5 

1975 

Percent 

617 

073 

219 

.024 

• 024 

•040 

Cum 
Percent 

.617 

.690 

• 909 

.933 

.957 

.997 

KS V a l u e  

1973-1974 
19 74-1975 
1973-1975 

.123 

.148 

.152 



3.4 CONCLUSIONS 

When we made comparisons between problem and non-Problem drinkers, we expected 
and found significant differences in the distributions of violations, BAC's 
and Alcadd scores, based upon the definitive differences of each group. 

We compared the following socio-economic factors between the problem and non- 
problem drinker profiles. 

• D i v o r c e d  and s e p a r a t e d  r a t e s  

• Income  l e v e l s  be low  $6 ,000  p e r  annum 

• Unemployment  r a t e s  

# Education levels less than twelve years 

The data is presented in Exhibit 5.4-1. We tested for significance utilizing 
the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3, the results are also 
presented in-Exhibit 5.4-1. 

EXHIBIT 5.4-1 • 
SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTOR COMPARISON 

1974 1975 
Prob lem Non-Prob lem Problem Non-Prob lem 

N 575 

Divorced and Separated .333 

Income Below 6,000 .503 

Unemployment .209 

Education Below 12 Years .451 

KS Values 

380 400 400 

.202* .273 .177"* 

.471 .485 .472 

.096** .234 .153 

.555"* .484 .371"* 

* P ~ .01 -- .118 

** P L_ .05 = .098 
* P ~ . . 0 1  = . i 1 5  

** P < .05 = .096 
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We observed significant variations for divorced or separated, unemployment 
rates and education below twelve years. It is interesting to note there was 
no significant difference, in fact only slight variation in the income levels 
below $6,000 per annum. 

From the comparison of socio-economic factors of problem and non-problem 
drinkers, we found that income below $6,000 per annum was common to both 
groups and that significant differences of divorce rates, unemployment 
rates, and lack of education may be indicative of degrees of the DWI offenders 
alcohol problem. 

If the scope of the rehabilitation efforts is expanded to include aptitude 
testing and training through the Department of Employment and/or Vocational 
Rehabilitation entities, we may be able to increase the income levels of DWI 
offenders. 

If the income levels of DWI offenders can be increased through job training, 
this may effect a change in their drinking/driving behavior and hopefully 
significant1~ reduce their recidivism rates. 
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3 .5  PROFILE DEVELOPMENT METHODOLOGY 

In order to develop a profile of a specific group, the Alcohol Data 
Bank was utilized as an input source because of its data content 
and organization. As previously discussed in Section 1.2 (Evaluation 
Information System], the Alcohol Data Bank is organized so that all 
available information from participating agencies relevant 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 of 
alcohol-related data than can be obtained anywhere else in the State. 

Exhibit 3.5-1 depicts all possible data that is available for compila- 
tion. If this data were present in all cases, the resulting profile 
would be very complete. In actuality, however, data is available 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 LawEnforcement. 
In a random sample of one 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 collected by the presentence investigator in the process of 
gathering subject information but, in 1973, only 46 percent of the 
convicted DWIs received a presentence investigation and, of those, 
only approximately 90 percent required an in-depth investigation. 
Therefore, presentence investigation data that is presented cannot 
be represented as a percentage of the sample group, but as a percent- 
age of the number in the sample group which had presentence investiga- 
tions done on them. For example, the RACIAL CHARACTERISTICS for the 
profile of drivers arrested and referred to the combined treatment 
modalities of Court Alcohol School and the Driver Improvement Counsel- 
ing Program are presented below. 

Race Percent 
White 160 88.3 
Black 1 .5 
American Indian I0 5.5 
Mexican 9 4.9 
Oriental 0 0.0 
Latin 1 .5 
Other races 0 0.0 

Race data total 18-"i" 99.'---~ 

o 

In this example, the sample size was 228, and racial characteristics 
were available for 181 or 79.4 percent of the sample. Of the total 
reported racial characteristics, 160 were white. This represents 
88.397 percent of the total racial sample. The reported percentages 
do not total up to one hundred percent because of the truncation 
of the least significant digits. 

REHABILITATION DATA is included in the profile and is collected from 
the Court Alcohol School and the Driver Improvement Counseling Program 
(DICP). Anyone in the sample who attends the pro&ram may be reported 
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EXHIBIT 5.5-1 

PROFILE DATA 

Alcohol Data Bank Data 

PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS 
Age 
Sex 
Height 
Weight 

)RIVER EDUCATION 
Defensive Driving 

REHABILITATION ATTENDANCE 
Court Alcohol School 
Driver Improvement Counseling 
Program 

BAC TEST DATA 
BAC Test Results 
Refusals to Take BAC Test 

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

~ERSONAL DATA 
Employment S t a t u s  
Occupation 
Marital S t a t u s  
Years Married 
Years in Idaho 
Years Education 
Income 
Number Dependents 
Ethnic Group 
Religion 

COHOL-RELATED PERSONAL DATA 
ALCADD Test Score 
Drinker Classification 

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

DRINKER/DRIVER SUN~4ARIZATION 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 and Welfare 
Department of Law Enforcement 

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

Li" 

Presentence Investigator 

Presentence Investigator 

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

ASAP Evaluation Information System 
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5.5 PROFILE DEVELOPNENT METHODOLOGY (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. 

Rehabilitation Data P e r c e n t  
Attended Defensive Driving 31 
Attended DICP 88 
Attended Court Alcohol School 144 

13.5 
38.5  
63.1 

Using the sample sample as above, 31 out of 228 completed the Defensive 
Driving Course or 13.5, where 228 was the total sample size. 

The DICP attendance figure is based on a record of completion. This 
does not include subjects who are currently enrolled in the program 
or subjects who attended one or more sessions and then dropped out 
or were dropped from the program. The number of subjects who attended 
Defensive Driving represent subjects who attended the Driver Improve- 
ment Counseling Program and were referred by one of the DICP Counselors 
to Defensive Driving. 

Court Alcohol School pre- and post-test score data is presented to 
indicate the improvement o£ 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 post-test. 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 BAC. In addition, the number of subjects having only one BAC 
record, the number of subjects having two BAC records, three BAC records, 
etc., are tabulated, along with the percentage each group represents 
in relation to the total number o£ 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 

Percent  
.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 tests are administered by the presentence investigators during 
the defendant contact interview. Although every presentence investiga- 
tion is supposed to include the test, use varies widely according to 
the habits of the individual presentence investigators. In a sample of 
300 presentence investigations, an ALCADD score greater than 00 was 
reported in I18 (39 percent) cases. ALCADD scores of 00 were not 
considered in the analysis, because it was not known whether this field 
was left blank or filled with zeroes when the test was not administered. 
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3.5 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 O0 is questionable for all but total abstainers. 

Drinker classes are presented whenever presentence investigation (PSI} 
data classifying problem drinkers was present. The percentages represent 
the category divided by the sum of the occurrences of each category. 

Estimated Problem Drinkers classification is a computer-assigned 
classi{ication 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. The 
Estimate~ Problem Drinker classification, however, is based on the 
latest data and may be conducted at any time. The 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 t he  following criteria in 
identifying problem drinkers. 

I. 

2. 

3. 
4. 
5. 

6. 

PSI reported subject was diagnosed as an alcoholic by 
a competent medical or treatment facility 
PSI reported subject admits being alcoholic or problem 
drinker 
Subject has more than two DWI arrests 
Subject has two DWIs and a BAC of .15 or greater 
Subject has two DWIs and an ALCADD score of 12 or 
greater as reported by a PSI 
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 Percent 

i DWI 165 72.3 
2 DWIs 49 21.4 
3 DWIs 12 5.2 
4 DWIs I 0.4 
5÷DWIs 1 0.4 
Average Number DWIs 1.35 

For example ,  one - t ime  r e c i d i v i s t s  ( t h o s e  with two DWIs) r e p r e s e n t e d  
21.4 p e r c e n t  o f  the  sample who had one or  more DWIs 49 = 21.4 (165+49+12*1+1). 
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3.5 PROFILE DEVELOPMENT METHODOLOGY {Continued) 

The average number of DWI's is calculated by adding the total of all 
DWI's divided by the total sample size. The average number of non-alcohol- 
related violations is calculated by dividing violation groups by the 
number of cases that contained moving violation history obtained from 
the Department of Law Enforcement. The reason for this is because the 
Department of Law Enforcement is the sole source for non-alcohol-related 
violations, whereas DWI violations may be obtained from many sources. 
Accident averaBe 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 28.5 
Average number misdemeanors 3.47 

Percent 

For those subjects who had misdemeanors reported by PSI, 48.8 percent 
had one or two misdemeanors (41 of 41+19+24). The average number of 
misdemeanors for those people who had misdemeanors was 3.47, 

For each profile group, three t~es of recidivism are calculated. 

Type 1 
Type 2 
Type 3 

DWI arrest 
DWI arrest or crash 
DWI arrest, crash or A/R violation 

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

Average days to recidivism are calculated for lj 2, 3, 4, 5 time re- 
cidivists for each of the three classes of recidivists. 
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4 . 0  METHODOLOGY 

D e s c r i p t i o n s  o f  t h e  v a r i o u s  s t a t i s t i c a l  m e t h o d o l o g i e s  u sed  in t h i s  s t u d y  
a r e  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n .  Al so  i n c l u d e d  i s  a d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  
m e t h o d o l o g y  used  t o  d e v e l o p  g roup  p r o f i l e s  f o r  a n a l y s i s .  

4.1 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN PERCENTAGES 

In much experimental work, we are able to get the percent occurrence 
of a given behavior in two or more independent samples. We then want 
to know whether the incidence of this behavior is reliably different 
in the two groups. The following problem will provide an illustration. 

Example:  In a s t u d y  o f  c h e a t i n g  among e l e m e n t a r y - s c h o o l  
c h i l d r e n ,  144 or  41.4% o f  548 c h i l d r e n  f rom homes o f  good 
socio-economic s t a t u s  were found to have  c h e a t e d  on v a r i o u s  
t e s t s .  In  t h e  same s t u d y ,  153 or  50.2% o f  265 c h i l d r e n  
from homes of poor socio-economic status also cheated on 
the same tests. Is there a true difference in the incidence 
of cheating in these two groups? 

Let us  s 6 t  up t h e  h y p o t h e s i s  t h a t  no t r u e  d i f f e r e n c e  e x i s t s  as  b e t w e e n  
t h e  p e r c e n t a g e s  c h e a t i n g  in  t h e  two g r o u p s  and t h a t ,  w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  
c h e a t i n g ,  b o t h  s amp le s  have  been  r a n d o m l y  drawn from t h e  same p o p u l a t i o n  
A u s e f u l  p r o c e d u r e  i n  t e s t i n g  t h i s  n u l l  h y p o t h e s i s  i s  t o  c o n s i d e r  P1 (41.4%) 
and P2 (50.2%) as  b e i n g  i n d e p e n d e n t  d e t e r m i n a t i o n s  o f  t h e  common p o p u l a -  
t i o n  p a r a m e t e r ,  P; and t o  e s t i m a t e  P by p o o l i n g  P1 and P2'  A p o o l e d  
e s t i m a t e  o f  P i s  o b t a i n e d  from t h e  e q u a t i o n :  

P = N1P1 + N2P 2 

NI+ N 2 

Q b e i n g ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  (1 - -  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 p u t  i n  f o rmu la  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" 

o r  

= e O  + 

(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  o r  45.2% and 
548 + 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 v a l u e s ,  we ge t  

~ea-~'2 = 5 .2  × 5 4 . 8  3 - ~  + = 4 . 0 6 %  t 

The d i f f e r e n c e  be tween  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 . 0 6  (CR= (P1 - -  P2) - -  0 we g e t  a CR o f  2 . 1 7 .  E n t e r i n g  
° P l - -  P2 

t h e  t a b l e  o f  CR v a l u e s  p r e s e n t e d  in  E x h i b i t  4 . 1 - 1 ,  we f i n d  t h a t  ou r  CR 
e x c e e d s  1 .96  ( . 05  l e v e l )  b u t  does  n o t  r e a c h  2 .58  ( .01  l e v e l ) .  
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EXHIBIT 4.1-i 

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

E x a m p l e :  When t h e  d f  a r e  35 and c r  = 2 . 0 3 ,  t h e  .05 i n  column 3 
means  t h a t  S t i m e s  i n  100 t r i a l s  a d i v e r g e n c e  as  l a r g e  as  t h a t  
obtained may be expected in the positive and negative directions 
under the null hypothesis. 

Degrees  of l~robsbility (P)  
F r e e d o m  0.I0 0.05 0.02 0.01 

I CR=6~ CR= 12.71 CR= 31~ CR=- ~.~ 
2 2.g2 4.30 6.96 9.92 
3 235 3.18 4.54 5J34 
4 2.13 2.78 3.75 4.60 
5 2.O2 2,57 338 4.03 
6 1.94 2.45 3.14 3.71 
7 1.90 238 3.00 3.50 
8 1.86 231 2.90 338 
9 133 2~6 2,82 32,5 

10 1 ~1 223 2.76 3.17 

1! 1J~0 2~) 2.72 3.11 
12 1.78 2.18 2.68 3.(36 
13 1.7"/ 2.16 2.65 3.01 
14 1 ?6 2.14 2.62 2.g8 
15 1.75 2.13 2.60 2.95 
16 1.75 2.12 238 2.g2 
17 1.74 2.11 2.57 2.90 
18 1.73 2.10 2,53 2~8 
19 1.73 2.09 2~4 2~6 
20 1.72 2+09 2.53 2~4 

21 1.72 2,08 2 52 2 33 
22 1.72 2.07 2,51 2~2 
23 1.71 2.07 2,50 2,81 
24 1.71 2.(36 2.49 2,80 
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 1.70 204 2.46 2.75 

33 1.69 2 03 2.44 2.73 
40 1.68 2.02 2.42 2.71 
45 1.68 2.02 2.41 2.69 
50 1.68 2.01 2.40 2.68 
60 1 ~7 2.00 2 39 2.66 
70 1 ~7 2.00 2 38 2.65 
80 1.66 1,99. 2.38 2.64 
90 1.66 1.99 237 2.63 

I00 1.66 1.98 238 2,63 
125 1.66 I ~8 2 38 2 52 
150 1,645 l.q8 235 2.61 
200 1.55 I.~/ 235 2.60 
300 1.65 197 234 2.59 
400 1.65 1.,97 234 2.59 
,500 1.65 1.96 233 2,59 

1000 1.65 1.96 233 238 

1.65 1.96 233 2.58 

0 

as. 
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4.2 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS 

To d i s c o v e r  w h e t h e r  two g r o u p s  d i f f e r  s u f f i c i e n t l y  i n  mean p e r f o r m a n c e  
t o  e n a b l e  us  t o  s a y  w i t h  c o n f i d e n c e  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  
the means of the populations from which the sampl6s 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 

sample. 

THE SE OF THE DIFFERENCE COD) WHEN MEANS ARE UNCORRELATED AND SAMPLES 

ARE LARGE. 

The f o r m u l a  f o r  t h e  SE o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  b e t w e e n  u n c o r r e l a t e d  o r  i n d e -  
p e n d e n t  means is 

F 

(standard "error of the difference between uncorrelated means) 

in which: 

= x ,  = t he  SE of me m~n of the Erst sarape 
= ~  = Me SE of Me mean of Me second samp]e 
~# = the SE of the differen~ be~'een me hvo samp]e mea~ 

• N 1 and N= = sizes of Me hvo samp]~ 

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 p rob l em i s  shown i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  e x a m p l e :  

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 s ample  o f  83 t w e l f t h - g r a d e  
boys  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 b e l o w  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 :  

Se x  N Mean a 

Girls 9S 29.21 11.56 
Boys 83 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  t h e s e  q u e s t i o n s ,  we must  compute  t h e  SE o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  
b e t w e e n  t h e  two means .  

=. I(7.sI)' 
N-g  + 9s 

-- 1.46 (to two decimals) 
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4.2 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETk~EN 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 (~D) is 1.46. As a 
first step in determining whether twelfth-grade boys and girls actually ~J 
differ in mean ability, we shall set up a null hypothesis. This hypothesis 
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 St--large enough to cast serious doubt on this null 
hypothesis? O 

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. STnen. the N's of the samples are large (50 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(~) Our CR falls at 1.17 on the base line to the right of the 
mean oI 6, 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 samplin--g fluctuation from z~r"o, and is 
clearly not significant. Accordingly, we retain the null ~ypothesis 
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 populatior~ 
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EXHIBZT 4.2-] 

TABLE OF AREAS OF THE NORMAL CURVE 

.00 .01 .02 .03 .04 .OS .06 .07 .OB i .09 
i I t I I l I I I 

i 
0.0 ! .0000 .0040 .0080 .0120 .01S9 .0199 .0239 .0279 .03]9 .0359 
0.1 I .039F .0438 047~ .0517 .0557 .0596 .0636 .067S .0714 .075| 
0.2 .0793 ~.0632 .0871 1.0910 .0948 .0987 .]026 . ]064 . I ] 0 3  .1141 
0.3 .1179 ;.1217 .]25S .1293 .1331 .1368 .1406 .1443 .1480 .1317 
i0.4 .1554 . 1 5 9 ]  .162P .1664 .1700 .1736 .1772 .1ROB . I844 .1R79 

O.S .1915 .1950 .1983 .2019 .2054 .208~ . 2 ] 2 3  .2157 .2190 .2224 
0.6 .2257 .2291 .2324 .2337 .2389 .2422 .24S4 .2486 .2319 .2549 
O.T .2580 .2612 .2642 .2673 .2704 .2734 .2764 .2794 .2P23 .2852 
0.8 .2R81 .2910 .2939 .2957 .2993 .3023 .'3031 .3078 .3]06 .3133 
0.9 .3139 .3186 .3212 .3238 .3264 .32B9 .3311 .3340 .3365 .3389 

1.0 .34]3 .343~ .3461 .3485 .3308 .3331 .33$4 .3ST? .3599 .3621 
1.1 .3643 ;.3665 .3686 .3708 .3729 .3749 .3770 .3790 .38]0 .3~30 
1.2 .3849 .3869 .38~8 .3907 .3925 .3944 .3962 .3980 .3997 .40|$ 
1.3 .4032 .4049 .4066 .4082 .4099 .4115 .4131 .4147 .4]62 .41?T 

i i .4  .4192 .4207 .4222 .4236 ! .4251 .4263 .4279 .4292 .4306 .4319 

1.5 .4332 .434S .4337 .4370 .4382 .4394 .4406 .4418 .4430 .4441 
1.6 .4432 .4463 .4474 .44R$ .4495 .4305 .43]5 .4525 .4335 .4S45 
1.T .4354 .4564 .4$73 .45B2 .4391 .4399 .4608 .46)6 .4625 .4633 
1.8 .4641 .4649 .4656 .4664 .4671 .4678 .4686 .4693 .4699 .4?06 
1.9 .4713 .47]9 .4726 .4732 .473R .4744 .4TSO .4736 .4762 .4767 

2.0 .4773 .47?~ .4783 .4788 : .  4793 ! .4798 .4R03 .480~ .4812 .4aIT 
2 . ]  .4R21 .4~26 .4830 .4834 .4P38 .4842 .4846 .4850 .48S4 .48ST 
2.2 :486] .486S .4868 .4~71 .487S .4~7~ .4RBI .4884 .4887 .4898 
2.3 .4R93 .4R96 .4PgPl .4901 .4904 .4906 .4909 .4911 .4913 .4916 
2.4 .4918 .4920 i .4922 .4923 .4927 .4929 .4931 .4932 .4934 .4936 

! 
2.S .493~ .4940  .4941 .4943 .4945 . 4 9 4 £  .4948 .4949 .49S] .49S| 
2.6 .4953 ;.49SS .49S6 .4957 .4959 .4960 .4961 .4962 .4963 .4964 
2.7 .4965 .4966 .4967 .4968 .4~69 .4970 i .497| .4972 .4973 .4974 
2.8 .4974 .4973 .4976 .4977 .4977 .4978 .4979 .4980 .4980 .4981 
2.9 .49~I .4982 .49R3 .4983 .4984 .49R4 .49RS .4985 .4986 .4986 

i 

3.0 .49~63 .4987 .4987 .4988 .4988 .4989 .4989 .4989 .4990 .4990 
3. |  .49903 .4991 .4991 .4991 .4992 .4992 .4992 .4992 .4993 .4993 
3.2 .49931 
3.3 .49932 
3.4 .49966 

3.5 .49977 
3.6 .49984 
3.7 .49989 
3.8 ".49993 
3.9 .49995 

4.0 49997 
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4.3 KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT 

In t he  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  changes  in  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  c l a s s i c a l  t e s t s  may no t  
be a p p r o p r i a t e ,  s i n c e  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  may be skewed s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from 
normal. ~e 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- 
s . . 

mum absolute devlatlon of Fn(X ) from Fo(X): 

D, = max ]F,(x) - Fo(x)l. 

(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.) 1~ne 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 4.3-I for sample sizes 
up to n = 20, for various preselected values of a, 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 a n a l y s i s  o f  income l e v e l s  o f  pe r sons  c o n v i c t e d  o f  DWI and p e r s o n s  
r e c e i v i n g  w i t h h e l d  judgment s  d u r i n g  1974, t he  f o l l o w i n g  d a t a  was o b t a i n e d :  

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 
12000-15999 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=.0S is computed as 

J m + n 
i. 36 mn 

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

14 26.9 0.8 N.S. 
7 40.4 iS.0 N.S. 
11 61.6 17.2 N.S. 
9 78.9 10.S N.S. 
4 86.6 6.0 N.S. 
3 92.4 2.5 N.S. 
3 98.2 1.4 N.S. 
1 100.0 I.I N.S. 
0 I00.0 i.i N.S. 
0 100.0 0.0 N.S. 
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4.3 KOLMOGOROV-SHIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT (Continued) 

In t h i s  c a s e  we have 

J 146 
1.36 4888 

- .235, 

thus  a d i f f e r e n c e  o f  23.5 p e r c e n t  or  more w i l l  have to  be measured t o  
be significant a t  PL .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 these 
samples. Using the formula: 

~D % =JPQ ( ! + l )  
N I N 2 

where:  

P 

P = PIN1 + P2N2 

N 1 + N 2 

Q=I-P 

We have 

74 + 32 P = - .726 
146 

Q = .274 

OD% = ~(.726)(.274)(.019 + .011) = • 0~7 

CR = P1 - P2 - 0 

a% 

CR = .788 - .616 = 2.25 
.077 

giving P = .0258 

Some s e n s i t i v i t y  i s  r e g a i n e d  as sample s i z e s  i n c r e a s e .  At a sample  s i z e  
o f  400, t h e  KS t e c h n i q u e  w i l l  measure  a change o f  9 .6  p e r c e n t  a t  P=.O5, 
w h i l e  t h e  t e s t  f o r  d i f f e r e n c e s  in  p e r c e n t a g e s  w i l l  measure  (assuming P=.5)  
6 .9  p e r c e n t  a t  P=.O5. Thus,  t he  use  o f  t h e  Kolmogorov-Smirnov t e c h n i q u e  
i s  b e s t  made wi th  l a r g e  sample s i z e s ;  however ,  i t s  e a s e  o f  use  makes i t  
d e s i r a b l e  as  a p r e l i m i n a r y  s c r e e n i n g  method when s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  
a r e  e x p e c t e d .  I f  no s i g n i f i c a n c e  i s  found u s i n g  t h e  KS t e c h n i q u e ,  t h e  
r e s e a r c h e r  can a lways  use  o t h e r  t e c h n i q u e s  when a p p r o p r i a t e .  
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AC C E PTANC E 

EXHIBIT 4.3-1 

LIMITS FOR THE K0~IOGOROV-SMIRNOV 
GOODNESS OF FIT 

TEST OF 

e 

Sa mplc 
(,) 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

6 
7 
8 
9 

10 

I1 
12 
13 
14 
15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 

• 25 
30. 
35 
40 
50 
60 
70 
80 
90 

100 

size 

As.vmptotic formula : 

__0 .20 

.900 • 

.684 

.565 

.494 
•446 

.410 

.381 

.358 

.339 

.322 

.3O7 

.295 

.284 

.274 

.266 

.258 

.250 

.244 

.237 

.231 

.21 

.19 

.18 

1.07 

VT, 

Significance 1cvel 

.15 .10 .05 .01 

.925 .950 .975 .995 

.726 .776 ..842 .929 
.597 .642 .708 .829 
.525 .564 .624 .734 
.474 .510 .563 .669 

.436 .470 .521 .618 

.405 .438 .486 .577 

.381 .411 .457 .543 

.36.0 .358 .432 .514 

.342 " .368 .409 .486 

.326 .352 .391 .468 

.313 .338 .375 .450 

.302 .325 .36l .433 

.292 .314 '.349 .418 

.283 .304 .338 .404 

.274 .295 .328 .391 

.266 .286 .3]8 .380 

.259 .278 .309 .270 

.252 .272 .30l .361 

.246 .264 .294 .352 

.264 .32 

.242 .29 

.23 .27 

.21 .25 

.19 .23 

.17 .21 

.16 .19 

.15 .18 

.14 

.14 

.22 .24 

.20 .22 

.19 .21 

1.14 1.22 ] .36 ) .63 

R¢~rct thc hy, r, owhcl;c:,t dls~f:but;o- FCx) if D,, - maz |t"n(.t) - J~(.r)] r~crcds 1he labul:.ed 
valml .  

( r :o r  • - .0 |  and .0.~, a$.vrnDtot~c formulas  I;;Ve va lu~  wh;ch arc too  h ;&h~b,y  |.S Dercct~ 

roy • - Is0) 

f 
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5.0 SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION 

This section includes the raw data and profile information used t o  develop the 
analyses contained in this study. This information is presented for the interested 
reader or evaluator who desire additional information regarding the groups 
analyzed. 

I. DWI WITH PSI 
5.0-1 1975 
5.0-2 1974 
5.0-3 1973 

II. DWI's WITHOUT PSI 
5.0-4 1975 
5.0-5 19.74 
5.0-6 19 73 

III. 5.0-7 Average Idaho Driver 
IV. PROBLEM DRINKERS 

5.0-8 1975 
5.0-9 1974 
5.0-10 1973 

B 

V. NON-PROBLEM DRINKERS 
5.0-11 1975 
5.0-12 1974 
5.0-13 1973 

VI. UNDEFINED DRINKERS 
5.0-14 1975 
5.0-15 1974 
5.0-16 1973 

69 



SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

IDAHO 

EXHIBIT 5.0-1 

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT 
PRP"I LE ANALYSIS 

P WIS WITH PSI 1 9 7 5  

SAWPLE SIZE : 4 0 0  

N= l 3 / . 4 I  
~ALES 296  
FEMALES 48 

N=( 3/ .21 
AVERAGE HEIGHT 6 9 , 1  

N=( 3/*.21 
~VERAGE WEIGHT 159.2 

N"( 3961 
AVERAGE AGE 33.0 
AGE 19 OR LESS /.9 
AGE 20 - 26 BO 
AGE 25 - 29  5q 
AGE 30 - 34  31 
AGE 35 - 3 9  21 
~GE /*0 - 4/, 31 
AGE /*5 - 4 9  33 
AGE 50 - 5q  40  
~GE 60 AND OVER 12 

N=( 306) 
WH I T E 33q 
BLACK 4 
AMERICAN INDIAN 30 
MEXICAN 23 
OR I E NT AL 0 
LATI N 0 
r)T HE R RACES 1 

TUS N=( 397) 
CULL-TIME 253 
DART-TIME 22 
NOT EMPLOYED 81 
HqUSEWIFE tO 
STUDENTS 22 
RETIRED 9 

OCCUPATION TYPE N={ 
UNEHPL(W ED 
PROF / TECH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AG RI CULTU ~ E 
PROCESSING 
MACH INE TR ADFS 
=A~RICATION / REPAIR 
ST RUCT*JP AL 
OTHER 

3Bl! 
69 
3/* 
17 
40  
36 
22 
22 
23 
19 
9g 

8 6 , 0 7  
1 3 , q ~  

13.71 
22.4~ 
16.5~ 

5.81 

g.2~ 
I I . 2 ~  
3.3~ 

8 5 . 3 1  
1 . O T  

5 . 8 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 , 0 ~  
0 , 2 ~  

6 3 , 7 1  
5 , 5 ~  

20 , / ,~ .  
2 , 5 ~  
5 , 5 ~  
2 . 2 1  

1 8 , l Z  
8 , 9 ~  
4 , 4 ~  

1 0 . 4 ~  
O . / , T  
5 . 7 ~  
5 , 7 Z  
h . O ~  
4 , 9 ~ '  

2 5 , 9 5  
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EXHIBIT 5.0-I [Continued) 

YEARS IN IDAHO N={ 
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6-10 
I I  -15 
16-20 
21 AND OVE R 

366)  
2 1 . 8  

25 
14 

8 
13 

4 
37 
30 
56 

l T g  

RFHABI LITATION DATA Nffi( 400) 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 50 
ATTENDED DICP 76 
ATTENgED C OUPT-S CHO,qL 114 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N:( I14) 
NEGATIVF I MPPC)V EMENT 4 
ZERO I ~PROVEMENT 0 
I M PRr)V EMENT I -4  49 

5-9 44 
10-14 13 
15-I q l 
20 -U P 3 

MARITAL STATIIS N={ 397) 
MARRIED 159 
SI NGLF 123 
DIVORCED 77 
WI DOWED 12 
SEPERATED 26 
9THE R 0 

DE PENDENTS 
0 
I 
2 
3 
& 

6 
7 
8 
9 

I0 
II÷ 

N= ( 4 0 0 )  
126 

l l l  
52 
39 
34 
12 
14 

6 
2 
1 
2 
1 

RELIGION 
PR OT ES TA N T 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

N=( 377 
149 

81 
0 

70 
77 

6 . 8 t  
3 . 8 t  
2.1~ 
3.5~ 
1.O~ 

l O . I I  
8.1T 

15.3T 
48.9~ 

12.5T 
19.07 
28.5Y 

3.51 
O.OI 

42.9Z 
3 8 . 5 T  
1 1 . 4 ~  
0.8~ 
2.6T 

4 0 . 0 ~  
3 0 . q ~  
1 9 . 3 ~  

3 . 0 ~  
6 . 5 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

31.5~ 
27.7Z 
13.0~ 
@.7Z 
8.5~ 
3.0~ 
3.5~ 

O.5Z 
0.2~ 
0.5~ 
O.Z~ 

99.5Z 
21.4~ 
0.0~ 

16.5~ 
20.4~ 
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YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATI ON 

I NC OME 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI 

REFUSED TEST 

EXHIBIT S.O-i 

AVERAGE 
I 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
II-15 
1 6 - 2 0  

20+  

AVERAGE YEARS 
1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LESS THAN $6000 
6000 -5999 
6000 -7999 
8000-9999 

lO000- 11909 
12000-13999 
14000- 15999 
16000-I7999 
180O0- 199g9 
20OO0-UP 

VE B A C  
NEGATIVE 
• 01 - , 0 6  
. 0 5  - , 0 9  
. 1 0  - . 1 4  
• 15 - . 1 9  
.20 - .26 
• 25  + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MORE 

(Continued) 

N=( 172)  
1 2 . 3  

13 
17 
11 

9 
39 
2 8  
20 
35 

N= ( 396 ) 
1 1 . 1  

16 
,qO 
29 
6 8  

1 4 9  
2 8  
25 
tO 
11 

2 

N=( 3791 
128 

69 
61 
62 
33 
17 
tO 

7 
6 
8 

N=( 3 3 2 l  
. 1 5 9 Z  
• 161¢ 

4 
2 

29 
108 
105 

59 
25 

N=( 400) 
37 

3 
0 

7 , 5 Z  
9 . 8 7  
6 , 3 1  
5 , 2 ~  

2 2 , 6 Z  
1 6 , 2 ~  
l l , 6 T  
2 0 , 3 ~  

3 ° 3 7  
2 0 , 2 1  

7 , 3 T  
1 2 , 1 1  
3 7 , 6 Z  

7 , 0 1  
6 , 3 t  
2 . 5 T  
~. , T t  
0 . S T  

3 3 . 7 1  
18,2~: 
16,0~ 
I I .OY 
8,71 
4,4• 
2,61 
1.8• 
I .0~  
2,1~ 

1 . 2 Z  
0 . 6 ~  
8 . 7 ~  

" 32 .5 'Z  
3 1 . 6 ~  
1 7 , 7 Z  

7 . 5 7  

9 o 2 ~  
0 . 7 ~  
0 o 0 ~  
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OIAGNOSTIC TES 

EXHIBIT 5.0-1 

T SCOR ES 
AVERAGE 

I - I  1 
12-I  ¢) 
20-29 
30-3 9 
40 -4 @ 
50-UP 

At CA OD 

(Continued) 

N=( 350) 
12.6 
189 
98 
51 
8 
3 
l 

5 4 . 0 7  
2Q.O~ 
1 4 . 5 5  

2 . 2 T  
0.ST 
0 . 2 ~  

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATIONS ON 

CRIMINAL INVES 

OATA 
PROBLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
UNDEFI N~D 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 

N=¢ 

AOB 
I OWl 
2 OWl 
3 OWl 
4 OWl 
5+ OWl 
AV ER AGE NLI DWIS 

N- ( 

I -2  NON AlP VIOLATIONS 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
g UP 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL 

I ACCI DENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 

TIGATION DAT~ N=( 
I -2  MISOEHEANORS 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 
5+ MISDEM[ ANDRS 
AVG NO. MISDEHFANORS 
I -2  FELONI ES 
3-4 F-~LONI ES 
5+ FELONIES 
AVG NO ~ELONIES 

/ 1-2 AIR MI SDEMEANDR5 
3-4 A/R MISDE,~EANORS 
5+ AIR MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO A/P MISDEMEANORS 
I -2  AIR FELONIES 
5-4 A/R FELONIES 
5+ A/R FELONIES 

, AVG ND A/R ~ELONIES 

400)  
202 
161 

37 
143 

4 0 0 )  
240 

87 
32 
13 

8 
1 . 5 1  

126 
57 
Ig 
13 

I 
1.44 

86 
34 
14 

I 
.50 

44) 
23 
14 

7 
3 . 0 6  

2 
1 
0 

. 1 3  
17 

8 
1 

1 . 3 6  
1 
0 
0 

. 0 2  

50.5T 
40.2~ 

9.21 
35°71 

60.0T 
21.7T 

8 .0Y 
3.2~ 
2.0T 

31.ST 
t4.2~ 
4.7~ 
3.2~ 
0.2~K 

71.51 
8.51 
3.57 
0.21 

52.27 
31.8T 
15.91 

4 . 5 Z  
2.2Z 
0.0~ 

38.6~ 
18.11 
2.2~ 

2.27 
O.OI 
0.07 

73 



EXHIBIT S.O-I (Continued} 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE ]. RECID 
]. 87 
2 64 

3q 
4 16 
5 20 

AVG nAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID 
L 78 
2 56 
3 69 
4 L2 
5 41 

AVG DAYS T. r" TYPE 3 RECID 
I 78 
2 56 
3 69 
4 ].2 
5 4! 

372 DAYS 
241 DAYS 
I 43 DAYS 

90 DA YS 
e8 DAYS I 

400  DAYS 
273 DAYS 
I 13 DAYS 
123 DAYS ' 8  

74 DAYS 

400  DAYS 
273 DAYS 
! ].3 DAYS 
].23 DAYS 

74 DA YS 

f 

74 



IDAHn 
EXHIBIT 5.0-2 

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTIrlN 
pprFILE ANALYSIS 

PQOJ ECT 

DwIS WITH PSl 1974 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

~ACE 

EMPLC~MENT 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FE I~ALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGL WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AG= 35 - 3"; 
AGE 40 - 4~, 
~GE /,5 - 4:Q 
~GE 5 0  - 5 9  
AGE 60 ANO OV.-7_R 

WHITE 
BLACK 
AMERICAN I~'~IAN 
MEXICAN 
ORIENTAL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATtIS 
FULL-TI~E 
PART-T I ME 
N:'IT EMPLOY~ r) 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
RETIRED 

N= { 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= I 

OCCUPAT IDN TYPE N=( 
UNEMPLOY ED 
PRCF I TECH 
CLERICAL I SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTUR F 
r,R~C ES S I NO, 
MACHINE TRAI)ES 
FABRICATIO:~ I PEPAIR 
STRUCTUPAL 
OT HE R 

4-00 

3 3 8 )  
3 0 7  

31 

3 3 q )  
Eq.2 

3381 
163.1 

340) 
34.9 

36 
61 
54 
35 
34 
36 
22 
41 
21 

3 9 8 )  
3 5 1  

1 
.26 
19 

0 
0 
1 

399) 
281 

25 
57 

5 
13 
18 

387) 
50 
2B 
23 
43 
26 
36 
13 
2~ 
21 

l i b  

9 0 .  q~ 

I0.5~ 
17.99 
15.81 
i0.2~ 
I0,0~ 
I0.5~ 
6.4~ 

12.0~ 
6 . 1 ~  

0.2~ 

4.7% 
0.0~ 
O,OI 
0.2~ 

70 .4 •  
6 . 2 !  

14.2% 
t .2% 
3 . 2 1  
4 . 5 1  

12.9% 
7.21 
5.9~C 

11.1% 
6.7% 
9.3~ 
3.3% 
7.41 
5.4~ 

30.4~ 

75 



Y.--" A R S IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-2 iContinued) 

IDAHO N: (  36~3) 
AVFRAGE YEARS IN IDA 21.R 
I 22 
2 19 
3 3 
4 12 
5 15 
6-10 33 
11-15 24 
16-20 48 
21 AND OVER 187 

REHABILITATI~3N DATA N:( 400 
ATTENOED DEF. DRIVING ~I 
ATTENDED DICP 47 
A T T E N D ~  C QURT-S CHL)OL 134 

COLRT A LC ONC]_,L SC 
NE 
ZE 
IM 

HOOL DATA N=( 134) 
GATIVE IMPROVEMENT 3 
Pn I MPR,JVEM.~NT 0 
PRCV FMENT i-4 31 

5-g 65 
I0 -14  25 
15-19 2 
20-UP 8 

MARl TAL STATIJS N=( 398 
~ARRIED 165 
31 h, GLE i 10 
,9. I V,'3 RC E c ) la2 
Wl O"!.W £ D 12 
SC PEPATED 2? 
~]T HE R 2 

OEPENDENTS N: (  392 
0 141 
I BO 
2 64 
3 46 
4 29 
5 13 
6 5 
7 6 
8 5 
g I 
0 I 
I +  I 

RELIGICN N:( 373) 
PRCTESTANT 151 
CATHOLIC 69 
JEWISH 0 
~OPMCN 63 
OTHER 90 

5,97 
5.1~ 
2.1~ 
3.2% 
4.0~ 
8 . q ~  
6.5~ 

13.0~ 
50.~ 

7.T~ 
1 1 . 7 ~  
3 3 . 5 ~  

2 . 2 ~  
C.O~ 

2 3 . 1 ~  
4 8 . 5 ~  
18 .6~  

1 .4~  
5 . ~  

41,4% 
2 7 . 6 ~  
2 0 . 6 ~  

6.7% 
0.5~'  

20.4% 
1 6 . 3 1  
I I  . 71  

7.3% 
3 , 3 1  
I .2% 
1 .5T  
I o21 
0 . 2 ~  
0.2% 
0.2Y 

40.4% 

0 .O f  
16 .B~  
2~.1% 



YEARS MAP R I LD 
EYd~IBIT 

AVERAGE 
I 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16-20 
20+ 

S. 0-2 [Cont inued)  
N=( IR4)  

1 2 . 2  
21 
19 

g 

16 
40 
18 
19 
42 

EDUC ATI CN 

INCOME 

AVERAGE YEARS 

I-6 
7-9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LESS THAN $ 4 0 9 0  
4 0 0 0 - 5 ~ 9 %  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  
flOOO-Ogqg 

l O 0 0 0 -  l l g g 9  
1 2 0 9 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 g  
20000-'JP 

N= { 

N= ( 

394} 
I].2 

12 
77 
44 
33 

135 
2o 

34 
15 
g 

6 

381) 
113 

75 
7B 
41 
33 
23 

7 
2 
2 
7 

~AC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE 8AC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .09 
.I0 - .14 
.15- .Ig 
.20 - .24 

.25 ÷ 

N =  ( 3 3 1 )  
• 14g~ 
• 151% 

4 
4 

31 
i 1 9  
107  

51 
15 

REFUSED TEST 
ONCF 
TWICE 
3 CR MOR ~ 

N= { 400} 
?O 

I 
0 

I I . 4 ~  
I 0 . 3 ~  

4 . a ~  
d.6~ 

21.7~ 
Q.7~ 

10.3~ 
22.8 ~ 

6.1~ 
lq.5~ 
II.i~ 
8.3~ 

34 • 2 .'-_ 
7.3~ 

3.8~ 
• 2.2~ 

1.5~ 

29 • 6~ 

20.4~ 
I0 .7~  

6.0~ 
1.8T 
0.54 
0.5~ 
1 . 9 ~  

I .2~ 
1.2~ 
¢).3~K 

35.9T 
32.3% 
15.4~ 
4.59~ 

5.0~ 
0.2~ 
0.09 



Ol AC, NCSTI C TES 
EXJIIBIT 5.0-2 (Continued) 

T SCORES N:( 27b) 
~VFRAGE ALCADD I I , 2  

i - I I  167 
12-19 72 
20-29 28 
3 0 - 3 g  9 
40-4O 0 
50-UP 0 

6 0 . 5 ~  
20.0~ 
I0.I~ 
3,2% 
O.OT 
O,OT 

~]RINKER CLASS OATA N= ( 400) 
PR,...RLEM 168 
NCN-PRO~LE~ [g6  
UNO:FINED 36 
EST. PRO~. nRINKERS I~5 

VIOLATIONS eN ADB N=( 400) 
I DWI 264 
2 DWI ?5 
3 DWl 33 
4 DWI 15 
5+ OWI 2 
~VERAGE NO DWIS 1.45 

I-2 N n~ A/R VIOLATIONS 136 
3-4 49 
5-6 14 
T-8 2 
g UP 2 
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL l.IS 

42,0~ 
4e,O~ 
9.01 

3 3 . 7 ~  

66,0~ 
18,7~ 
8,2~ 
3.7~ 
0,5~ 

34,0% 
12.2~ 

3.5~ 
0.5~ 
0.5~ 

l ACCIDENT 89 22,21 
2 ACCIDENTS 30 7,51 
3 ACCIDENTS 6 1.5~ 
4 OR ML)EE I 0,21~ 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .42 

0 

C~IMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=| B7) 
I - 2  MISDEMEANORS 51 
3 - 4  MISDEMSANORS 22 
5+ '41SOEME .~-NORS 14 
AVG NO. MISFJEMEANORS 3 . 0 5  
I-2 =ELONI'=S 5 
3-4 =ELONIES I 
5+ FELONIES I 
AVG NO PEL~NIES .17 
L-2 A/R MI SOFMEA~,J!]RS 36 
3-4 AIR MISIJEMEANO~S 7 
5+ A/R MISDCWEAh'q~S 2 
~VO NO A/R MISDEMEANORS [ . 19  
I-2 A/R FELONIES 2 
3,-4 AIR ;~I qKIIES 0 
5+ A/R FELnNIES 0 
~VG N~ A/R ~ELONIES . 0 4  

5B.6~ 
25.2~ 
16,0~ 

5,7Z 
I,IZ 
I .IT 

41.31 
8,0~ 
2,2~ 

2,2~ 
O.OI 
O,OI 

78 



EXHIBIT 

4VG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 

I 
2 
3 
4 

&VG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RI:::CID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

&VG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
] 

2 
3 
4 
5 

5.0-2 (Continued) 

75 
66 
45 

8 

6~ 

62 
6O 
20 

5 

68 
62 
6u 
20 

5 

428 DAY~ 
222 D&YS 
12: ~ D4YS 
~4 D&YS 

42~ DAYS 
225 D~YS 
££ D4YS 
8~ D,~YS 
48 C'&Y$ 

425 r 4 Y .  ~ 
225 DA~5 

c;q DAYS 
£c. DAYS 
48 D/~YS 

79 



IDAHO 
EXHIBIT S.O-3 

ALCOHr]L SAFETY ACTION 
P~flFILF ANALYSIS 

PROJECT 

;~wIS WITH PSI  1 9 7 3  

SEX 

HE IGHT 

~.E IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

E ~ PL O Y M E N T  

SAMPLE S I Z E  : 

~ALES 
FEWALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

• ~VERAGE AGE 
~.(3F 1 "~ OF: LEc. S 
aGE 20 - 24  
SGE 25 - 2 ~, 
AGE" 3O - 34  
AGE 35 - 3'9 
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 4.5 - 4q 
AGE 50 - 5~ 
AGE 60 AN~ ]VER 

WHITE 
BLACK 
A~'ERICAN I'~OIA.N 
:4E X I CAN 
OR I~NT~L 
LATIN 
CTH~R RACES 

S T A TLI S 
~ U L L - T I ~ E  
PART-TIME 
N."!T _=~PLnYSD 
Hq_us =.W I ~f  
STUDENTS 
RETIREn 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= I 

N=( 

N: I  

:]C C'JPAT I ON TYP~ I',1= ( 
~JNFMPLOYEC 
PRCF / TECH 
C L E ' : ' I C A L  / SAI. FS 
SE~.V ICES 
,~G ~ I CULTI I~ [. 
PRCC ES5 I NC. 
M~CHINE T R A.-)~S 
FA~RICATI.O.N / REPAIR 
ST ~.UCT UR AL 
CTHER 

400 

3141 
2~2 

32 

3141 
6~.Q 

3141 
1 6 3 . 6  

3181 
3 6 . 4  

19 
61 
44 
42 
24 
31 
32 
51 
14 

3901 

3 
32 
22 

1 
I 
2 

3=4 )  
?83  

20 
5~ 

8 
16 
I I  

3qO l  
46 
3q 
30 
45 
30 
55 
20 
17 
17 
O l  

o 

8 9 . 8 %  
I O . I Z  

5 , ~  
IC.I~ 
13.8~ 
13.2~ 
7.5= 
g.7~ 

I0.0~ 
1 6 . 0 ~  
4.4~ 

84.3~ 
0 . 7 ~  
8 . 2 ~  
5 . 6 !  
0 . 2 ~  
0 . 2 1  
0 . 5 ~  

71.~ 
5 . 0 1  

1 4 . 2 ~  
2 . 0 ~  
4 . 0 ~  
2.7~ 

II.7~ 
I0.0~ 
7.6~ 

II.5~ 
7.6Z 

14.1~ 
5.1~ 
4.3~ 
4.3~ 

2 3 . 3 ~  

80 



YEARS I N 

EXHIBIT 

I D&H rl 
AVF p AGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6-10 
11-15 
L 6 - 2 0  
Z l  AND 

5.0-3 (Continued) 

N=( 
Y~ ;kS IN IDa  

OV = ~, 

20g) 
22.~ 

13 
11 
6 
6 
4 

20 
15 
27 

I 0 7  

EEHABILITATIqN OaT A h= ( 400) 
ATTENDC r) l),~F. I)RIVING 45 
ATT,:NO " ] DICP 47 
ATTENDED CEU~T-SCH~' ]L  153 

C~bRT ALCOHOL SC~3(,]L DLTC N=( 
NEGATIVE ] ~P:EDVE~EM T 
ZFRQ I MP:~OVF~I-:NT 
IMPROVEMENT 1 -4  

5-9 
10-14 
15-19 
2 0 -U P 

153) 
7 
0 

41 
73 
23 

5 
4 

MARl TAL STATUS 
~A R R I E O 
Sl ~,%LE 
nl  V "IRCFD 
wl I)!]WE G 
SEPERATED 
CTH- R 

N=[ 393)  
166 
I 1 6  
6q 
17 
24 

1 

DE PENDENTS 
0 
i 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
q 

10 
l l +  

N= ( 234 
~4 
55 
31 
24 
21 
12 

5 
I 
0 
O 
i 
0 

~.E L I G I C N  
PRGTESTAr T 
C~TH~L IC 
JF~, I SH 

CTH[-_ R 

N=( 216) 
73 
44  

I 
35 
63 

6 .2~ 
5.2~ 
2 .8~ 
2 .8~ 

q.5~ 
7.1~ 

12.9~: 
5 1 . I ~  

l l . ? ~  
I I . 7 ~  
38.2~ 

4 . 5 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

2 6 . 7 ~  
4 7 . 7 %  
1 5 . 0 ~  

3 . 2 F  
2 . 6 ~  

42.2% 
2g.5~ 
17.5% 

4.3~ 
6.1~ 
0.2~ 

35.8~ 
23.51 
13.2% 
I0.25 
8.g~ 

5.1~ 
2.1% 
0.4~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0 . 4 ~  
0.0~ 

3B.7~ 
20.3~ 
0.4~ 

16.2~ 
2g.I~ 

81 



Y E A R S  ~ARRIED 
EXHIBIT 5.0-3 (Continued) 

N: I IZ3) 
AVERAGE 12.g 

I 12 
2 I0 
3 7 
4 I0 

5 - 1 0  33 
I[-15 12 
16-20 IZ 

20+ 32 

EOUCATI CN N=( 390) 
AVERAGE YEARS I I . 0  

I - 6  15 
7-9 77 

I0  41 
I I  45 
12 128 
13 2~ 
14 26 
15 5 
16 13 

17 &N~ UP 8 

I NC CN'E 
LESS 

N= ( 383 
THA~ $4000 129 

400h-5ccc 7Q 
6000-7999 75 
B000-9999 46 

1 0 0 0 0 -  I l .999 24 
1200C-13999 R 
14900-15799 9 
16000- 17°gC, 4 
l~O00- Isgqw 0 
20000- JP I0 

~AC D A T A  

~VER~GE ~AC 
~VERAG. = POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .Oq 
• I0  - .14 
• 15 - . l q  
°20 - ,24 
• 25 + 

N=I 231) 
.154~ 
• 157~ 

4 
1 

23 
I09 
83 
43 
IS 

gE FUSE9 TEST 
~3NCE 
TWICE 
3 CR Mr R~ 

N=( 400 
21 

0 
0 

G 

g . 3 ~  
7 . 8 1  
5 .4% 
7.R~X 

2 5 . 7 1  
9 . 3 ~  
9 . 3 ~  

25.0~,  

4.4% 
19.7~ 
12.0% 
II .5~ 
32.8~ 
6.6~ 
6.6% 

3.3~ 
2.0~ 

33.61 
20,,3~ 
19.5~ 
12.0~ 
6.2T 
2.0~ 
2.3~ 
] . 0 ~  

0.0~ 
2.6~? 

I . 4 ~  
0 . 3 ~  

3 8 . 7 ~  
2'-). 5~ 
1 5 . 3 ~  

6 . 4 T  

5.2~t 
0 o0~ 
0.0% 

82 



EXHIBIT 5.0-3 (Continued) 

01AGNCSTIC TEST SC()~TS 
~VFRAC, F ALCA~D 
I-II 

12-1g 

3O-39 
40 -40 
50-UP 

N=[ 151)  
1 2 . 4  

95 
32 
15 

5 
3 
1 

62.g~ 
21.]~ 
~.9~ 

3 . 3 ~  
l.g~ 
0.6~ 

DRINKEE CLASS DATA 
PROBLEM 
NQ~- PROBLE ~ 
UNOE F I NE!? 
=ST, PPOF. ~PINK~-ES 

N= ( 400)  
137 
21£ 
44 

l t 8  

VIOLATIONS ON ADF 
I DWI 
2 PwI 
3 DWl 

D~I 
5+ DWI 
AVERAGE ~0 Owls 

N= ( 4 0 0 I  
274 

80 
2~ 

1 . 4 2  

B4.2~ 
5 4 . 7 ~  
t l  .0~" 
2c,. 5~ 

6 ~ . 5 ~  
2 0 . 0 ~  

7.0~ 
2 . 2 ~  
0.7~ 

I - 2  ~.,,l~ A/;~ vIr'LATIO~'S I75 "~1.2~c 
3 - 4  34 8,5~ 
5-6 II 2.7~ 
7-8 3 0.7~ 
9 UP 2 0,5~ 
AV-RAGE Nn~' A/R VIOL .~6 

I ACCIDEhT ~6 24.0~ 
2 ACCIDENTS 25 6.2~ 
3 ACCI ~ENTS 6 1.5~ 

CR ~nRE 2 O. 5~ 
~VER NO AC{;IDENTS .43 

CRIMIkAL INVESTIGATION D%TA N=| 182) 
I - 2  MISO~ M':A NOI4 S 74 
3 - 4  MISDE~ ANOF' S 40 
5+ ~I SF)~ME ~NORS 6~ 
AVG NO. N~ISD,'=M~NOFS 4.76 
I -2  F~.L'.)NI -'S 3 
3-4 FELONI ~.S I 
5+ FELONIE ~' 5 
AVG k~ FELL'hIES .35 
i-2 AI ~ ~ISD ~.'~EANGRS 5~ 
3-4 AIR N~IS~FM-CANORS 12 
5+ A/R MISO~EAN~]RS 16 
AVG Nr] ~/F ~ISDEMEAN3RS 1.48 
I - 2  AI Q ~EL~NIES I 
3-4 A/Q FEIONIFS 0 
5+ AIR FELONIES 0 
AVG NO AlE FFLONI-=S .01 

40.6~' 
21 .gB 
37.3~ 

0 . 5 ~  
2.7~ 

32.4~ 
6,51K 

O.5~C 

O.O~ 

83 



EXHIBIT 5 .0-3  (Continued) 
aVr, DAYS TC TYPE i ~ECID 

I ~0 
2 56 
3 27 
4 B 
5 5 

-~VG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID 
I 74 
2 06 
.~ ?.'t 
4 IZ 
5 5 

AVG [3AYS TO TYPE 3 PECID 

1 74 
2 m6 
3 2T 
4 12 
5 5 

0 

278 .naYS 
152 DAYS 
1 52 DAYS 

72 DaYS 
63 r, AYS 

261 DAYS 
14m DaYS 
I 54 DAY.~ 
~S r~aYS 

261 D~YS 
149 DA~S 
154 DaYS 

6"3 DAYS • 
a3 DAYS 

B 

84 



IDAHO 

EXHIBIT 5.0-4 
ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION 

PROFILE ANALYSIS 
PROJ ECT 

DwIS WITHOUT PSI  1975 

SEX 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EM PLC3YMENT 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

MALES 
FEMALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 DR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 2g 
AGE 30 - ~4 
AGF 35 - 3q  
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45 - 4q 
AGE 50 - 50  
AGE 60 AND OVEP 

WHITE 
RLACK 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
3RIENTAL 
LATI N 
OTHER RACFS 

STATUS 
FU LL-T I ME 
PART-T I M E 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
R E T I R E n  

•CCIIPATION TYP E 
UNEMPLOY ED 
PROF I TECH 
CLERICAL I SALES 
SERVICES 
AGRI CULTU ° ~ 
PR {'ICESSI NG 
MACHIN~ TRADES 
FAP, R ICAT l'r]N / 
STRUCTURAL 
OT HE R 

REPAI  R 

N= ( 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

400 

299) 
273 

26 

2951 
6 9 . 4  

2 9 5 }  
1 6 2 . 9  

348 I 
3 4 , 3  

53 
56 
60 
36 

33 
34 
36 
22 

71| 
65 
0 
5 
1 
0 
0 
0 

721 
55 

7 
0 
5 
I 

71) 
9 
6 
7 
7 
3 
6 
5 
7 
4 

17 

91.3T 
8 . 6 %  

15,2% 
16,0~ 
17,2T 
I0.3% 
5.1Z 
.9,4X 
9,7~ 

lO,3Z 
6.3Z 

g l . 5 %  
0 . 0 ~  
7 . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

5 . 5 ~  
9 . 7 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
6 . 9 ~  
1 .3% 

12.6~ 
8.41: 
9.8~ 
9 oB~ 
4.21~. 
e .4~ 
7.0~ 
q.ST 
5.6T 

23.q~ 



YEARS IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-4  (Continued) 

I DAHr) N=( 43)  
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 2 1 . 3  
1 0 
2 l 
3 0 
4 1 
5 1 
6-10 5 
I I  -15 3 
16-20 I0 
21 AND OV_=P 22 

REHABILITATION DATA N=( 400) 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 38 
ATTENDED DICP 34 
A T T E N D ~  COURT-SCHOOL 61 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=I 
NEGATIVE I~OROVEWENT 
ZERO IMOROVEMENT 
I MPROV~MFNT I -4  

5-9 
10-14 
1 5 - 1 0  
20 -U P 

MARITAL STATUS N=( 
MARR IED 
S I NGLE 
Ol VORC E. r) 
Wl D('IWE D 
SE PERe, TED 
OTHER 

DE PENDENTS N=( 
0 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
q 

[ 0  
11+ 

RELIGION N=( 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
MORMON 
OT HE R 

61)  
3 
0 

18 
22 
14 

2 
2 

71)  
26 
20 
14 
6 
5 
0 

45)  
16 

7 
11 

4 
5 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 

42)  
18 

3 
0 
0 

15 

B 

0 . 0 7  
2 . 3 Z  
O.OX 
2 . 3 7  
2 . 3 Z  

11.61~ 

2 3 . 2 Z  
S1 .11  

9 . 5 T  

1 5 . 2 7  

4.gZ 
O.OT 

29.5~ 
36,01 
22 • 9~ 

3.2~ 
3,2X 

36,6~ 
20.I~; 
19,7~ 
8.4~ 
7,0T 
0 .Of 

3 5 . 5 ~  
15°5~  
2 4 . 4 ~  

8 . B ~  
l I . I 1 ~  

O.OT 
0o01~ 
2 . 2 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
O.O~ 
2.21 
0 . 0 Z  

4 2 . 8 Z  
7.11~ 
0 . 0 ~  

1 4 . 2 Z  
35.7!~ 
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YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATIO~ 

INCOWE 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI 

REFUSED TEST 

EX>IIBIT 5.0-4 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16 -20 
20+ 

IV ERAGE YEARS 
1-6 
7 - 9  

I0  
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LE~S THAN $4000 
~,000-5099 
6000-7999 
BOOO-q990 

l O 0 0 0 -  11 c:99 
12000-139qq 
14DO0- 159q9 
16000-17999 
18000-19q99 
20000 -UP 

VE BAC 
NEGATIVE 
,01 - ,04 
,05 - ,Oq 
, I 0  - ,14 
• 15 - . l q  
• 20  - . Z 4  
• 2 5  + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MnRE 

(Cont inued)  

N - (  

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N - (  

22 
13.7 

2 
I 
0 
I 
6 
3 
5 
4 

7 2 )  
1 1 . 5  

3 
q 

6 
6 

30 
6 
7 
3 
1 
1 

70) 
13 
18 
15 
9 
9 
4 
0 
1 
0 
1 

2 4 3 )  
. 1 4 1 7  
. 1 4 2 ~  

3 
l l  
51 
6B 
66 
27 
17 

400t 
14 
3 
0 

9,01 
4,51 
O.OY 
4,5~ 

27,21 
13.6~ 
22.7'e 
IB . I ~  

6 . 3 1  
12,51 

8 . 3 ~  
8.31 

41.6T 
8,3~ 
9,7~ 

1 . 3 ~  
1,3T 

I B , S I  
25,71 
2 1 . 4 T  
12.8~ 
12,81 
5,71 
O,O~ 
1 . 4 T  
0.0~ 

1.21 
4.5T 

20.91 
27.gT 
27.1Z 
l l . l l  
6.91 

3 . 5 ~  

0 . 7 ~  
O . O ~  
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DI AGNOSTI C 
EXHIBIT 5.0-4 (Continued) 

TEST SCORES N=( 35 
AVERAGE ALCADD i i . 9  

1 - l l  22 
1 2 - 1 9  8 
2 0 - 2 9  4 
3 0 - 3 9  I 
40 -4q 0 
5 0 -U P 0 

6 2 . 8 ~  
2 2 . 8 ~  
II . 4 ~  

2 . 8 ~  
0 .0 '=  
0.0~ 

DRINKER CLASS 

Vl " ]LATI 3NS ON 

CR IWINAL INVES 

DATA N=| 63 |  
PROBLEM 22 
NON-PROBLEM 36 
UNDEFINED .5 
EST. PQOB. OglNKERS ~0 

AOR N--( 4001 
1 ~W I 205 
2 OWl 51 
3 OWl I0 
4 OWl I 
5+ DWI 4 
AVERAGE NO DwIS . 9 0  

I - 2  NON A/R VIOLATIONS 125 
3-# 70 
5-6 23 
7-8 9 
9 UP 4 
~VERAGF NON AIR VIOL 1.63 

3 4 . 9 ~  
5 7 . I ~  

7 . q ~  
IO.OT 

5 1 . ~  
1 2 . 7 t  

2 . 5 t  
0 . 2 Z  
1 . 0 Y  

3t .2~ 
1 7 . 5 I  
5.77 
2.21 
I .0~ 

1 ACCIDENT 90 2 2 . 5 =  
2 ACCIDENTS 31 7 . 7 ~  
3 ACCl ~ENTS 15 3.7 '~  
4 OR MORE 2 0 . 5 ~  
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .51  

TIGATI ON DATA N=! 77l 
t - 2  wI SDE,U~ANORS 13 
3-4 MI SDE~CEANORS 9 
5÷ MISDEME ANO~S 5 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 3 . 6 6  
1 - 2  FELONIE~ 0 
3 - 4  FELf')NI ES 0 
5+ FELnNIES l 
AVG NO FELONIES . 1 8  
i - 2  AIR MISDEMEANORS 8 
3-4 A/R MISOFMEANORS 2 
5÷ A/R MISDEMEANORS 1 
AVG NO A/P MISDEMEANORS 1.03 
I -2  AIR FELONIES I 
3-4 AIQ FELONIES 0 
~÷ A/R FELONIES 0 
AVG NO A/P FELONIES . 0 3  

4 8 . 1 Z  
33.3"Z 
1 8 , 5 Z  

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
3 . 7 ~  

7 . 4 ~  
3 . 7 ~  

3.71~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0,01~ 
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EXHIBIT 5.0-4 (Continued) 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
I 
2 
3 

5 

Avc, DAYS T~ TYPE 2 REClI) 
I 
2 

4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

51 
20 
3 

12 
5 

37 
34 
15 
20 
I0 

37 
34 
15 
20 
I0 

500 DAYS 
305 DAYS 
21T~ DAYS 

B8 DA YS 
83 DAYS 

587 DAYS 
2~4 DAYS 
180 DAYS 

85 DAYS 
66 DAYS 

587 DAYS 
2~4 DAYS 

O 

! BO DAYS 
85 DAYS 
66 DAYS 

89 



IDAHn 
EXHIBIT S.O-5 

ALCOH.nL 3AFETY ACTIFJN 
PR-.' F I LE 4NALYS IS 

PROJ ECT 

DwIS WITHOUT PSl I q 7 4  

SEX 

HE I GHT 

W= IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

CCCUPAT ION 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

~ALES 
FdWALES 

AVERAGP HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AG = 
AGE 19 n~ LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
~GF 3O - 34 
AGE 35 - 3g  
~GF 40 - 44 

AGE 45 - 4q 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AND OVER. 

WHITE 
F~LACK 
A~ERICAh I Nr, IAN 
~FWICAN 
DR I E NT AL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

TUS 
FU LL-T I M~_ 
PAPT-T IME 
NAT EM PLOY .--D 
HOUSEWlFF 
STUDENTS 
~ET I RE.m. 

TYPE 
UNEMPL,]Y ED 
PR O~ / T -CH 
CLFRICAL I SAL?S 
SERV Ic,.rs 
AGRI CIJLTIJP [ 
PROCESSING 
M~CH I ~J.E TR ~DES 
~ABRICATION / PFPAIR 
ST P, UCTUR Al_ 
CTH~R 

N = (  

N=( 

N=! 

N=( 

N= I 

N= { 

N=( 

400  

2631 
229 

34 

261) 
6 q . 1  

200)  
15~.5 

330) 
34.0 

47 

68 
45 

31 
28 
25 
28 
3~ 
20 

33)  
30 

0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 

3 3 l  
25 

1 
2 
i 
2 
2 

32)  
3 
4 
l 
5 
3 
4 
0 
3 
0 
9 

FI7.0~ 
12.9% 

1 4 . 2 ~  
2 0 . 6 f  
1 3 . 6 ~  

q . 3 ~  
8 . 4 ~ '  
7.59v 
8 . 4 ~  

1 1 . 5 ~  
6 . 0 ~  

9C.q~ 
O .0~ 
9.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

7 5 . 7 ~  
3 . 0 ~  
6 .0~ '  
3 . ( ) I  
6 . 0 ~  
6 . 0 ~  

1 2 . 5 ~  
3 . 1 ~  

15.6,~ 
9 .3 .~  

12.5~ 
0.0~  
9 . 3  ~z 
0 . 0 ~  

2 8 . 1 ~  
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YEARS IN 

EXHIBIT S.O-S (Continued)' 

I OAHO N = { g 
AVERAGE YF-~,S IN IDA 2B .O  
I 0 
2 1 
3 0 
4 0 
5 0 
6-10 0 
11-15 I 
16-20 I 
i I  AND OVER 6 

RENABILITATIDN DATA N= ( 4r}o} 
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 36 
ATTENDED DICP 31 
ATT~NOEO C OURT-S CHOOL 50 

COURT ALCOHOt SCHOOL DATA N=( 50} 
NEGATIVE I ~PKOV EMENT 3 
Z~PO I MP~V~MENT O 
I~PROVEMENT I-4 IZ 

5-9 26 
I0-I 4 9 
15-19 0 
20 -U P 0 

'~ARI TAL STATUS N= ( 33l 
MARRIED 14 
S T NGLE B 
OIVO~CED 7 
wl DOWCD I 
SEPERATED 3 
CTHE R 0 

DEPENOENTS N= { i0 
0 I 
i 6 
2 3 
3 0 
4 0 
5 0 
6 0 
? 0 
8 0 
g 0 
0 0 
I* 0 

RELIGION N=( i0 
PRDTESTANT 2 
CATHOLIC 3 
JFWISH O 
~qRMCN I 
CTH~R 4 

G 

0.0% 
11.1% 
0.0~ 
0,0~ 
0.0% 
0.0~ 

II.I~ 
II.I~ 
66.6% 

9.Of 

12,51 

6.0~ 
C.O~ 

24.0~ 
52.0~ 
IB .O~ 
O.OI 
0.0~ 

42.41 
24.2~ 
21.2~ 

3.0~ 
g . o :  
0.0% 

i0.0~ 
60.0% 
30.01 
0.0% 
0 .Of 
0 .Of 
0.0% 
0.0~ 
O.OI 
O.O! 
0.02 
0.0~ 

20.0~ 
30.0~ 

O.OT 
lO.OI  
40.0% 
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YEARS ~ARRIED 
EXHIBIT S. 0-5 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
1 6 - 2 0  

20+  

EOUCATI ON 
AVERAGE 

1-6 
7-0 

I0 
Ii 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

INCOME 
LESS 

(Continued) 
N:{ 7 

12.8 
1 
2 
0 
0 
1 
I 
0 
2 

N : (  33) 
1 2 . 0  

I 
3 
3 
b 

I I  
5 
I 

I 
0 
3 

N : (  33)  
THAN $4000 12 

# 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  7 
6 0 0 0 - 7 0 9 9  4 
~ 0 G 0 - 9 ~ q 9  4 

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 g  0 
1 2 0 0 0 - 1 3 9 Q 9  I 
14000-15qqg 3 
16000-17qgq 1 
18006-19999 0 
2 0 0 0 0 - ' J P  1 

SAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVEOAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 

TEST 

. 0 1  - . 0 4  

. 0 5  - . 0 9  

. i 0  - . 1 4  

. 1 5  - . l q  
• 2 0 -  . 2 4  
. 2 5  + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 ~R M~RF 

:~EI=IISED 

N:( 202) 
.143~ 

• 148% 
7 
q 

Z9 
e5 
46 
33 
13 

N={ 400) 
1 3  

0 
0 

1 4 . 2 ;  
2 8 . 5 Z  

0 .0 '~  
0o0~; 

14 .2 '~  
1 4 . 2 1  

0o0~; 
2 ~ , 5 ~  

6.0~ 
.0~ 

g.O; 
15.1~ 
33.31 
15.1"~ 
3.01 
3.0% 
0.0~ 
g.O~ 

30.3% 
21.21 
12.1~ 
12.1% 
O.OI 
3.0% 
q.0% 
3.0; 
O.OY 
3.0~ 

3.4~ 
4.4% 

14.3T 
32.11 
22.7% 
16.31 

6 . 4 T  

3.2% 
O.OT 
O.OI 

0 

@ 

g2 • 



r)I AGNOSTI C 

F.XHIBIT S. 0-5 
TEST SCORES 

~VERAGE ALC~OD 
I - I i  

12-19 
20-29 
30-39 
40 -4 9 
50-U P 

(Continued) 
N= ( 13) 

15.0 
8 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 

~I .5  ~z 
2 3 . 0 ~  

0 .O f  
O.OS' 

15.3~: 
O.OT 

~R INKER CLASS DATA 
PRCBLEM 
NON- POn.~t F N" 
UNDE ~ I H r" O 
EST. PROB, DRINKERS 

N=( 

VIOLATICNS 

B 

ON ADB 
I OWl 
2 DWI 
3 Dwl 
4 OWl 
5+ DwI 
AVERAGE 

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

v I ' i t  ~T I O'~S 

N--( 

NON A/R VIOL 

l ~CCI DENT 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ~CCIDENTS 
4 CR MORE 
AVER NO ~CCIDENTS 

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 
3-4 Pl SDEMEA'~ORS 
5+ MISDEMEANqRS 
AVG NO. WISDEMEANORS 
I -2  FELONIES 
3-4 FEL.ONI ES 
5+ FELONIE 
AVG NO FELONIES 
1-2 A1 p. - ~ISDEMEANORS 
3-4 AlP. MISDEMEANORS 
5+ A/R MIS~FMEANCRS 
AVG NO A/P, MISDEMEANORS 
I -2  A/R FELONIES 
3 -4  AIR FELONIES 
5+ AIR FEL3NIES 
AVC NO AIR FELONIES 

31} 
5 

25 
i 

22 

400) 
2~2 

41 
5 
3 
0 

.82 

I~0 
38 
12 
6 
I 

1.09 

69 
17 

5 
2 

.31 

15) 
5 
4 
6 

3.g3 
0 
0 
0 

.00 
6 
1 
i 

I .40 
u 

0 
0 

.00 

16.1~ 
80.6~ 
3.2% 
5.51 

55.5~ 
10.2. ~" 

I .2% 
0.7~ 
0.0~, 

32.5~ 
9.5~ 
3.0~ 
I .5~ 
0.29 

17.2~ 
4.2~ 
1.2Z 
0.5~ 

33.3~'  
2 6 . 6 ~  
4O.OZ 

O.O~ 
0.0% 
0 . 0 ~  

40.0% 
6 . 6 ~  
6.6% 

O.O~ 
0.0~ 
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EXHIBIT 5.0-5 [Continued) 
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RF.CIO 

i 41 
2 I0 
3 9 

AVG DAYS TO TYP = 2 RECID 
I 34 
2 I0 
3 21 
4 12 

~VG DAYS T~ TYPE 3 RECID 
I 34 
2 10 
3 2I 
4 12 

4"(5 DAYS 
186 DAYS 

56 DAYS 

520 DA~S • 
106 DAYS 

qq DAYS 
qu DAYS 

520 DAYS • 
106 DAYS 

qq DA YS 
e.O DAYS 
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l n A H q  

EXHIBIT 5.0-6 

ALCOHFIL SAFETY ACTION 
pR~F I LE ANALYS I S 

PROJECT 

DWlS WlTHI~LIT PSI I~73 

SEX 

~4E IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

~ACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

OCCUPATION 

SAMPLE S I Z E  : 

'~ALES 
F E M A L E S  

AVERAGE NE IGNT 

AVERAGE WE IGHT 

AVFRAGE AGE 
AGE ig OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 2 ~) 
AGE 3O - 3 4  
AGE 35  - 30  
~,£,E 40 - t, 4 

AGE 45 - 4) 
AGE 50 - 59 

V" ~GE 6 0  AND 0 cR 

WHITE 
BLACK 
~,MERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
(JR I E NT A L 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

TUS 
FULL-TIME 
PART-T I M E 
Nr]T EMPLOYFD 
HOUSEWIFE 
STUDENTS 
PETIREO 

TYPE 
UNEMPLOYED 
PRC~ / TECH 
CLERICAL I SALFS 
SERVICES 
AG~I C U L T U R Z  
PRCCFSSING 
MACHINE TR ~DES 
FAEaR ICAT ION / 
STRUCTURAL 
CT HE R 

REPAIR 

N={ 

N=( 

N=I 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

400 

5 0 3 )  
288 
I5 

295) 
6o.0 

295) 
165.5 

332) 
35.6 

3i 
69 
45 
38 
30 
21 
B4 
31 
33 

IZ) 
!1 
0 
0 
I 
0 
0 
0 

12} 
11 

1 
0 
0 
0 
0 

12) 
0 
I 
I 
I 
2 
3 
0 
I 
O 
3 

q5.0~ 
%.q~ 

9.3~ 
20.7~ 
13.5~ 
11.4~ 

6.37 
I 0 . 2 !  

9.3% 

01.6~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
8.3% 
0,.09' 
0.0% 
0.0~ 

91.6% 
8.3~ 
O.O~ 
O.OI 
0.0~ 
O.OT 

0.0~ 
8.31 
8,31 
8.3% 

16.61 
25.0~ 
O,OT 
8.31 
O.OT 

25.0T 

Q~ 



EXHIBIT 5.0-6 CContinued) 
RFHABI LITATION DATA N={ 400 

ATTENDED D:iF. PRIVING 30 
ATTENDE9 nlCP 40 
~TTENDED CCIJPT-SCHOC]L 20 

r 3I, RT ALCOHCL SCH30L DAT ~ N:( 20 
NEGATIV~ I MP:OVE~ENT 2 

ZFRO I MP~OVFMF'IT 0 
I MPRCV~M~NT I-4 5 

5-9 6 
i0-14 3 
15-19 0 
20 -U P 4 

~A~ITAL STATUS 
MAr.~R I ED 
SI NGLE 
DIVORCED 
wl DOWE r) 
SE PERATED 
CTHE R 

N= ( 

DE PENDE NT S 
0 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
I J" 

N= ( 

EOeJCATI CN 
AVERAGE Y.E %RS 

1 -6  
7 - 9  

I 0  
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND (JP 

N=( 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $4000 

4000 -5999 
5000-7999 
,g000-9099 

10000-11999 
12300-13999 
1.4000- 15999 
1 6 0 0 0 - 1 7 9 9 9  
18000- 19999 
P,3 OC)£)-L IP 

N=( 

Q#, 

121 
4 
4 
3 
0 
I 
0 

I |  
I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

12) 
I 0 . 6  

I 
3 
0 
0 
? 

0 
i 
0 
0 
9 

12) 
4 
3 
2 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

g.OI 
10.0~ 
5.0~ 

iO'O~ 
0.0~ 

25.0~ 
30.0~ 
15.01t 
0.01{ 

20.0~' 

3 3 . ? ~  
3 3 . 3 7  
25.0~: 

0.0~, 
8 . 3 Z  
OoOI 

I00.0~ 
O.OI 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0% 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
O.OI 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

9.g~ 
25.0W~ 

0.0~ 
0.0~ 

5B.3~ 
0.0:~ 
B.3~ 
0.0% 
0,0:~ 
0.0~ 

33.3X 
25.0~ 
16.6~ 
25.0~ 

0.0'~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~' 



EXHIBIT 5.0-6 (Continued) 

RAC D~TA 
AVERAGE RAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
.01 - .04 

.05 - .09 

.I0 - .14 

.15 - .19 

.20 - .24 

• 25 + 

RF ~IJSED TEST 

ON C E 
TWICE 
3 CR M,]RF 

N= { 

N= ( 

123) 
• I.~8~ 

.145~ 

6 
7 

21 
27 

3B 

16 

8 

400) 
16 
0 
0 

4.8~ 

17.0~ 
21.g~ 
3 0 . ~  
13.0~ 

b.5~ 

.4.0~ 

0.0~ 
0°0~ 

CI7 



!IIAGNCSTIC TES 

EXHIBIT 5.0-6 [Continued) 
T SCORES N=I 8) 
AVERAGE AL CAOD [ 5 . 1  
l-ll 4 

1 2 - 1 9  3 
20-29 0 
3 0 - 3 q  0 
40-49 t 
50 -U  P 0 

50.0~ 
37.5Z 
0.0~ 
O.OI 

12.5% 
0o0~ 

)RINKER CLASS DATA N=( R) 
PROBLEM 3 
NOK-PRnBLEM 4 
UNDEFINED I 
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 23 

Vl 3LATIOD~S ON ADB N:( 400) 
I DWI 166 
2 ~Wl 37 
3 OWl 7 
4 ~Wl 2 
5+ OWl I 
AVERAGE NO OwlS . 6 8  

37.5Z 
50.0~ 
12.5% 
5.7Z 

41.5t 
9.21 
1.7~ 
0.5% 
0.2~ 

CR I MI hAL I NVES 

I-2 NON A/P, VIOLATIONS 156 BQ.O~ 
3-4 53 13.2T 
5-6 17 4.2~ 
7-8 i 0.2~ 
9 UP 2 0.5~ 
AVERAGE NON A/o VIOL 1.2Q 

i ACCIDENT 77 I9.2V 
2 ACCIDENTS 16 4.0Z 
3 ACCIDENTS 3 0.7Z 
4 CR MDR- 0 0.0% 
AVER NO ACCIDENTS .29 

TIGATION DaTA N=( l) 
1-2 YlSDFMEANORS 3 
3-4 MISOEWEANNRS 3 
5+ MISOr~EAN{]-R,S 1 
AVG Nn. MISDEMEANORS 2.57 
1-2 FELON[ ES 0 
3 - 4  FELON[ ES 0 
5+ FELONIES 0 
AVG N(] FELCNIFS .00 
I-2 AIR MISDEMEANORS 4 
3-4 A/R ~ISOEMEANO~S 0 
5+ AIR MIS:)E~ANCRS 0 
AVG NO ~/R 1,41SDEWEANORS .71 
1-2 A/R FELONIES 0 
3-4 A/R FFLONI6S 0 
5+ A/R FFLqNIES 0 
AVG NO A/~, F~LONIES .00 

. 4 2 . 8 ~  
4 2 . 8 ~  
1 4 . 2 ~  

U.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

5 7 . 1 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
O.OZ 
0 . 0 ~  

98 



EXHIBIT 5 .0 -6  (Continued) 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS T~ TYPE 2 RECI,~ 
I 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS TC TYDF 3 mECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 

37 
16 
6 
6 

33 
2 2  
6 
6 

33 

22 
6 
4 

4( ]0 DAYS 
167 DA ~,S 
178 DAYS 

~2 DAYS 

621 DAYS 
I~5 DAYS 
17B DAYS 

92 DAYS 

621 DAYS 
185 DAYS 
178 DAYS 

~2 DAYS 
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SEX 

HE IGHT 

wE IGHT 

.sO, E 

R~CE 

EMFLCYMENT 

IuAHLJ 

EXHIBIT 5.0-7 

ALC.~H,.]L S ~ E T Y  ~CTI3N 
pQCFILE ANALYSIS 

AVERAGE IDAHC DRIVE~S 

SAWPLE SIZE : 

.~, LE S 
F-E WAL~-S 

AVERAGE rir~ IGHT 

AVERAGE WE IGHT 

AVERAGE AG~ 
AGE Ig C)iR LESS 
AGE 2O - 24 
AGE 25 - 2 c~ 
AG~ 30 - 34 
AGE 35 - 3~ 
~GE 40 - ~ 4 
AGE 45 - 49 
AGE 50 - 5~ 
~GE 60 AND £~VEF, 

wHITE 
F~LACK 
A~IERICAN ] ~-~DIAN 
ME X I CAN 
C:R I E NT AL 
LATIN 
ETHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PA RT-T I U F 
h, OT EMPLr)YF. r) 
~'IUSEWI FE 
STUDENTS 
R E T I P F 9  

N=( 

N=( 

N:  ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N=( 

CCCI,PATION TYPE N:( 
UNFMPL~Y ED 
PR~F / TFCF; 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SEPVICFS 
~GRT CIJL TLJP L 
PRFC[SSINC 
~'ACHINF T~ A!JE5 
~ABRICATI~,N / RFPAIE 
STRUCTURAL 
CTHE R 

P ~'~ ,].J ECT 

212 

2u7) 
144 
63 

2 0 7 l  
68.0 

206)  
1 5 7 . 7  

212}  
3 7 . 1  

30 
36 
21 
15 
3 t  
I i  
16 
26 
26 

I01 
3 
0 
2 
0 
n 
0 
0 

tO) 
g 

0 
I 
0 
0 
0 

i0) 
I 
I 
4 
0 
I 
0 
0 
I 
0 
2 

W 

h@. 54 
3 0 . 4 ~  

14.1~ 
16.9~ 
q.9~ 
7.0~ 

14.~ 
5 . 1 ~  
7 . 5 ~  

1 2 . 2 ~  
1 2 . 2 ~  

BO.O~ 
0.0~ 

20.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0% 

gO.O~ 
0 . 0 ~  

I 0 . 0 %  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 4  

10.0% 
10 .0% 
4C . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
[C .r)w 

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

I 0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

2C .0~ 
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YEARS IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-7 

I DmHO 
AVERAGE YLzPS 

.I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 - i 0  
I i - 1 5  
16-20 
21 ANI) O V ~  

( C o n t i n u e d )  

N=( 
IN IDA 

RFHABI LITATION Dt, Ta 
4TTENDED 
~.T TE NDF r ) 
ATTFNDE r) 

N: I 
i. EF. DRIVING 
[>ICP 
C GL)RT-S CH.O CL 

COLRT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=( 
N6GATIVE I~PPOVEM:ENT 
?EPO I MPF.,]VE ME NT 
IM~RCVEWENT I - 4  

5-9 
1 0 - 1 4  
1 5 - 1 0  
2 0 -U D 

WAql TAL ST ATUS 
MARRI EF~ 
S I N~; LE 
DI VqRC 6~] 
Wl DOWE:) 
S{- PE R,~T ED 
C T H_r- R 

N= ( 

DE PENDE IkT S 
0 
I 
2 
3 
t, 

5 
6 
7 
P, 
q 

10 
11+ 

N=( 

RELIGICN 
PRCTESTAMT 
CATHOLIC 
JEWISH 
VnRMCN 
GTH~R 

N=( 

6) 
21.0 

0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
I 
0 
0 
4 

212) 
15 
7 
4 

,.)) 

0 
0 
I 
2 
I 
0 
0 

I0} 
5 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 

7} 
3 
1 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 

5}  
I 
2 
0 
I 
1 

0 . 0 9 '  
16.6~& 

O.O~  
0 . 0 ~  
O .O~  

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

7 . 0 ~  
3 . 3 ~  
1 .=]% 

0 . 0 ~  
0 .  O~ 

2 5 . 0 ~  
50 .0~ .  
P 5 . 0 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
0 .0~ ,  

50.0~ 
30.0~ 
C.O~ 
0.0~ 

20.0~ 
G.O~ 

4 2 . ~ %  
1 4 . 2 %  
1 4 . 2 ~  

C .0% 
I ~. . 2 ~  

C .O~  
O . O !  
C . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  

1 4 . 2 ~  
C . 0 ~  
0.0~ 

?(; • 0~ 
40.0~ 
0.0~ 

20.0~: 
20.0~ 
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YEA~S MARRIED 

EXHIBIT 

AVERAG~ 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
16-20 
20+ 

5 . 0 - 7  

~DUCAT I CN 
AVERAGE 

I-6 
7-9 
i0 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

Y5 ~R 

INCCME 
LESS T H ~ f'.) $4000 

400F)-5qc9 
6 0 0 0 - 7 O 9 9  
~ 3 0 0 0 - ~ 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
12000- 1399~ 
14000- 1590.9 
16bOO-iV9q9 
I~000- lqe99 
20OGC-UP 

~AC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIV~ 
, O f  - , 0 4  
, 0 5  - . 0 9  
• I 0  - , 1 4  
• 1 5  - , 1 9  
• 20  - . 2 4  
• 2 5  ÷ 

~EFUSED TEST 
i ]NCE 
TWICE 
3 CR MOR~ 

(Continued) 
N:( 

N=( 

N={ 

N=( 

N= ( 

I 
27,0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
I 

I0} 
] . I ,2  

i 
0 
2 
3 
i 
2 
0 
0 
I 
0 

I 0 )  
I 
3 
I 

2 
0 
I 

2 
0 
0 
0 

24) 
, 175~ '  
• 182~: 

I 
0 
2 
8 
5 
2 
6 

212) 
5 
0 
0 

O,OI 

O,OZ 
0,0% 
0 ,Of 
(), O~ 
0,0~ 

i00 ,0~ 

12,2~ 
0,0~ 

20 .Of 
30 ,Of 
IC ,0% 
2O, O~ 

C,O~ 
0,0% 

I 0 , 0 %  
0 . 0 ~  

iO,d~ 
30.0~; 
lO,O~ 
20,0~ 
0,0~ 

I0,0~ 
20,0~ 

C,0% 
0,0~ 
0,0~ 

4 , 1 ~  
O . O I  

,31{ 
3 3 , 3 ~  
2 0 , 8 ~  

~ . . 3 7  

2 5 , 0 ~  

2 , ~  
O,Og 
0,07 



DI AGNCSTIC TES 

EXHIBIT 

T SC')PES 
.~VERAG~ 
I-ll 

12-19 
20-29 
30-39 
40-49 
50-UP 

5.0-7 (Continued) 

N:( 
AL CAC{) 

4 
12.5 

3 
0 
0 
I 
0 
0 

75.0~ 
0.09 
0.0~ 

25.0~ 
O.Oi 
G.0% 

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATICNS CN 

CRIMINAL I "JVE S 

DATA 
PRF~BLEM 

{;NDFFINZD 
EST. PRqB. ~RINKE-S 

N= { 

ADB 
I CWI 
2 DWI 
3 DwI 
4 DWI 
5+ ')WI 
AV E~ AG- ~,n F)~, I S 

N=( 

3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
c LiP 
4V EPA(, Z NCN 

VInLATIONS 

A/R VIOL 

1 ACCl DE"'T 
2 ~CCIDENTS 
3 ACCI DEfNi S 
4 OR MORF 
AVER ~,'0 .AccIDENTS 

TIGATION t,ATA 
I-2 MI SD_~:FANORS 
3-4 MI SDENI~ANORS 
5+ MI S[)ENi ANOR S 
AVG NQ. MISDEMEANOPS 
1 - 2  FELC'NIES 
3 - 4  FELONIES 
5+ ~=EL?NI~ S 
AVC, IkO P r L C N I E S  
1 - 2  A/R ,~ISDEMEANr},;,S 
3 - 4  A/R t.!ISDEM~Ah, ORS 
5+ A/Q MISr)EMEANORS 

N={ 

AVG N'] AIE ~ISDE~SAN'),~S 
I - 2  AIR FELONIES 
3 - 4  AIR FELONIES 
5+ A/R FFLONIES 
~VG NO AIR F ELrJNIES 

B) 
5 
2 
i 
8 

212) 
27 
I0 

i 
1 
2 

.31 

68 
IB 

7 
2 
2 

l .Og  

20 
6 
0 
0 

.15 

7) 
4 
0 
3 

7 .14  
1 
0 
0 

.14 
I 
0 
2 

4 .14  
0 
0 
0 

.00 

62.59 
2 5 . 0 t  
12.5~ 
3.75 

] 2 . 7 v  
4 . 7 ~  
O . k ~  

C . g !  

8 .4~ 
3 .3~ 
C.9~ 
o.q~ 

g.4~f 
2.B~' 
O.Oi  
O.O~ 

57.1~ 
C.O~ 

42.BY 

14.2~ 
0.0'~ 
0 .0~ 

14.2X 
0.0% 

28.5% 

0.0~ 
0.0~' 
0.0~ 
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EXHIBIT S . O - 7  (Continued} 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE I F~EC.I.D 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG OAYS TC TYPE 2 RF. CIL) 
i 
2 

4 
5 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

I0 
2 
3 
4 
7 

I 0  
2 

4 
7 

I 0  
2 
3 
4. 
7 

50,~ DAYS 
E6 DAYS 
7T DAYS 
53 DAYS 
23 nAYS • 

86 DAYS 
77 DAYS 
53 nA~S • 
2"4 DaYS 

5C8 DAYS 
-=6 D~YS 
"/7 t')AY3 • 
~3 DAYS 
33 DA~S 

0 
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IDAHO 
EXHIBIT 5.0=8 

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTIrIN 
PRn;ILE ANALYSIS 

PROBLEM DRINKERS 1975 

pRqJ FCT 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

RA~E 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

N=( 
MALES 

FE PALES 

N=( 
AVERAGE HEIGHT 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

AVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 OR LESS 
AGE 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34. 
AGE 35 - 39 
AGE 40 - 4.4 
AG. ~ 45  -- 4 9  
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AN"~ OVER 

WHITE 
.BLACK 
~MERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
9RIENTAL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

STATUS 
FULL-TIME 
PA qT-T I ME 
NOT EMPLOYED 
HC~USEWI FE 
STUDENTS 
RETIREn 

TYPE 
UNEMPLfIYED 
PRrlF / TFCH 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICES 
AG RI Ct.II.TU~ E 
~ROCESSI NC. 
MACHINE TRADES 
I:ABRICATION / REPAIR 
ST RIJCTIJ R AI 
r}T HE R 

N=[ 

N=( 

Nffi! 

N=[ 

N=( 

4.00 

342} 

305 

37 
341l 

6a.l 

341 l  
1 6 1 . q  

351)  
3 4 . 4  

38 
72 
58 
37 
20 
32 
28 
50 
16 

368} 
314 

5 
31 
18 

0 
0 
0 

3 7 2 1  
2 3 8  

24  
87 

5 
6 

12 

3591 
77 
19 
17 
39 
35 
24 
19 
22 
25 
87 

8 9 . 1 7  
I 0 . 8 1  

I 0 , 81  
20,5T 
16,5T 
I0 ,5~ 
5,6~ 
g,1% 
7,9% 

14,27 
4,57 

85,31~ 
I .37 
8,4~ 
4 . 8 7  

O,OI 
O,OI 
O,OT 

63.9% 

6 . 4 Z  
23,3~ 

1,3~ 
I .62~ 
3,2~' 

20,0~' 
5,21 
4,77 

I0 ,8~  
q,T'Z 
6,61 
5,2~ 
6,1~ 
6,9~: 

24,2'Z 
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EXHIBIT 5 .0 -8  (Continued) 

YEARS IN I DAHO 
~VER AGE YEARS 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 
6 - I 0  
11-15 
16-20 
21 AND OVER 

N=! 
IN IDA 

REHABI LITATION 

345 
23,4 

25 
12 
5 

12 
4 

25 
17 
54 

191 

COURT ALCOHOL 

D AT A N= { 400 ) 
ATTENDED DEF, DRIVING 63 
ATTENDED OICP 112 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 106 

MARITAL STATUS 

SCHr')OL DATA N=I 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZERO I MP~OVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 

5-') 
10-14 
15-19 
20 -U P 

N=( 

DE PENDENTS 

MARR IEO 
SI NGL ~ . 
i} I V ORC E3 
wl D")WF r~ 
SE PE RATED 
OTHER 

N=! 

RELIGION 

0 
l 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 

-7 
8 
9 

10 
11+ 

N= ! 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
~0 RM ON 
~TH c _ R 

1061 
2 
0 

46 
47 
5 
I 
5 

3701 
156 

98 
74 
15 
27 

0 

371; 
103 
I14 
41 
42 
36 
17 
6 
5 
4 
I 
I 
I 

3501 
1~7 
64 
0 

68 
Sl 

0 

7,27 
3 , 4 t  

3,4Z 
1.17 
7,21 
4 . g t  

15 ,6 t  
55,31 

1 5 . 7 7  
2 8 . 0 1  
2 6 . 5 7  

1,ST 
OoOT. 

4 3 , 3 t  
4 4 . 3 t  

4 , 7 t  
O.g~ 
4 . 7 ~  

42,1Z 
26.4~ 
20.OY 
4.01 
7.2~ 
0.0~. 

27,7~ 
30,7¢ 
I I , 0 ¢  
l l , 3 Z  
9,7T. 
4,5~ 
I ,aY  
1,3~ 
1.0T 
0.2~ 
O . 2 T  
0 . 2 t  

3 9 ,  lY, 
1 8 , 2 ¢  

O , O I  
lq  .4',11 
2 3 , 1 T  

0 

~m 

0 
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YEARS MARRIED 

EDUCATION 

I NC 0 ME 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE BAC 
AVERAGE POSITI 

RFFUSED TEST 

EXHIBIT 5.0-8 

AVERAGE 
I 
2 
3 
4 

5-I0 
I I - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  

2 O+ 

AVERAGE YEARS 
1-6 
7 - 9  

lO 
I I  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LESS THAN $4000  
4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7  999 
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  
14000- 15999 
16000-1799q 
18000- Igqgg 
20000-UP 

VE B AC 
NEGATIVE 
. o r  - .04 
. 0 5  - .09 
.Io - .14 
.15 - .Ig 
. 2 0  - . 2 4  
• 25  ÷ 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MnRE 

(Continued) 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N=( 

N=! 

1 7 1 )  
l l . q  

20 
14 
12 

8 
37 
26 
IQ 
35 

364 ) 
1 0 . 9  

12 
86 
39 
3q 

t ? 4  
24 
18 
10 
I1 

1 

~57)  
111 

62 
65 
49  
33 
17 

4 
6 
1 
9 q 

4191 
• 1721 
• 1 7 3 %  

4 
2 

22 
109 
154 
88 
40 

400) 

6 
1 

1 1 . 6 ~  
8 . I T  
7 . 0 ~  
4, . 6 I  

2 1 . 6 T  
1 5 . 2 1  
i i  . 1 ~  
2 0 . 4 T  

4.51 
23.61 
I0 .71  
I0 .71  
34. OZ 

6.5~ 
4.qT 
2.71 
3.0% 
0.2~ 

17.3~ 
18.2~ 
13.7~ 
9.2~ 
4.7Y 

1.6T 
0.21 
2 . 5 ' z  

o , g z  
0 , 4 1  
5 . 2 1  

2 6 . 0 Z  
3 6 . 7 ~  
2 1 . 0 1  

8.21 

0.27 
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DIAGNOSTIC TES 

% 

EXHIBIT 5.0-8 

T SCORES 
AVERAGE AL CADD 

1-11 
12-19 
20-2g 
3 0 - 3 9  
40 -4 9 
50 -UP  

(Continued) 

N= ( 323  
1 5 . 9  

9g 
137 

66 
12 

8 
1 

3 0 . 6 7  
4 2 . 4 7  
2 0 . 4 7  

3 . 7 ~  
2 . 4 ~  
0 . 3 ~  

DRINKER CLASS DA TA 
PR OQLEM 
NON-PROBLEM 
!)NDEFINEP 
EST• PROB• DRINKERS 

N=( 

VIOLATIONS ON ADB 
I OWl 
2 DWI 
3 OWl 
4 OWl 
5+ OWl 
AVERAGE NO Dw IS 

N- ( 

I - 2  NON A/R 
3-4 
5-6 
7-8 
c) UP 
AVERAGE I~iON 

VIOLATIONS 

AlP, VIOL 

1 &CCI DENT 
2 ACCI DENT S 
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 OR MORE 
AVFR NO ~CCIDENTS 

CR I MI NAL INVESTIGATION D 
1-2 MI SDEM 
3-4 MI SDEM 
5+ MISDEME 
AVG NO. MI 
I-2 FELONI 
3 - 4  FE LONI 
5+ FELONIF 
~,VG NO FEt. 
i - 2  AIR MI 
3 - 4  AIR M I 
5+ AIR W IS 
AVG NO A/R 

400I 
400 

O 
O 

241 

1 - 2  A/R FELONIES 
3-4 A/R FELONIES 
5+ A/o  FELONIES 
AVG NO AIR FELONIES 

4 0 0 !  
165 
I13 

56 
20 
20 

1 . 8 7  

119 
65 
22 
12 

2 
1 . 5 2  

83 
38 
14 

3 
• 54 

AT& N={ 5hi 
EANORS 29 
EANORS 14 
ANORS 13 
SOEMEANORS 3.46 
ES 2 
ES I 
S 0 
ON I ES .08 
SDEMEANORS 30 
SDEMEANORS 14 
DEMEANORS 5 

MISDEMEANORS 2 . 1 9  
I 
0 
0 

.Of 

100 .0% 
0°0% 
O.OT 

60.2% 

41.27 
28.21 
14.0Z 
5.0% 
5 . 0 7  

2 9 . 7 Z  
1 6 . 2 ~  

5.5% 
3 . 0 ~  
0.5 '~  

2 0 . 7 7  
g . 5 ~  
3 . 5 Z  
0 .7% 

51.7Z 
25.0~ 
2 3 . 2 ~  

3 . 5 7  
1.77 
0.0~ 

53,5Z 
25.0~ 

8 . g ~  

1 , T t  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
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EXHIBIT S.O-8 (Continued) 
AVG DAYS TO TYPE I RECID 

1 I13 
2 I12 
3 60 
4 4B 
5 41 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECIO 
1 103 
2 100 
.~ 93 
4 ~2 
5 64 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 ~ECID 
I 103 
2 I00 
3 93 
4 52 
5 64 

275 D~YS 
250 DAYS 
] 43 DAYS 

?q DA YS 
71 DAYS 

315 DAYS 
261 ~.AYS 
138 ~.AYS 

80 DA YS 
5S DAYS 

315 DAYS 
261 DAYS 
I 28 DAYS 

80 ~AYS 
5@ DaYS 
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InAHq 
EXHIBIT 5 . 0 - 9  

A LCn.HF~I S h t:FT¥ ACTION 
P ~-~,, r I L E ANALYSIS 

PROF~I E~,: DRINKFPS I ' } 74  

PROJECT 

SEX 

HEIGHT 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

:.ACE 

~MPLOYMENT 

SAWPLE SIZE  : 

~ALES 
FEMALES 

~VERAGE PIEIGHT 

AVERAG: WE IGHT 

mVERAGE AGE 
AGE 19 q R LESS 
~GE lO - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
AGE 30 - 34 
AGE ":J5 - 3q  
AGE 40 - 44 
AGE 45- 4-~ 
AGE 50 - 59 
AGE 60 AN'J ']VER 

WHITE 
,q. L,tC K 
A~ ER I C i,"l INDIAN 
~EXICAN 
~]R I F NT AL 
LATIN 
r;THE R RACES 

STATIJS 
FU LL-T ! ME 
PART-TIME 
N"3T E M PLAv .E .q 
HOUSEWIFE- 
STUDENTS 
:~F. TI RED 

tIC CtJPAT ICJN TYP 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N=( 

E N={ 
UNEMOLuYZD 
PRO'.'= I T~C~ 
CLERICAL I SAL-S 
SERVICES 
~t3 RI CtJLTUP F." 
PROCESSING 
,".iACH I ",J~ TE A(..)~S 
FAb~ICATI"~N / R,=PAI. '" 
S T RUCT 'J R AL 
OTHER 

400 

326)  
30S 

21 

325) 
6 9 . 2  

3 2 4 l  
1 6 2 . 2  

321}  
3 5 . 2  

26 
67 
43  
38 
27 
43  
31 
38 
14 

381}  
~ 4  

2 
30 
13 

I 
0 
I 

3 ~ 2 )  
252 

24 
~0 

5 
g 

12 

370 )  
68 
31 
21 
41 
24 
41 

g 

21 
18 
96 

0 

~3.5~ 
6 . 4 ~  

7 . ~ ' g  
2 0 . 4 ~  
1 3 . 1 ~  
1 1 . 6 ~  

8 . 2 ~  
13.1~ 
g.4~ 

II .6~ 
4.2~ 

87,6% 
0.5~ 

3.4~ 
0.2% 
0.0~ 
0.2~ 

6 5 . 0 ~  
6 . 2 ~  

2 0 . q ~  
I . 3 ~  
2.3% 
3.1% 

I~ .~ 
8 . 3 g  
S .6~ 

II .0~ 
6.4~ 

it .0~ 
? .4~ 
5.61~ 
4.Q~ 

25.q~ 
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YEARS IN 

EXHIBIT5.0-9 

~VFRAG ~_ y :  APS 
I 
2 
3 

5 
6-10 
I f - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  
21 AN{" OVEm 

(Continued) 

N= ( 
I ~, I 0 A 

RhHABI LITAT I',]N 

345 
21.3 

22 
Pl 

7 
16 

8 
32 
24 
45 

170 

COURT ALC OHCL 

DAT A N= ( 400} 
ATTENDED DE~. DRIVING 3~ 
ATTENPF r) r~!CP ~3 
~,TT..=NDFC C~URT-SCHO~L 112 

~= ( SCHOOL D~T'~ 
~EGATI VE I ~t,F;~OV EMEKT 
ZERO I~PF~EVEMPNT 
I MPROVEMFNT l -q  

5-g 
IO -14 
I5-19 
20-UP 

~,i= | M~ITAL STATtVS 
~A~RIED 
SI NGL~ 
Ol VORC F~ 
~,I DOw~F 
S~ PF~ATSU 
CTHE 

0 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
I+ 

N= ( DEPENDENTS 

O~OTESTAN~ 
CATHOL IC 
J E ~ I SH 
Mr~RMrJM 
CTHFR 

N=( RELIGION 

I12) 
2 
0 

38 
4B 
18 
2 
4 

3E4). 
158 
86 

103 
II 
25 
i 

370) 
12g 
84 
54 
37 
35 
16 
5 
3 
5 
0 
I 
i 

353i 
149 

63 
0 

53 
~8 

( . 3 ~  
6 . 0 ~  
2.0~ 
4 . 6 ~  
2 . 3 ~  
~ .P~  
6.g~ 

13.0~ 
49.2~ 

9.5~ 
I0 .7~  
2~.0~ 

1.7~ 
0.09 

33.0~ 
42.8% 
16.0~ 

1.79 
3.5~ 

41.I~ 
22.3~ 
26.R~ 
2.R~ 
6.5T 
0.2~ 

34.8~ 
22.7~ 
14.5~ 
lO.OI  
9.4% 
4.3~ 
1.39 
0.81 

0.0~ 
0.2~ 
0.24 

42.21 
17.8% 
O.O! 

15.0~ 
24.qE 
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YEARS MARRI EO 
EXHIBIT 5.0-9 (Continued) 

N:{ 171) 

AVERAGE I 1.8 
! 28 

2 16 
3 IO 
4 I0 

5 - 1 0  35 
11-15 13 
16-20 22 
20+ 37 

EDUCATION N: { 3751 
%V~RAGE YEARS I I . 0  

I-,5 12 
7-9 83 

I0 ~3 
i I  31 
12 ~30 
13 29 
t 4  27 

t 6  7 
17 AND UP 4 

INCOME N: ( 366 ) 
LESS THAN .$4000 I 1 3  

4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  71 
. ~ 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 9  79 
8000-c)Oq~ 46 

10  O0 O- 1 1 4q  ,.~ 2 7 
12000-13999 14 
14000- 15gO0 2 
16000- 17"09 ° 3 
IgO00- 19gq'~ I 
200OO-UP I0 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE FAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIV9 
.01 - .04 
.05 - ,09 
.I0 - .14 
,15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
.25 + 

N=( 

REFUSED TEST N={ 

CNCE 
TWICE 
3 {"R MORe 

351) 
• 159Z 
• I63T 

I0 
5 

16 
102 
132 
68 

400) 
20 
0 
0 

16.3~ 
9.3~ 
5.81 
5.8~ 

20.4T 
7.6= 

12.8~ 
21.61 

4.2~ 
22.1~ 
i I . 4 ~  
8.29 

34.6~ 
7.7% 
7.2~ 
2.4~ 

1.0% 

I~.3% 
21.5~ 
12.5g 
7.3% 
3.BI 

0.8~ 
0.2~ 
2,7~ 

1.4~ 
4.5~ 

2q.O~ 
37.6% 
Iq.3% 
5.11 

5.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

0 

0 

g 
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DIAGNOSTIC TES 
EXHIBIT 5 .0 -9  

T <Cn~ES 
AV E-" ~(; E 

1-11 
12-i 9 
20-2')  
30-39 
40--40 

50-LI P 

(Continued) 
N= { 

AI rA OO 
P6~1 

I (  .6 
8 8  

120 

30 
3 
2 

2q.7~ 

l e : . b T  
I0.3 .~ 

i .O'~ 
0.69' 

?)~ INKEk CLASS 

vl  CLATI O~;S C,N 

CaI~IINAL INVFS 

DATA 
PRCFSLEM 
NO N- PR (],ll L E 
UN[~ F I NFr~ 
F STo PoI"G. F)PlNK£qS 

~= ! 

ADP 
I OWl 
2 DWI 
3 DwI 
4 DWI 
5+ OWl 
AVFRAGE ~,;f, DW I S 

N= ( 

I- P N~N 
3 - 4  
5-6 
7-B 
9 UP 
AVF RAr, F 

ClR V I D L A T I  C~'~ 

M~'..N Air VlOl  

1 ~C CI DE:J 
2 ACCIDENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 
z, CR MORF 
AVER N~ ACCIDENTS 

T I C,4TI AN [ATA N--( 
I - 2  ~I S nc~'~&NORS 
3 - 4  MISDE~EANO~S 
5+ '~ISm.F'ME ANL!RS 
AVG NO. MISr)r.-~'.ETANF)P.(; 
I-2 FELONIES 
3 - 4  ~£LqNI FS 
5+ F~LCNIFS 
AVG N q FELCNIE$ 
I - 2  Alk r,IISDE'~EANF)RS 
3-4 A/= ~ISL~'-MFAN{~<S 
5+ A/R MIS~=A~ORS 
AVG N T Al~ ~IS3EMEANO~S 
I - 2  AIR FFLCNIES  
3-4 A/a FFL[,NIES 
5+ %IQ =EL rN I :S  
AVG NO A/r FFL'I~;I:3S 

400) 
4(]0 

0 
6 

2~5 

4C0 ) 
204 
I01 
50 
21 

i .(,& 

13! 
46 
17 
6 

2 
I .22 

~4 
26 
7 

3 
.42 

]04} 
47 
33 
24 

3.99 
5 
2 
0 

.II 
58 
15 
6. 

2.13 
2 
0 
0 

.02 

1 0 0 . 0 ~  
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

~ . 1 . 2 :  

51 .N~ 
25.2~ 
1 2 . 5 ~  
5.29 
I .2~ 

~.2. ~'% 
Ii .5~ 
4.2~ 
I .5~K 
O . 5 ,  ~' 

91.0~ 
~. 5 ~' 
I .7~" 
0.7~ 

45.1~ 
31.7 ~z 
2 3 . 0 ~  

4.81~ 
I . 9~  
l~. 09F 

5 5 . 7 4  
I h, .AZ 

5 . 7 ~  

l.O~' 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
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EXIIIBIT 5.0-9 (Continued} 
AVG DAYS TC TYPE I kECI.} 

i l O l  
2 lOO 

4 16 
5 5 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID 

2 102 

4 3~. 
5 I0 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE ~, RFCIF) 

2 i02 
~' ?8 
4 36 
5 10 

32~ D~YS 
224 D~YS 
12] D-~YS 
78 D,~YS 
72 DAYS 

,0 

3 ~ 6 0 A Y S  
24~ DAYS 

93 CAYS 
g3 DAYS 
60 D~ YS 8 

3~.6 DAYS 
24(:; DAYS 

93 DAYS 
g3 DAYS 
60 DA YS 0 

11A 



IOAHn 

EXHIBIT 5.0-I0 
ALCOHqL SAFETY ACTI-]N 

PkOF ILE ANALYSIS 

PRF~%LE~ ORINKERS I~73 

PROJECT 

SEX 

NE IGHT 

WE IGHT 

.~,GE 

=ACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

OCCUPATION 

SA~.PLE S I T [  : 

MALES 
FEMAL=S 

AVERAG~ ~ E I G H T  

AVERAGE-- WE I(;HT 

~V ER AGF. AGE 
AGE Ig "~ LESS 
AGF 20 - 24 
AGE 25 - 29 
A~E 30 - 34 
~G = 35 - 39 
~-GF 40 - 44 
AG~ 45 - 4q 
AC~6 50 - 59 
A~E 60 AN? ]V=P 

~HIT ~. 
5LAC~ 
A,,,I R I C'wN l h,,_. I ~N 
Mr X I SAN 
OP I .c NIT AL 
L A T I N  
[',l HE R ~AC[S 

T,JS 
FULL-TIME 
PAPT-TI~[  
NOT EMPLOYED 
H.qUS EW I ~ E 
STUDENTS 
P.FTI RED 

TYPE 
UNEMPL OY E FI 
PROF / TEC~ 
CLERICAL / SALES 
SERVICFS 
AGRI CULTUP L 
PROCESS I NG 
M~CHINF Tk ~n~.S 
F A.~R I C AT I ,'.It, / 

ST RIlCTURAL 
r)T H~ R 

~EPAI ~ 

N= ( 

N =  ( 

N =  ( 

N= ( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N=( 

400 

312| 

14 

3 1 1 )  
6 q . 3  

3 1 1 )  
1 5 5 . 0  

3 1 8 )  
3 8 . 3  

]0  
46 
4~ 
44 
30 
37 
36 
59 
15 

364)  
317  

2 
30 
11 

1 
1 
2 

371}  
255 
27 
67 
2 
8 

12 

365) 
4~J 
30 
22 
43 
27 
43 
16 
16 
34 
q8 

05.5~ 
4.4~ 

3.1~ 
14.4~ 
12.P~ 
13 .g~ 
9o4~ 

II . 6 ~  
II .3~ 
l a . 5 ~  
4.7~ 

e7.0~ 

8.2e 
3.0~ 
0.2~ 
0.2% 
0.5% 

6 8 . 7 ~  
7 . 2 ~  

18.0~ 
0.5~ 
2.1~ 
3.2~ 

1 3 . l ~  
• 8 . 2 ~  

6 . 0 ~  t 
1 1 . 7 ?  

7 . 3 ~  
11 .7% 

3.BI~ 
4 . 3 ~  
g . 3 ~  

7 4 . 1 ~  
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YEARS IN IOAHO 

EXHIBIT5.0-10 

AV ERAG~ YF~ ARS 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 - 1 0  
1 1 - 1 5  
1 6 - 2 0  
21 AND DV~R 

~;~E HA B I L I T a .'r I,q.,~ ,') 
AT 
AT 
AT 

C:]URT ALCOHCL 

~ARI TAL STATUS 

DEPENDENTS 

KELIGICN 

(Continued) 

N=[ 
IN IOa 

ITT) 
20 ..2 

13 
7 

13 
7 
3 

23 

19 
B3 

ATA N: ( 4no) 
TENDEO DEF. DRIVING 55 
TENDED nICP 60 
TENO=D C RLI~T-S CHOgL 112 

N= { SCHOOL OAT.~ 
NEGATIVE I MoqOVE'ENT 
Z ,=p,] IMPROVS"iENT 
IMPPOVEMFNT I--4 

5-c) 
10-I 4 
15-1g 
20-UP 

N= ( 
MARRIED 
SINGLE 
nI V.]RCE9 
wI OOWE .P, 
SE PE RAT_=O 
~THER 

N=( 
0 
i 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
q 

I 0  
I I +  

N:( 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
NqF) mMCN 
CTH=_ R 

112} 
4 
0 

31 
52 
20 

2 
3 

371) 
155 

8q 
,04 
i0 
31 
2 

20B) 
76 
46 
27 
23 
20 

3 
5 
I 
I 
I 
0 
0 

200) 
7,8 
34 

1 
30 
57 

7.3g 
3.q~ 
7.3~ 
3 • '~ 

12.g~ 
5.0~ 

10.7~ 

] 3 . 7 ~  
15.0~ 
29.0~ 

3.5~ 
0.0~ 

27.6~ 
46.4% 
17.3~ 
I .71~ 
2.61 

4 1 . 7 ~  
23 .c~  
22.6~; 

2 . 6 ~  
R.3~ 
0 . 5 ~  

76.5~ 
22.1~ 
12 .q~ 
13 .~,~ 
9.6~ 

2.4~ 
0.4% 
0.4~ 
0.4% 
0.0~ 
0.0% 

"~q .0% 
17.0~ 
0.5% 

15.0% 
2.~.5~ 
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YEARS ~ARRIED 

EDUCATION 

INCOME " 

R~C DAT A 
~VERAGE B~C 
AV=RAGE POSITIVE 

REFtJSED TEST 

EKHIBI~ 

AVERAG = 
I 
2 
3 
4 

5 - 1 0  
i I - I ~  
1 6 - 2 0  

2 0 +  

AVERAGE YE~?,S 
I - 6  
7-9 

I0 
I i  
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND ~,IP 

LESS THA~I $4000 
400C-5¢,99 
6000-7999 
R000-o909 

lO}O0-1lC~gC~ 
12000- 1 ? ~ 9  
14000- 15~99  
16 30~-|7999 
1800O-lqQgg 
20000-UP 

F~AC 
NEGATIVE 
.Of - .04 
.05 - .09 
. I 0  - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .24 
• 25 + 

ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR MnR, F 

5.0-10 (Continued) 
'W:( 

N=( 

N=( 

N= ( 

N= I 

I I o )  
10.6 

12 

7 
I 0  
33 

I 0  
I T  

369) 
lO.q 

19 
72 
36 
38 

145 
IB 
23 
6 
q 

3 

359) 
121 
6c 

68 
~3 
2g 
15 
6 
0 
2 
6 

305l 
. l a l ~  
. 1 8 4 ' ~  

5 
I 

I I  
66 

109 
67 
46 

400) 
27 

0 
0 

10.37 
7.7% 
6.0~ 
~.#~ 

2,q. 4~ 
15 .5% 
8.6~ 

4.7~ 
I c. .5'~ 

q.7% 
I0 .21  
3o.2~ 

4.8~ 
6.2~ 
1.6% 
2.4~ 
O.G~ 

3B,7~ 
1q.29~ 
18.9~ 
II .q~ 
8. O~ 

1.6~ 
0.07 
C.S~ 
1.6Z 

1 . 6 ~  
0.3 :Z  
3 . 6 ~  

2 1 . 6 ~  
3 5 . 7 ~  
21 .g~' 
1 5 . 0 ~  

6.7!~ 
0 . 0 ~ '  
0.0~ 

117 



Ol AGNOSTIC 
EXHIBIT 5.0-I0 (Continued) 

TEST £C~RFS N:( 154 
.~V FR AGE ALCADD 1~.6 

l - t l  42 
12-19 56 
2 0 - 2 9  33 
30-39 15 
40 -~o 6 
50-U P 2 

27.2~ 
36.3~ 
2 1 . 4 ~  

q . 7 ~  
3.~ 
1.2Z 

UF IN KE~ CLASS 

Vl QLATI ONS tin 

OAT& N= ( 400 
PRC@LEM 400 
NON- PQCRLE ~i 0 
UNI;EF I N~D 0 
EST. P~O~. DRINKERS 247 

ADB N= ( 400 
1 DW I . 209 
2 OWI q6 
3 nWl 56 
4 DW I Ig 
5+ DWI 6 
AVERAG~ NO r)~NIS 1 . 6 9  

I00.0~; 
O.O'- 
O.O= 

6] .7: 

52.2~ 
24.0~ 
14.0~ 
4.7~ 
I .5~ 

I - 2  N~N AI~ VIL, LATIGNS ]31 _~2.7~ 
3-4 37 9.2% 
5-6 12 3.0~ 
7-F 4 i .0~ 
') UP 2 O. 5~ 
aVERaGE NON A/: VIOL 1.04 

I ACCIDENT 91 22.71 
2 ACCIDENTS 24 6.0~ 
3 ~CCIOENT S 6 1.5% 
4 CR ~e~E 3 0.7~ 
AVeR NO ~CCIDENTS .42 

207) 
81 
32 
94 

5.51 
14 
6 
6 

.45 
I05 
30 
26 

2.49 
9 

I 
0 

.07 

C PI~INAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 
I - 2  MISnE~FANOPS 
3 - 4  MISDEMEANORS 
5+ MISDEMEANORS 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 
I - 2  FELON!ES 
3-4 FELONIES 
5+ CELONIES 
AVG N~ F-LCNIES 
I - 2  a/k mT SOE~:ANr]RS 
3-4 AIR Ml Sg~MEANORS 
5+ AIR MIS[JEMEANCRS 
~XVG NC AIR ~ISDEMEANOP. S 
I-2 &l~ F=LONI..cS 
3 - 4  A/R FELONIES 
5+ a/n FELC!NIFS 
AVr, NO A/ ;  FELONIES 

3c).I~ 
15.4~ 
45.4% 

6.7~ 
2 .  "~ 
2 . 8 ~  

5U.7~ 
14.4~ 
12.5% 

4 . 3 ~  
0.4% 
0 . 0 ~  
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EXHIBI'I 5 . 0 - I 0  (Continued) 
AVG DAYS T(7 TYPE I RECID 

I 
2 
3 
4 
5 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECI9 
I 
2 

4 
5 

AVG DAYS T~ "ryp,z 3 REC I[" 
] 
2 

4 
5 

9 6  
112 

57 
12 
15 

r~2 
114 

54 
28 
15 

92 
114 

54 
28 
15 

332 ['. A Y S 
ICI  F AY.~ 
IO? DhYS 

63 PAYS 

351 OAYS 
ig5 .nAYS 
104 DAYS 

60 D&YS 

351 ~ Y S  
ic, 5 DAYS 
104 DAY.~ 

54 DAYS 
60 5.~ 'r S 
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..SEX 

HE IGHT 

w c-_ IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

-~OLOYME~,T ST 

CCCUPATI ON 

IDAHO 

EXHIBIT 5.0-11 

ALCOHCL SA=ETY ACTION 
P ~ n F [ L E  4N~L YSIS  

PRDJ Er.T 

NON-PROBLEM .r)..QINKERS 1975 

SAUPL~ SIZE : 400  

N=! 3 3 3 l  
MAI.ES 26 ° 
nE UAL:S 64 

N--|  332) 
~,VERAgF H_-"IGHT bq .O  

N=( 332) 
~VERAGE WEIGHT 157.6 

N={ 342) 
~V ERAG E AGE 32.1 
CG- Ig ~R L=SS 66 
-~GE 20 - 24 78 
AGE 25 - 2q 42 
~GE 3,3 - 3 4  26 
~GE 35 - 39 27 
,~G:_ 40 - 44 30 
~GF 45 - 4o 2q 
~G. c 50 - 59 27 
~GF 60 AN(" OVeR 17 

N-! 3731 
WHITE 335 
~LACK 6 
~=RIC tN I NDI &N 14 
~EXICAN 15 
-)R I E NT AL t 
L~TIN 0 
~T HE R ~AC~S 2 

TUS N--I 3731 
;UI.L-T IME ~'4e 
oA RT --T I ~ c. 17 
~,IPT EM PL F'Y ,---. D 57 
HC}'JS _~N I ; F [B 
STUDENTS 27 
RETI RE9 11 

.TYPE N-I 366l 
'JNE,'4 Pl F)Y ~r) 61 
P~OF I T-CH 44 
CLF.RICAL I SALES 27 
SE.QvIcEs 38 
,%GRI CULTIJR ~ 25 
oR r}C ES S I NG 22 
,WACHINE TP P, rJFs 12 
cABRICAT ]'~N / P~:PAI Q 12 
~T RIICT'JR At 18 
01" H ~. R I07 

J 

~ 0 , 7 ~  
t 9 . 27  

19.2~ 
P2.87 
t2.2~ 
7.61 
7.8~ 
8.7~ 
8°47 
7.87 
4.gY 

1.67  
3.77 
4.07 
0.2~ 
0.0~ 
0.5~ 

66.41 
4.57 

15.2~ 
3.41 
7.2Y 
2.97 

16,61 
12.07 

7 .3 '~  
I0°3~ 

6 .R~ 
6. OT 
3 . 2 1  
3 , 2 ~  
4 . 9 ~  

20.2~ 

0 

0 

I I  

I " ) N  



V=~RS IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-11 (Continued) 

I ~ .%H '.'] N--( ~47 
AV=RAr, E YFARS IN IOn 21.2 
I 23 
2 13 
3 B 

6 - I0  40 
l l - 1 5  21 
16 -20 54 
21 A~3 ']VE~ 165 

~EHABI L l'r ATIC~N D 
AT 
,%T 
AT 

AT A N= ! 400 l 
TENOED DEF, DRIVING 35 
TENP~.. r) nICP 53 
T E N,n. E ?) C C3U RT-S CHF],~L 1 3 6  

C3URT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DSTA N=( 
NEGATIVF ! ~.PROVE4EN T 
ZE P .n. I 4P~:3V~_MENT 
I MPR~VEM,~NT I-4 

5-0 
1 0 - 1 4  
1 5 - 1 9  
2 0 - 1 P  

136l 

0 
63 
50 
15 
1 

"A~I TAL e T ATlaS 
MARRIFD 
SI NGL- 
OI VORC En 
Wl :)OWED 
5EP~R~TEf 
OTHE R 

N=( 373) 
174 
12o 
52 

4 
L4 
0 

DE PE kDENT S 
0 
I 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
O 
I+ 

N= ! 375  
133 

87 
57 
41 
25 
14 
I I  

4 
1 
1 
1 
0 

R[LIGICK 
oRCTESTAPC 
CATHOL IC 
JEWISH 
MOBMCN 
OTHER 

N-- ( 356 
145 
73 

0 
62 
76 

6,6Y 
3.7Z 
2.3~ 
2,8; 
3,7~ 

11 .c;7 
6.01 

15,5~ 
47,5~ 

13.2Y 
34.0~ 

1.47 
0.0~ 

4~.~ 
36.7~ 
II.0~ 
0.7~ 
3.6~ 

46.6~ 
34.51 
13.9~ 
1.07 
3.7~ 
0.0~ 

35.47 
2 3 . 2 ~  
15,2T 
lO.g~ 
6.  (-,~ 
3,7T. 
2.9T 

0,2~ 
0.2T 
0,2~ 
0,0~ 

4 0 . ' r 7  
20.51 

0°0~ 
17.41 
21.3~ 
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E X H I B I T  5 . 0 - 1 1  • 

YF/~RS ~Ar- R I F~ 
AVERAGE 

I 
2 
3 
6 

5 -10  
11-15 
16 -20 

20+ 

E O t;C ~ T I ON 
AVERAGE 

t - 6  
7 - 9  

1 0  

l L  
12  
L3 
L6 
1 5  
1 6  

L7 AND 

YEARg 

IJP 

! N C ~ E  
L~SS "tHai ~, $4000 

&O00 -Sggq 
~,0 O0 -7 o9,:} 
ROOO-g99q 

1 0 0 0 0 -  [ l gg":) 
1 2 ' 3 0 0 - 1 3 9 9 9  
14030-1590q 
[6000- [7~9q 
18C)00- lOOqq 
20000-(JP 

'~AC r)ATA 
,'wV~RAGE .~C 
:WVt!PAG- r~Z)SITIVE BAC 

• rlEGATIVE 
. 0 1  - . 0 4  
. 0 5  - .me} 

• 1 0  - . 1 6  
. 1 5  - . I Q  
. 2 0  - . 2 4  

. 2 5  ÷ 

~T F-'.I S = I) T- ST 
..3NEE 
rW ICr" 
3 nR N'P. Rr: 

(Cont inued) 

N=( 17g! 
1 2 . 7  

12 
17 
17 
[ 3  
34 
23 
24 
3q 

N : (  ~75)  
1 1 . 5  

t l  
52 
25 
51 

151 
28 
2q 
12 
11 

5 

N:( 3 5 8 )  
!12 

57 
71 
26 
29 
I g  

19 
6 
7 

[ 2  

N=( 2 7 3 l  
• 1 3 8 t  
• 1 3 8 t  

0 
6 

33 
135 

70 
23 

8 

N=( 400) 
20 

I 
0 

0 

6 , 7 Z  
9 .WT 
0 .&T 
7 . 2 ~  

tq  . o r  
t 2 . 8 t  
13 . # I  
21 .7~ '  

6,9~l 
13.8~ 
6,6~l 

13.6T 
40.2Y 
7.WT 
7.7Y 
3.2~ 
2.gT 
I .3~' 

31.2 '~  
15.m~ 
I g .  BT 

7 . 2 ~  
R . I T  
5.3 '~ 

3 . 3 : r  

O.OT 

12.0~' 
4q.41I 
25. 611 

2.01 

5.01 
0.2~r 
0 .0T 

O 

Q 

O 

1 2 2  



nI.~GNOSTIC T~S 
EXHIBIT 5 .0 - I i  

T SCORES 
~VFR~3E AL CADO 

[ - l l  
[2-1Q 
2 0 - 2 9  
3 0 - 3 9  
40-4 9 
50 -IJ p 

( C o n t i n u e d )  
N=( 3 2 2  

o,. I  
2 7 0  

38 
13 

I 
0 
0 

8 3 . 8 ~  
II.8~ 
4.0T 
0.3 • 
O.OT 
0.03 

OQ INKE ~ CLASS 

Vl C'L ~TI iNS ~'~ 

CRIMINAL INVES 

l.)A T A 
oROm~LEM 
NON-P;10RLc 
,JNDEgI Nrr 
-ST, PR3P. r'~PINKE'~S 

N=( 

ADB. 
I 9Wl 
2 DWI 
:~ r)W I 
t, ")Wl 
5÷ DWl 
aV "RAG- NI~ m.W I S 

N=( 

1-2 N=N 
3-4 
5-5 
7-~ 
q ,Jm 

AV F R AG 

aim VIOLATI I]NS 

NON A/R V l O t  

aCCl D~:T 
2 ACCI ~r :~ rS  
3 ACCIDENTS 
4 CR M nq = 

~V~R IHO /~CCIT)ENTS 

TI GATI tiN D~'A 
I-2 MI Sr~EMZ-AN'.-).RS 
3-4 MI S.D_:.~-ANORS 
5÷ MISr)~= ANDRS 
AVG Ng, ~ISnEMF. ANORS 
I -2 FELD~.I -.: 
3 - 4  F'~LONI FS 
5* PEL3NIES 
AVG NO P~.L..gNIES 
I - 2  AIR ~IS.gEMEANORS 

N=( 

3-4 A/R ~ISDF.MEAN[J~S 
~+ A/P. MISDZ-w.C. ANO~S 
aVG NC) AlP. MISDEM---_~NORS 
1-2 A/R .FEtDNIES 
3-4 AIR ::I.nNI_-'S 
5÷ A/R F(:LONI-S 
~VG NO A/o. FELONIES 

400 
0 

400 
0 

31 

400 
~06 

55 
7 
0 
0 

I .OO 

50 
16 
8 
I 

1.29 

82 
29 
I0 
4 

. 4 7  

33) 
19 

5 
3,81 

3 
0 
0 

,12 
6 
1 
I 

,g6 

I 
0 
0 

,03 

0.0~ 
I00 ,0~ 

0.03 
7.7? 

13,7~ 

0,93 
0,07 

~4.0t 
12.5~ 
4.0~ 
2.07 
0.2~ 

20 • 5~ 
7.2T 
2.5~ 
1.0~ 

57.5~ 
27.2~' 

q.O~ 
O.OT 
0.0~ 

18.1~ 

3.0T 

3.0~ 
0.07 
O.O'~ 

123 



EXHIBIT 5.0-11 

AV~ DAYS TFi TYPE I qECID 
I 
?. 

~VC, P~YS TC TYPF. 2 RF. CI~ 
I 
2 

~V:~ DAYS TS TYPE 3 r'.ECln 
l 
7 

- °  

3 

Continued) 

55 
14 

52 
14 

6 

52 
L4 

6 

0 

2.q4 r)Ays 
63 ~AY~ 

245 DAYS 
~J6 D~'~S • 
37 t? %Y~" 

P45 DAYS 
86 ~AYS 

124 



1,3 A HO 
EXHIBIT S.0-12 
:LCFIMF:L S~FE-TY aCTION 

P,~F)F I LE ANALYSIS 
PROJECT 

NCN-P~:]BLE~4 DI.,INKERS lq'~4 

SEX 

HE IGHT 

b,E IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

SAVPLE SIZF : 400 

N : (  3 4 0 )  
MALES 2R7 
FEIVALES b3 

N:(  341) 
AVFRAGE HEIGHT b~.O 

N:(  3 ~ I )  
~VERAGF WEIGHT 161.4 

N=( 342) 
AVERAGE AGE 34.2 
AGE 19 OR LESS QB 
AGE 20 - 2~ 58 
AGF 25 - 29 5g 
AGE 30 - 3~ 30 
AGE 35 - 39  34 
AGE 40 - 44  32 
AGE 45 - ~ 21 
~(~E 50 - 5q 37 
AGE 60 aNO 0VE~ 23 

N:( 384) 
WHITE 34q 
BLACK I 
A~ERICAN INOIAN 17 
MEXICAN 15 
ORIENTAL i 
lATIN 0 
CTN~ PACES I 

STATUS N=( 3 8 4 l  
FULL-TI~E 283 
PA RT-T I M~" 20 
NC)T EM PL DY ~.'] 37 
HOUSEWI~ r I0 
STUDENTS I~ 
RETIR~ IT 

CCCIIPATION TYPE N:( 
UNEMPLOYED 
PR CF I T ~C H 
CLFRIC'~L / SALES 
SF RV IC ES 
AG~I CUI TU~ :7 
PQCC~SSI NG 
MACHIN~ TR ,~OFS 
I:ABRICAT 10",I / REPAIR 
STRUCTURAL 
CT HE R 

3 7 5 )  
37 
33 
29 
40 
20 

2B 
] 3  
22 
20 

133 

I ~ . 5 ~  

l a . O ~  
1 6 . 9 ~  
17.2~ 
8.7~ 
9.C~ 

q.3~ 

I 0 . 8 ~  
6 . 7 ~  

0.2~ 
4 , 4 ~  
3 . ~ V  
0.2~ 
0.07 
0.2~ 

7 3 . 4 ~  
5 . Z ~  
9 .6~ :  
2 . 6 ~  
4 ° 6 ~  
~ . 4 ~  

g.Q~ 

8.8~ 
7.7% 

I0.6~ 
5.3T 

7.4~ 
3 .4~ 
5.8~ 
5.3~ 

35.4; 

125 
. 



YEARS IN IE, AHD 

EXHIBIT 5.0-12 (Continued) 
N:{ 342) 

AVERAGE YEARS IN IOA 22.2 
I 22 
2 13 
3 
4 8 
5 12 
6-10 25 
11-15 23 
16-20 6 4  
21 ~NO r~VER 167 

REHABILIIATIAN F)~TA 
AT TENDEh 
ATTENDE r ) 
ATTENDEn 

N: ( 4C0) 
OEF. DRIVING 26 
mICP 4B 
C qURT-SCHOCL 150 

COLRT ALCOHOL SC HOFIL DATA N=( 150} 
NEGATIVE I ~PPOVEMENT 2 
ZErO IMP~OVEM-NT 0 
IYPRCVEMENF I - 4  37 

5-9  71 
10-14 28 
15 -19 5 
20-U P 7 

"ARITAL STATtlS N:( 3C6) 
va~RIEr) 184 
SI NGLE 115 
~I VDRCED 49 
W[ OOwED 3 
SE PFRATE[, 2g 
RTHFR I 

DEPENDENTS N= ( 374) 
0 122 
I 72 
2 72 
3 48 
4 2g 
5 16 
6 4 
7 6 
8 4 
0 I 

I0 0 
ii+ 0 

RELIGICN N:( 356) 
PRCTESTANT I~3 
CATHCLIC ;~I 
JFwISH 0 
~ORMCN 64 
CTHER 78 

0 

6 . 4 ~  
3 . 8 ~  
2 . 3 1  
2 .B~  
3 . 5 ~  
7 , 3 ~  
6.7~ 

18.7~ 
48.A~ 

(,.5~ 
I0.7% 
3 7 . 5 ~  

1.3~ 
C.O~ 

47.3~ 
I~.~ 
3.3~ 
4.6~ 

47.6~ 
29.7~ 
12.6~ 
2.OY 
7.5~ 

2~ kJ. 

3?.6~ 
lq .2~ 
l q . 2 !  
12.9~ 

7 . 7 ~  
4.2~ 
1.0~ 
1.6% 
1.0~ 
0.2~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

37.3~ 
22.7~ 

0.0~ 
17.gI ~ 
21.0~ 
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YFARS MAR R I ED 

EXHI BI'I  

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5 -10  
11 -15  
16 -20  

20+ 

5.0 - 12(Cont inued) 

N: { 

EDUCATI £N 

INCCME 

%VERAG ~ YEARS 
I - 6  
7-c 

I0 
I I  
IZ 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

LE%S THAK $4000 
40GO-SCqC 
6000-799c~ 
8 0 0 0 - 9  99q 

I 0 0 0 0 - I  lqOq 
12000-13999 
14000-15999 
16000-17~9q 
1800 O- i'~ 939 
20000.-lJ~ 

N:  ( 

N={ 

~AC OATA 
AVERAGE ~AC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BA$ 

NEGATIVE 
. 0 1  - .04 
. 0 5 -  .Og 
• IO  - .14 
.15 - .19 
.20 - .2~ 
• 25 + 

N= ( 

RE~USED TEST N=( 
qNCE 
TWICE 
3 CR MORE 

I"-4) 
13.2 

14 
14 
8 

53 
26 
16 
4 rX 

3BO} 
II.6 

R 

~7 
43 
36 

157 
25 
2q 
14 
13 
8 

363) 
I00 
71 
70 
3") 
34 
23 
I I  
2 
6 
7 

2F7) 
. I '~7~  
. 1 4 0 %  

5 
4 

39 
126 

79 
24 
I0 

400) 
14 
0 
0 

7.2z 
7.29' 
4.1~K 
7.7z 

27.39, 
13.4~ 
F~.2~ 

24.7 ~, 

(~ ,7~; 
I ? . 3 "  
l l . 3 ~  

41.3~ 
e°5~ 
7.6~ 
3.6~'  

2.1~. 

27.59 
IC,. 5~ 
I q . 2 z  
i 0 . 7 9  

g .3~ 
6.3~ 
3 .OF 
0.5~ 
1.6S' 
1.99." 

1.31 
I~ .5v 
43.g~ 
27.5~ 

8.3~ 
3,,4~ 

3.5~ 
O.OY 
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nl AGNCSTIC 

EXHIBIT 

TEST SCORES 
AVERAGE 
I-II 

12-19 
20-29 
3 0 - 3 9  
4 0 - 4 9  
50 - 'J P 

5.O-12[Continued) 

N=! 
~LCASD 

280 
7.9 
239 

31 
I 0  

I 
0 
0 

85.0~ 
11.0~ 

3.51 
0.31 
O.OI 
0.0~ 

DRINKER CLASS 

VIOLATIGNS CN 

CR I ~I ~AL 

DATA 
PROBLEM 
NCk-PRORLEW 
ffNDEFTNED 
EST. ORqB. r)RIN~(ERS 

N= { 

AD~ 
I OWl 
2 OWl 
3 OWl 
4 CWI 
5+ DW I 
AVERAGE N'] OWlS 

N=! 

t - 2  N']N A/P, VIOLATIONS 
3 - 4  
5 - 6  
7 - 8  
9 IJp 
~VE~AGE NON A/R VIOL 

i ACCIDENT 
2 ~CCI DENTS 
3 ACCIDENTS 

OR N~nRE 
AVER N,'] ACCIDENTS 

INVESTIGATIqN O;T~ N=I 
1-2 M I S F)E:-i ":AN" RS 
3-4 MISDEMcANORS 
5+ ~ISDE~EANGRS 
AVC NO. MISOCM~AN]PS 
1-2 FELmNI!S 
3-4 FEL,']~I -'S 
5+ FELrNIES 
'~VC NO FELrNIES 
I-2 AlP MISOEMEANqES 
3 - 4  ~/~ '.~ISDFMFANO~S 
5+ A/R MISDemEANORS 
AVG N~ A/p ~,~ISOEWEANO~S 
I - 2  A/R FELOI"IES 
3-4 A/R ~ELC}NIES 
5+ A/R FIL?;NIrS 
"VG F,O A/R ~FLONIES 

400) 
1 

399 
0 

34 

4C0) 
3 3 4  

43  
3 
2 
0 

1 . 1 3  

120 
52 

8 
2 
2 

I .O2 

75 
20 
3 
0 

.31 

6q) 

47 
12 
I0 

2.56 
2 
1 
0 

.07 
12 
0 
I 

.30 
0 
0 
0 

.00 

0.2~ 

0.0~ 
8.5~ 

~3.5~ 
10.7T 
2.0~ 
0.5% 
0.0~ 

~O.OI 
13.0~ 
2.0~ 
0.51 
0.5~ 

1 8 , 7 Y  
5.0~ 
0.7~ 
O.C~ 

G 

6P-.I~ 4" 

17.3~ 
14.4~ 

2.R~ 
1.4~ 
0.0~ ,  

17.3~ 
0.0~ 
1.4~ 

0.0~ 
O.OY 
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EXHIBIT 5.0-12 (Continued) 
Arc, DAYS TO TYPE I RFCID 

I 
2 
3 

AVG DAYS TC TYPF 2 R~CIL, 
I 
2 
3 

~V{; DAYS TC TYP~ ~ ~ECI() 
i 
2 
3 

43 
16 
6 

4J 
14 
18 

40 
14 
18 

231 r)~ys 
2 /7  D~YS 
I I0 DAYS 

23¢: DAYS 
144 DAYS 
142 [', A Y S 

236, FAY. c 
144 DAYS 
14P DAYS 

129 



19 %HO 
EXHIBIT S.0-13 

'~LCOH~L S~FETY ACTION 
P~OFIL6 AN~LYSI 

PROJECT 

NCN-PRO~LFM DRINKFRS IG73 

SEX 

~91G~I 

~_ IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

E~DLCYMENT 

CCCUPATION 

SAMPLE SIZE : 4dO 

N= ( 305) 
WALES ~6g 
:E ~'A LE S 36 

N=( 30S) 
AVL~AG~ HE ]AHT u,," ; 7 

hVERAGE WE I r,~T I / ,3.  

N= ( 30 7 ) 
AVERAGE AGE 3 7 . 0  
AGF 19 OR LESS I R 
AGF 20 - 24 54 
AGE 25 - 2'-) 50 
AGE 30 - 34 35 
~GE 35 - 39 25 
AGE 40 - ~4 2~ 
AGE 45 - 4q B2 
~GE 50 - 5~ 43 
AGE 60 AND OVER 22 

N=( 3 6 ~ )  
WHITE "~?l 
~LACK 4 
~,~ERICAN I ~,[~ I Ar! 21 
MFX I CAN 20 
OR I E NT At 0 
LATIN 2 
CTHER RACF3 I 

STATIJS N=( 3 7 0 )  
FULL-T I fF  781 
PART-TIME 17 
NPT EMPLOYED 37 
HOUSEWIFF lO 
STUDENTS 14 
~RETI ~EP II 

TYPE N= [ 366) 
UNEMPLgYEO 47 
PRC -~ / TEC "4 47 
CLERICAL l SALES 29 
SE F~VICES 43 
At, RI CqJLTUP ':- ~0 
PRCC ES S I ~G 4R 
MACHIN; TR ~nFS 20 
P A h R I C ~ T I f l , ~  / PFPAIR 1B 
ST ~tlCT~IO.&L 17 
~TH =. ~ 67 

B 

I I . 8 1  

5 . ~ ,  
17 .5~. 
16.2~ 
I I  .4~ 
~ . I~  
~ . I ~  

I0 .4~ 
14.0 !' 
7.I '~ 

I .0~ 
5.6~ 
5.4~ 
0.0~ 
0.5~ 
0.2~ 

75.q~ 
4.5~ 

I0.0~K 
2.7," 
3.7~ 
2.9~ 

12.~% 
12.8~ 

7 . g l  
I I  .7"~ 

13. I~' 
5.4~' 
4.9~ 
4.6~ 

18.3~ 
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YEARS IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-13 {Continued) 

I DAHO 
AVERAGS YEARS IN 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6-10 
11-15 
16-20 
21 .%~'D OVF ~" 

N= ( 
l[)A 

RE HABI L I T AT I ON 

l q O )  
2 4 . 4  

12 
4 
5 
5 
4 

16 
I 0  
20 

108 

CCI L~P T ALCOHOL 

f 

DATA N=( 400) 
ATTENDE90L-F. DRIVING 40 
ATTENDED DICP 45 
~.T T ENDED C o,.JRT-S CHuOL 157 

UARITAL STAT!IS 

SCHOOL DATA N:{ 
~F. GAT I VE I ~PcOVEMENT 
Z=RD I MPROVE~!~NT 
I MPRCVFM~_NT 1-4 

5-~ 
I0 -14  
15-19 
20-U P 

N= ( 

DE ~= NDENT S 

MARRIED 
SI NGLE 
ql VOP.C E L~ 
Wl DOWE D 
SE" PE~ATEC 
CTHF F 

N= ( 

R E L I G I C N  

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
B 
g 

0 
1÷ 

N=( 
PRCTESTANT 
CATHCLIC 
JEWISH 
P, ORMCN 
CTHER 

157) 
6 
0 

40 
7q 
21 

5 
3 

371) 
155 
96 
61 
17 
II 

1 

2 0 7 l  
6 4  
44 
33 
21 
20 
13 

6 
5 
0 
0 
1 
0 

l C 2 )  
6R 
34  
0 

3 3  
57 

6 . 3 .  ~ 
2 . 1 ~  
2 . 6 ~  

2 . 1 ~  
8 . 4 ~  
5 .2~ '  

1 3 . 6 ~  
5 6 . 8  ~ 

I 0 . 0 ~  
l l . 2 ' f  
3q  ,,?9' 

P.  57,; 
0.09' 

25.4q~ 
5 0 . 3  ~ . 
1 3 . 3 ~ '  
3.1~ 
5,0~ 

1 6 . 4  ~ 
4 . 5 ~  
2 . 9 ~ '  
0 . 2 ~  

21.2~: 
15.a~ 
I 0 .  i~' 
g.6~. 
6.29' 
2 .85 
2.4.- 
0.0~. 
0.0% 
0.4% 
0.0~ 

3 5 . 4 Z  
17 .7~ ,  

0 . 0  z 
1 7 . 1 ~  
2 9 . 6 ~ '  
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YEARS MARRIED 
EXHI B IT 

t.V F~ AG:  
1 

2 
3 
4 

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

2 0 +  

5.0-13 (Continued) 
N= ( 

EOUCATI ON 
AVERAGE 

I -6  
7 - 9  

i0  
I I  
12 
13 
It, 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEAR£ 
N= ( 

INCOWE 
LESS THAN $ 4 0 0 0  

~%.000-5 £V9 
6 0 0 0 - 7 0 9 q  
3 0 0 0 - 9 9 9 9  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1 9 9 9  
1 2 O O 0 - 1 3 9 9 ~  
14030- 159~9 
15000-17999 
18000-1999£ 
2 0 0 0 0 - U P  

~=( 

~AC DATA 
,~VERAGE RAC 
~VERAGE POSITIVE RAC 

NEGATIVE 
• 01  - . O Z ,  

• 0 5  - . 0 9  
. 1 0 -  . 1 4  
• 15  - . 1 9  
. 2 0 -  . 2 4  
. 2 5  + 

N=(  

Z E F U S E D  TEST  
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 CR ~ORE 

N=( 

I19) 
1 3 . 4  

? 
,3 

9 
7 

31 
12 
13 
3O 

367) 
II.~ 

12 
66 
~3 
41 

]31 
25 
23 
II 
17 
8 

365) 
102 
7J 
70 
52 
29 
11 
13 
5 
0 

13 

24~} 
.I~5% 
.140% 

8 
I 

35 
108 
68 
20 

9 

400) 
20 
0 
0 

0 

w 

5.q!  
7.6~ 
7.6~ 
5 . ~  

26.21 
I 0 . I ~  
11.0~ 
25,4~ 

7.1~ 
17.9~ 

S . 9 ~  
l t , l ~  
35.6~ 

6°?~ 
2 . 0 ~  
4.6~ 
2°I~ 

l q . l ~  
lq.l% 
14.2 • 
7.q~ 
3.0~ 
3.5 ? 
1.3~ 
0.0~ 
3.5~ 

3.21 
0.4~ 

14.01 
43.3% 
27.3~ 
8.01 
3.6~ 

5.05 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

6 
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~I AGNOSTI C 
EXHIBIT S ; 0-13 (Continued) 

IEST SCOR~S N:I 162 
AVERAG~ aL C,%CD q . 6  

1 - 1 1  110 
12-19 28 
20-2~ 13 
30-39 2 
40 -4Q 0 
50-UP 0 

73.4~ 
17.2~ 
8.0~ 
1.2~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

DRINKER CLASS 

VIDLATIONS nN 

D~TA N: ( 400 
PRORLEM 4 
NO ~-,- PROP, L E ~'~ 396 
UNn, E ¢ I NE P 0 
EST. PROB. m~INKERS 43 

ADB N=( 400 
1 OWl : 0 4  
2 DWI 65 
3 DWl i 0  
4 DWI 3 
5+ DWI 0 
AVERAGE NR DVIS l . l g  

1.0~ 
9~.0% 
O.OI 

I0.71 

76.0~ 
16.P~ 

2o5V 
0 . 7 ~  
0.0~ 

I - 2  NOH A l i  VIOt. ATICNS 124 _~I.0,'7 
3-4 28 7.0"~ 
5 -6  3 0.7~ 
7 - 8  3 O. 7'~; 
@ lip 0 0.0~' 
AV~AGF NON AlP VIOL .75 

i ~CCI DEkT Cl 
2 ACCIDENTS 23 
3 ACCIDENT~ 4 
4 OR M"IRF. 2 
AVER NO ~CCI~ENTS .39 

CRIMI KAL INVESTI GATI ON DSTA N:( 175 
I-2 M I S O ~."-. ANnRS 90 
3-4 MI SDE~_:ANORS 36 
5+ MISDE~F~NORS 49 
AVe NO,, MI:-.DEM~A~O°S 4.16 
1-2 FELONI#ZS I 
3-4 FELONI :S 0 
5+ =ELONIFS I 
AVG NO FFLnN!F:S .06  
I-2 AIR MI .~OEM,T-ANOQS 36 
3--4 AIR MI%F)E'.4EAN:3PS 4 
5¢ A/R ;.IISL)EMEANH~S 6 
AVG NO ~/r( MISDEMEANOOS 1.15 
I - 2  AIR FELONIES 0 
3 - 4  A/R FEL,INIES 0 
5+ A/R FELT!NIES 0 
AVC, NO A/R .:_~LDNIES .00 

2 7 . 7 ~  
5 . 7 ~  

0 , 5 ~ '  

5 1 . 4 ~  
2C.5~  
2 8 . 0 ~  

0 . 5 ~  
0.0 '~ 
0,5~'  

2 0 . 5 : :  
2 . 2 ~  
3 . 4 ~  

0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0.0% 
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EXHIBIT 5. O-13(Continued) 
AVG PAYS TO TYPE I R-CID 

i 
2 
3 

AVG PAYS TO TYPE 2 :ECID 
I 
2 
3 

~VG DaYS Tll TYPE 3 RECIn 
I 
2 
3 

65 
20 

9 

56 
34 
15 

5~ 
36 
15 

21. a. DaYS • 
123 DAYS 
250 DAYS 

I 83 DAYS 
123 D~YS • 
l.qO DAYS 

1 8 3  DaYS 
1 2 . 3 0 A  YS 
I.~O DaYS • 
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IDAHO 
EXHIBIT S.O-14 

ALCOHOL SAFETY ACT ION 
PROFILF ANALYSIS 

PROJECT 

UNDEFI NED 

SAMPLE SIZE : 

DR INK ER S 1975 

136 

SE X 

HE IGHT 

MALES 
=E MALES 

AVERAGE HEIGHT 

N=( 

N=( 

I I I )  
102 

g 

112)  
6 8 . 8  

g l ,8T 
8.1Y 

WE IGHT 

AGE 

B 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

AVERAGE WEIGHT 

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

WHITE 
BL AC K 
AMERICAN INDIAN 
MEXICAN 
nR I E NT AL 
LATIN 
OTHER RACES 

TU S 
FU LL-T I M E 
PA RT -T I M E 
NOT EMPL CIY ED 
H{'JUS EW I ~F 
STUDENTS 
RETI =~ED 

N=( 

N= ( 

N = (  

N = [  

112) 
1 6 0 . 6  

114) 
34.7 

16 
17 
19 
14 

8 
7 

I I  
15 
7 

122)  
105 

O 
3 

13 
0 
0 
1 

123}  
76 

g 

27 
3 
3 
5 

14.07 
14.q~ 
16.61 
12.21 
7.OZ 
6.11 
q,6T 

13.17 
6.1~ 

8&,OY 
0,0% 
2,4~ 

10o67 
0,0~ 
0°0~ 
O,BT 

61.7~ 
7 . 3 ~  

2 1 . 9 7  
2.4~ 
2.4~ 
4.0~ 

OCCUPATION TYPE 
UN 
PR 
CL 
SE 
AG 
PR 
MA 
FA 
ST 
(3T 

EM PL OY ED 
OF / TFCH 
ERICAI / SALES 
RV ICES 
R] CIILTUR E 
OC ES S I NG 
CHINE TRADES 
BRICATIC~N I REPAIQ 
RUCTUP AL 
HE R 

N=( 122l 
IB 

B 
5 

11 
14 

1 
? 
7 

I I  
40 

14,7T 
6,~T 

g,09' 
11,4• 
0,8~ 
5,7'~ 
5,79 
':) °Of 

32,7~ 



YEARS IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Cont inued)  

IDAHO N={ 106 l  
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 22.2 
! "t 
2 2 
3 5 
4 3 
5 2 
6-I0 I0 
l i - 1 5  13 
16-20 I(, 
21 AND OVER 48 

REHABILITATION DATA N=( 136}  
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 15 
AT TE Nr)Er~ OICP 26 
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 42 

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL r)BTA N=I 
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 
ZE RO I MPROVEMENT 
IMPROVEMENT I - 4  

5-9 
I 0 - 1 4  
15-19 
20 -U P 

42 I  
2 
0 

13 
22 

4 
0 
I 

MARI TAL ST ~TUS 
MARRIFD 
S I NG LE 
DI VORC E9 
WIDOWED 
SEPERATEO 
(]THE 

N= I 122)  
52 
31 
2(5 

7 
6 
0 

DE PENDE NT S 
O 
l 
2 
3 
6. 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

I 0  
1 [ +  

N=( 124)  
41 
32 
23 
12 

8 
2 
4 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

RELIGION 
PROTESTANT 
CATHOL TC 
,IE WI SH 
MORMON 
OTHER 

N=( 15) 
ST 
25 
0 

17 
1.6 

0 

6 . 6 ~  

4 . 7 T  
2 o8~ 
1.8 '~  
q . 4 1  

1 2 . 2 ~  
I 5 . 0 ' ~  
45 .2 '~  

I I . 0 ~  
i g . l ~  
3 0 . 8 ~  

4o7T 
0.0~ 

3 0 . q ~  
5 2 . 3 ~  

g . 5 ~  
O.OT 
2.3T 

42.6~ 
25.4~ 
21.3~ 

5 ° 7 ~  
4,9~ 
0.0~ 

~ 3 . 0 1  

I B . 5 ~  
g . 6 1  
6 . 4 I  
1 . 6 1  
3 . 2 ~  
1 . 6 T  
0 . 0 ~  
0 . 0 ~  
0.0~ 
0.0~ 

4Q.SZ 
21o7T 

0 .Of 
14.77 
I3.9~ 

136 



YEARS MARR I ED 

EXHIBIT S.0-14 

AVERAGE 
1 
2 
3 
4 

5-10 
11-15 
1 6 - 2 0  

20+ 

EDUCATION 
AVERAGE 

1 - 6  
7 - 9  

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 

17 AND UP 

YEARS 

INCOME 
LESS THAN $ 4 0 0 0  

4 0 0 0 - 5 9 9 9  
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 q 9  
8000 - 9 9 9 q  

1 0 0 0 0 - 1 1  999 
1 2 0 0 0 -  1399q  
14000-1509q 
16000-17999 
IROOO-lqqq9 
20000-UP 

BAC DATA 
AVERAGE P. AC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC 

NEGATIVE 
• 0 1  - . 0 4  
, 0 5  - . 0 ¢ ;  
• 1 0 -  . 1 4  
• 15 - . 1 9  
, 2 0  - . 2 4  
o Z 5  + 

RE FUSED TEST 
ONCE 
TWICE 
3 OR Mt')RF 

(Cont inued)  

N={ 58!  
9 . 3  

6 
8 
4 
4 

17 
7 
5 
7 

N=( 121) 
I0•5 

8 
33 
10 
14 
39 

0 
12 
3 
2 
0 

N = (  116)  
44 
23 
13 
17 

7 
7 
3 
1 
0 
1 

N = {  7 1 )  
. 1 5 4 ~  
• 161 '~  

3 
0 
5 

26 
22 
10 

5 

N=( 136)  
lq  

0 
0 

I0,3~ 
13,77 
6.8~ 
6,R~ 

29.3~ 
12,01 
8,6T 

12,09' 

2 7 . 2 Y  
B . 2 ~  

II .5~ 
32 .2~ '  

0.0 '~  
g , 9 ~  
2 , 4 ~  

O.OT 

37 .qT, 
l q . 8 ~  
I I . 2 ~  
1 4 . 6 ~  

6 .0~ .  
6 . 0 ~  
2o5" t  
0 . 8 1  
0 . 0 ~  
0 , 8 ~  

4 . 2 ~  
O , O t  
7 . 0 ~  

3 6 . 6 ~  
3 0 . 9 ~  
14oOT 

7 . O r  

O . O l  
O . O I  
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DIAGNOSTIC TES 

EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Continued) 
T SCORES N=( g8l 
AVERAGE ALCADD I I . 3  

I - I  1 60 
t 2 - t 9  23 
2 0 - 2 q  13 
30-3 9 2 
40 -4 9 0 
50 -U P 0 

6 1 . 2 ~  
23.4~'  
13 .2~  
2.0~ 
O.OI 
O.OT 

:)R I NKER CLASS 

Vl OLATI ONS ON 

CRIUlNAL INVES 

DATA N=( 136) 
PRP,~LEW I 
NON-PROfiLE M 0 
UNOEFINEr: 135 
EST. PRF3B. DRINKERS 27, 

ADB N=( 1 36) 
I DWI 94 
2 DWI 24 
3 DWI 8 
4 DWI 2 
5+ OWI I 
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.31 

O . 7 Z  
O.O~- 

q g . 2 ~  
l q . f l T  

69.17 
17.6~ 
5 .81  

0.7~ 

I-2 NON ~/R VIOLATIONS 42 30.89 
3-4 15 II .Of 
5-6 6 4.41 
7 - 8  2 1 . 4 ~  
9 IJP 2 1.4T 
AVERAGE NON AIR VIOL 1 . 2 7  

I ACCI DENT 30 22.0~. 
2 ACCIDENTS 9 6.6~'  
3 ACCIDENTS 4 2 . q l  
4 OR MORE I 0 . 7 ~  
AVER N~ ACCIDENTS , 47  

TIGATION DATA N=( 7) 
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 4 
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 2 
5+ MISDEMEANORS [ 
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 3 . [ 4  
1-2 FELONI ES 2 
3-4 FELONIES 0 
5+ F EL,nN IE S I 
AVG NO FELONIES 1 . 7 l  
I-2 A/~ MISDEMEANORS 6 
3 - 4  A/P ~ISDEMEANOP. S 2 
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 0 
AVG NO ~/R MISDEMEANORS 1.85 
I - 2  AIR CELONIES 0 
3-4 A/P ~ELONIES 0 
5+ AIR FELONIES 0 
AVG Nn AIQ FELONIES .00 

57.1~ 
28.57 
14.2Z 

28.5~ 
0.0~ 

14.2~ 

85.7~'  
2B.SZ 

0.07 

0.0~ 
0.0~ 
0.0~ 
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EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Continued) 
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RFCID 

I 2 z. 
2 16 
3 6 
4 4 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RFCID 
i 21 
2 18 
3 9 
4 

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID 
I 21 
~. 18 
3 
4 8 

637 DAYS 
?06 ~AYS 

81 DAYS 
107 DAYS 

601 DAYS 
196 ~AYS 
1 14 DAYS 

71 DAYS 

601 DaYS 
196 nA YS 
1 14 DAYS 

7 l  D~, YS 
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Ib&H.q 
EXHIBIT 5 . 0 - 1 5  

ALCOHOl SAFETY ACTION 
P.~:*F ILE ANALYSIS 

POOjErT 

UNDEFIhEO B~INKERS I C 7 4  

SEX 

~F IGHT 

wE IGHT 

ACE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT STA 

OCCUPATION TYP 

SAMPLE SI7F : 261 

~AL~S 204 
FEMALES l ~  

N= ( 2 2 3 )  
",V t-P AGE ~4F I,',HT 6 ~ . 1  

N= ( 223 ) 
AVt'~A(,E W': IGHT io4.4 

N : (  2 2 5 )  
~V ER AC.E AGE 34.3 
AGE tO ~qP, lESS 29 
AGE 20 - Z4 42 
AGE 25 - 2q 3R 
AGE 30 - 34 16 
~GE 35 - 39 21 
AGE 40 - ".4 Z3 
AGE 45  - 4q to 
~GF ~0 - =,'~ Z3 
AGE 60 AF!F~ ~7V.=R 14 

N= { 2(~6) 
WHITF P~6 

PLACK 3 
~MFRICAN I NDIAN 19 
~'EXICAN I~ 
~R I E NT AL 0 

LATIN 0 
OT WEtR RACES 0 

TtlS N:(  265) 
FULL-T I ME 179 
PAPT-TIME 13 
r~OT _=M FL OY ZD 50 
HOUSEWIFE 3 
STUDENTS l 0  
PET I RE P tO 

E N=( 256) 
UNEMPLOY F9 B4 
OepF / TCCH 15 
CLERICAL ! SALES 14 
SERVICFS 38 
AG=ICULT~I; ~ 18 
P~ ,qcEssI N,; 29 
u-~CH I NF T~.aDE3 i 0  
=AD~ICATI ),',, / =,EPAI ~ 13 
ST P, UCTUR AI 26 
r, TH~ ~ 5g 

9 1 • 4 " 
,:i . ! Y  

12.?~ 
18.6~ 
1 6 . ~  
7.1~ 
9 . 3 9 '  

I 0 . 2 ~  
R.4~ 

I 0 . ?~  
( , .  2~' 

84 ,q'~ 
t.l~ 
7 . i ~  
6.7Y 
0.0Y 
0.0~ 
0 . 0 ~  

6 7 . 5 Y  
4 . 9 Y  

1 8 . 8 ~ '  

3 . 7 1  
3 . 7 Y  

13.Z~ 
5.8~ 
5.41 

14.8~ 
?.UY 

ii .3~ 
3.g~ 
= O~ 

I0.I .~ 
23.0% 
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YFARS IN 

EXHIBIT 5.0-15 (Continued) 

ID~H~ N:(  2 4 6 )  
&VFRAGE Y.~kS IN IDA 2 0 . 5  
1 1 6  
2 12 
3 tO 

12 
5 ? 
6 - 1 0  21 
1 1 - 1 5  Z2 
1 6 - 2 0  35 
21 AN~ q V ! ~  ttl 

RE-. HARI LITAT ION D~T ~ N: I 2£,I ) 
ATTEND-D nLF.  DRIVING 29 
ATTENDED OICP 43 
AT T .--. ND E .'] C, OU ~T-S CH!JOL r~0 

C rl l jR T &LC OHOL SCHOQL D,~T= ~- N=( c,O) 
~;E(;ATIVE ] ~r~4OVEMENT ? 
ZE c')  IMop~7V:M~NT 0 
I MPROVSME,NT 1-4 2b 

5 -9  41 
lO -14  16 
15-19 l 
20-;~ P 4 

MAqlTAL ST ~,TUS N= { 204 ) 
~AkRIEIJ 1 ]<" 
S I N(, L 9 77 
;~ I vF3 ~r F-F) 50 
WI [.1 '~' W..D 4 
£ "- p~ RA T "- .'7. 14 

,= 0 C,TH,. R 

['E PENDENTS 
0 
I 
2 
B 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
0 

I0 
11+ 

N :  ( 

R E L I G I O N  
pp r'T E s'r & :,;I 
CATHOL IC 
IF~ I SH 

MF;RMCN 
CT HE 

N=( 

2 6 7 )  
I01 

56 
B4 
18 
31 
q 
O 

S 

2 
O 
2 
0 

2 4 8 )  
104 

50 
0 

31 
63 

4.~ 
4. Ill 
4.~5 
2 .:~% 
r~, 5q' 

14.?~ 
4 5 . 1 ~  

1 5 . 3 ~  
3 2 . 0 ~  

2 . ? t '  

2 q .  :3• 

1 7 . 7 ~  
l . l ~  
4 . 4 ~  

45.0~ 
2 £ . 1 ~  
I R . £ ~  

] . 5 ~  
5 . 3 ~  
O.O~ 

~ ? . ~  

2 1 . 7 5  
12.1~ 

6 .7~  
I I . 6 .  ~ 

3.B~ 
3 . 3 ~  
I . I ~  
0.7~' 
O.O~ 
0 . 7 1  
O.C)~ 

41 ,o'~ 
2 0 . I ~  

O . q ~  
12 .5 '~  
2'.3.4:~ 
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Y;ARS MAO R I En 
EXHIBIT 5.0-15(Con~inued) 

~I: ( 132 

I 16 

3 6 

5 - I 0  24 
II -15 14 
16-20  14 
20+ 34 

~DUCATION ~I:( 259 
AVERAGE YFA:S 1 0 . 9  

I - o  i i  
7 - 9  5~ 

I 0  22 
I I  ~2 
L2 q 3  
13 15 
14 19 
15 5 
16 6 

17 AND UP 1 

INCOME 
LESS 

: N={ 253) 
T HA N $400U a 

~+3C0-599 c 43 
6 0 0 0 - 7 9 9 ¢  ~ 1 
8 ~ 1,)-"~ :J'}~ 31 

lOF)30-1 ] 9°~ l I 
I ? ' ) 0 0 -  i ~9~9 7 
14300- I ~, Oc)"~ 12 
lhO00- 17t~9 -~ I 
I~00 O- 199°.o 3 
20000-UP 5 

~AC DATA 
AVERAG~ RAC 
~VE~AG- P,")SITIVE RAC 

NE(.;AT I V £ 
. 0 1  - . 0 4  
. 0 5 -  . 0 9  

• I 0  - .14  
• 15 - . I  n 
• ?0 - .24  
• 25 + 

N=( 

REF~ISEO TEST 
F~CE 
TWICF 
3 OR 

N=I 

173) 
• ] 52'~ 
. 1 5 6 ~  

4 
I 

21 
55 
63 
24 
i0 

281) 
?0 
3 
0 

12.1'~ 
12 .19  

6 o 0 1  
18.1~ 

I0. ~, 
25.7~ 

6 .25  
21 .2~  

8.4'~ 
12.3~ 
35.  ~'K, 

5.7% 
7 .33  

2 .3~ 
0.3~' 

35. l ' r  
1 6 . ; ~  
2 0 . I ~  
i 2 . 2 ~  

4. B'~' 

4 .  t~- 
0.3~ 
l . I ~ '  
I . '9~ 

2.2~ 
C.51{ 

I I • 7~; 
30.81 
3~. 3'f 
13.41 

" . 1 ~  
1 • O ;  
0.0W~ 
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nl AGNOSTIC 
EXHIBIt 

TEST SC~F'~ S 
AVFRAG ~. 

I - I I  
1 2 - I  ~ 
2 0 - 2 q  
30-30 
40-4 9 
50-U P 

5.0-15 (Continued) 
N: ( 

ALCADD 

DRINKER CLASS DATA 
P~C~LE~ 
NC)N- PR OR LE 
UNDEPlNFn 
EST. PROP. nr-,l NK ERS 

N=[ 

Vl OLATI CIvS FN AD8 
1 OWl 
2 CWI 
3 CWl 
4 OWX 
5+ DWl 
aVERAGE 

l -  2 NON 
3-4 
5 - 6  
7-H 

AVERAGE 

N.} DwIS 

Al P V I OL ~T l O'~:S 

,q= ( 

N:II': Al&" VlnL 

1 ACC] DEI'!T 
2 ACC!,DLK'- S 
3 ACCIOEN'S 
4 CR MCPF. 
AVeR NO ASCIOE~!TS 

CR!~IIXAL I NVESTIG~TI']K ~3ATA N={ 
i - 2  M159F'-Iz. AN'):~S 
3-4 ~I SDE:~EAN:.)~$ 
5+ MISF)EM~ aNORS 
~VG NF~. ;~TSDFM,'T:AN3~S 
I - 2  FELDX~!~S 
3-4 FEL~NILS 
5+ :ELL]NI  ~S 
AVG Nn FEL~NIFS  
1 -2  A/1~ w. IS[)EMEANO~-q 
3-4 AI,~ ~IS~r_'4FANOPS 
5+ ~/R MISt,E:MFANGRS 
~VC, NO Al.~ ,~ISDEMEA;I~I~3 
i - 2  A/K F,-L~INIES 
3-4 A/R F~LF}NIES 
54 AIP ~ELCNIFS 
AVG NO A/:~ FFLONIES 

162} 
1.1.4 

:~ 2 
5O 
17 
2 
I 
0 

2~I) 
2 
1 

278 
61 

281)  
l@l 

52 
22 

4 
I 

1.35 

e. 3 
40 

9 
6 
3 

1.35 

()? 

16 
1 
I 

. 3 5  

46)  
24 

9 
13 

3 . 6  ° 
3 
I 
I 

. 3 0  
l q  

3 
3 

I . I 0  
I 
0 
0 

. 0 4  

50 • 77 

I 0.4Y 
1 . 2 ~  
0.6~ 
0.0~ 

0.7~ 
0.3Y 

2 1 . 7 ~  

6"I. 9~ 

1 8 . 5 ~  

0 . 3 ~  

2 c . 5 ~  
14.2~K 

3 .2% 
2 . l : i  
l . 0 ~  

22.0~ 
5.6~ 
0.3~ 
0.3~ 

5 2 . 1 ~  
I C . 5 5  

2 • I~: 
2 . ] ?  

6.5~ 
(::. 5~c 

2 .1 '~  
O.OF 
0.0~ 
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EXHIBIT 5.0-15 [Continued) 
AVG DAYS TC TYPF I oSCID 

I 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 R~CID 
I 
2 
3 
4 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 QECID 
I 
2 
3 
4 

52 
44 
12 

4 

48 
44 
24  
4 

48 
44 
24 

4 

.560 nAYS 
I~.2 DAYS 
12. ~ DAYS 

b~ DAYS 

554 D ,~ Y S.~ 
t 6 5  DA'~S 
103 DAYS 

54 DAY~ 

I ~ 5  r:AYS 
18~ DAYS 

~4 DAYS 

B 
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.\ 

SEX 

YEISHT 

WF IGHT 

AGE 

RACE 

EMPLOYMENT 

OCCUPATION 

IDAHO 

EXHIBIT 5.0-16 

ALCnHPL SAFETY ACTION 
p r n r I I F  ANALYSIS 

PROJ ECT 

UN[EFINED DPlNK~S lC. 73 

SAMPLE SIZ~ : 275 

N: I 205) 
MALES 185 
FEMALES 20 

N: I 204 ) 
AVERAC, E HEIC, HT 6e.q 

N={ 204) 
AVERAGE W ~-IGHT 162.7 

N=( 208) 
AVERAGE AGE 36.4  
t-GE Ig OR LESS 15 
A r,F 20 - 2z~ 36 
AGE 2b - 29 33 
AGE 30 - B4 18 
~GE 35 - ~ 24 
AGE z~O - z,4 23 
AG E 45 - 49 20 
AGE 50 - 5~ 25 
~GE 60 AND LIVER 14 

N: ( 230) 
WHITE I01 
~LACK 2 
AMFRICAN INDIAN 16 
~EXICaN l g  
CRIENTAL 0 
LATI N 0 
ETHER RAGAS 2 

STATUS N:( 228) 
FULL-TIME 150 
PART-TI Mm 16 
NOT E~I PLOYED 35 
HOUSEWIFF 9 
STUDEhTS 11 
PETIRFD 7 

TYPE N:( 2251 
UNE ~ PLOY EL) 2g 
PRCF / TECH 24 
CLERICAL / SALES 12 
SERVICES 31 
AGRI CULTIV~ E 28 
PRCCESSIN ; 25 
MACHINE TK AOES 3 
~AHRICATI;!~ / REPAIR 6 

ST~:JCTURAL g 
CTHER 58 

c.. 7'Z 

7.2~ 

17.3~ 
15.8~ 
B.6~ 

II.5~ 
l I .n% 
q.6~ 

12.0~ 
6.7s: 

~ . 0 ~  
0 . 8 : {  

3 . 2 ~  
O.O~ 
Q..O~ 
0 . 8 %  

65.7'~ 
7.0~ 

15.3~& 
3.q~ 
4.R~ 
3.0~ 

12,a~ 
IO.6~ 
5.3~ 

13.7~ 
17.4~ 
ii.i~ 
1.3~ 
2.6~ 
4 . 0 ~  

2 5 . 7 ~  
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EXHIBIT 5.0-16 [Continued) 

YEARS IN IUAHO N:( 102) 
AVEEAGF YEAkS IN IDA 19.6 
I [ I  
2 4 
3 
4 6 
5 I 
6-10 8 
11-15 10 
[6-20 I[ 
21 AND OV~P. 41 

REHABILITATION D~TA N: ( 275) 
ATTENDED t)EP. DPIVING 40 
~T TENOFD :)ICP )8 
~TTENDED C CURT-SCHOCL 67 

COL~.T ~ LC (]Hf]L SCH3CL DaT ~ N=( P. 71 
NF_GATIVE I PPRqVEMENT 2 
ZEP'] I MPF~IVEMENr 0 
IM FROVEMEN ~" I - 4  20 

5-9 %4 
10-14 16 
15-19 2 
Z 0 -U P 3 

~'ARI TAL ST ~TLIS N: ! 229} 
MARRIED ] 16 
S[ NGL[ ~0 
(,I VCl RC -_-- r) 36 
'wl DF~WE D '~ 
SE PE RATE~ 8 
rTHER 0 

DEPENDENTS N:( 132) 
0 55 
I 24 
2 20 
3 12 
4 6 
5 5 
6 4 
7 2 
8 I 

2 
0 I 
i+ 0 

~E L IG I CN N:( i l l )  
PR []TE<TAN- 40 
CA TH,']L IC 25 
IEW|SH 0 
MORMCN i l  
CTH~R 25 

IC.7Z 
3.q$ 

C.O~ 
7.~ 

I0.7~ 

14.5~ 
] 3 .;IZ 
31.6~ 

2.2 • 
0.01 

22.9% 
50.5~ 
I~ .3~ 
2.21 
3.4~ 

50.6t 
26.2~ 
15.7t 
3.q~ 
3.49 
6.0~ 

41.6~C 
18 .1~  
15.1~r 

g.o~' 
4.5% 
3 . 7 ~  
3 . 0 ~  
1.5~z 
0 . 7 ~  
i .59 '  
0.7~ 
0.0% 

~6. O~ 
22 .S~ 
0. OE 

I~.9~ 
22.5~ 



YEARS ~ARRIED 

EXHIBIT5.0-16 [Continued) 

N={ b l )  
AVERAGE 13.4 

1 9 
2 6 
3 3 
4 4 

5-10 I I  
I I  -15 7 
16-20 7 
20+ 15 

-Dl;C AT I ON N:( 226) 
AVFRAG~ YEARS 10.6 

I-6 12 
7-g 55 
I0 ig 
I t  31 
12 79 
13 7 
14 12 
15 3 
16 5 

17 AND UP 3 

INCCWE N= | 224} 
LESS THAN $4000 bg 

4C0"-5999 34 
6000.-7999 54 
800~'-9999 24 

I0000-ii ggq 20 
12000- 13ggg IO 
14000-159gQ 6 
16000- iTg99 I 
18000-19999 0 
20000-UP 6 

I~AC DATA 
AVERAGE RAC 
AVERAGE POSITIVE 8AC 

KEC, ATIVE 
.01 - .04 
.05 - .Oq 
.I0 - .14 
. 1 5  - . 1 9  

.20 - .24 

.25 + 

N=( 

REFUSED TEST N:( 
CNCE 
TWICE 
3 [R MORE 

155) 
• 160% 
. 162~ 

2 
1 

I0 
53 
51 
27 
I I  

275} 

O 
O 

13.1~ 
9.~% 
4.c~? 

b.5~ 
18.C% 
II .4~ 
I I  .4~ ~ 
24.~ 

e.7, ~ 
24.3~ 
£.4~ 

13.7~. 
34. O~ 
3 .q~ 
5.3f~ 
1.3~ 
2.2~ 
l .3~ 

36 .~ 
15.1~ 
24.1~ 
IO .7~ 

4.4~ 
2.6~ 
0.4% 
(~.09 
2.6~ 

I .2T 
0.6~ 

34.1~ 
32.9~ 
17.4~ 
7.0~ 

6.g~ 
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DIAGNOSTIC TES 

DQINKER CLASS 

VIOLATICNS CN 

CRIMINAL INVFS 

EXHIBIT S. O-16.(Continued) 

T SCO~ES N=( gO) 
AVERAGE ALCABD 12.5 

1 - 1 1  S3 
1 2 - 1 9  26 
2 0 - 2 9  8 
30-39 2 
40-4 g 0 
50-U P I 

DATA N=( 275) 
PRCBLEM I 
NOb- P.~ CB LE M 5 
UNDEFINED 269 
~_ST. PROn. DRINKERS 65 

ADB N:( 275) 
I DWI 174 
2 OWl 70 
3 F)WI 20 
4 DWI 4 
5+ OWl 0 
AVERAGE Nrl Owls 1.41 

5 R . S I  
2 8 , R I  

8,£% 
2 . 2 1  
0 . 0 ~  

0 . 3 ~  

G7.81  
2 3 . 6 ~  

~ . ? I  
25.4m 

7 . 2 ~  
1 .4~  
O.GE 

I - 2  NON A/k VlOLATICNS 71 25.R~ 
3-4 28 I0 .1~ 
5-6 I I  4 , 0 ~  
7 - 8  I 0 . 3 ~  
q UP 2 0.77 

AVERAGE N[IN A/R VIOL .97  

I ACCIOENI 57 2 0 . 7 1  
2 ACCIDENTS 12 4 . 3 ~  
3 ACCIDENTS 4 1.4% 
4 OR MC~RE 0 C).O~ 
AVER NO A(,CIOENTS .33  

TIGATI ON F.-~T A N=( 102) 
I.-2 ~I SDE'!EANOFS 48 
3 - 4  ~ISDE'~EANORS tB 
5+ ~ ISDEM~!ANORS 36 
AVG NO. M: SDEMEANORS 4.22 
1-2  FELr, NIES 4 
3-4 CELON I ES 0 
5+ FELCNIr:S 1 
AVG NO ¢Lt CNIES .14 
I - 2  A/R ,~!SDEMEANOeS 3R 
3-4 AIR M;Sq=MEAtlF)RS B 
5+ AIR MI,,,'.]EMEANCRS 0 
AVG NO A/i', ~IS[)EMEANORS t .23  
I - 2  Ale r---LGNIES 1 
3-4 A/R F':.L:)NIES 0 
5. A/R FF!.CNIES 0 
AVG Nil A/'{ FFLONI_=3 ..]0 

47.0~'  
17.6% 
3 5 . 2 ~  

3.9~ 
0 . 0 ~  
O.ql 

3 7 . 2 ~  

0.gT 
0.0~ 
C.O~ 

I "  

J 

. , f "  
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EXHIBIT 5.0-16 (Continued) 

~VG DAYS TC TYPE I EECII) 
I 
2 
3 

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECIU 
I 
2 
3 

~VG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECI'I 
1 
2 
3 

70 
40 
12 

b5 
44 
2L 

65 
L+4 
21 

343 DAYS 
I~4 DAYS 

74 DAYS 

332 DAYS 
I~4 DAYS 

64 DAYS 

332 DAYS 
],~4 DAYS 

64 DAYS 

ei. 

\ 
\ 
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