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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 136 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
1973 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 3.0 analyzes drinker classification profiles. We compared socio-economic
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

This report is an analysis of the full three operational years of the Idaho
Alcohol Safety Action Project (ASAP). This is the fourth in a series of annual
analytic studies which are written in an effort to determine the effects of

the project in Idaho. The first series of studies dealt with only six months
of operational data collected during the start-up period. The present series
of studies will primarily analyze the data collected during 1973, 1974 and 1975,
Data previous to 1973 is mainly indicative of the drinker-driver situation
before the ASAP began impacting the community towards the close of 1972.

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
Rehdbilitation

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. This function
is carried out by the Idaho Licensing sub-division of the Department of Law Enforce-
ment.

~

All other countermeasures were successfully implemented and functioned throughout
the operational project period.

In June of 1975, after three and one-half years of operation, the full federal
funding of the program expired and the program was continued, although in a
somewhat modified version. The Public Information and Education countermeasure
was discontinued. The ASAP enforcement patrol of twenty six specially trained
state policemen and the presentence investigation team and the ASAP project
management continued, using state funding drawn from a three percent state
liquor tax surcharge. The Alcohol Data Bank and the Evaluation Information System
were continued under a special ASAP evaluation extension in order to report on
the effectiveness of the ASAP in its modified version. The remainder of the
countermeasure functions were continued in the state agencies in which they
originally evolved. '



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 long®
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 systems, 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 report is organized so as to be of optimum value to the reader at whatever
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 labeleg
so that they may be skipped over by all but the audiences for which they were
intended.



1.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE ASAP COMMUNITY

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
ijs desirable. Exhibit 1.1-1 presents a summary of community descriptor data
relating to the Idaho ASAP. Other less tangible aspects of the Idaho ASAP
community are also described in this section.

Idaho is a largely rural state of approximately five hundred miles in length

and three hundred miles in width. Most of the inhabitants live in population
centers under 50,000, There are approximately 56,000 miles of roads in the state
with only 142 state patrolmen in addition to local enforcement to provide traffic
law enforcement. Many of the state's roads are through winding mountainous areas
which are slick with ice and snow in the winter. There is a migrant farm labor
population during the summer, along with Indian reservations and military bases
which account for a disproportionate. number of DWI offenders. During the recre-
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 unmatchec
unidentified, not submitted, taken after four hours from the time of the accident,
or contaminated with embalming fluid. Less than 50 percent of the fatal blood
samples are received. 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 19 in
July of 1972, There is no lesser violation to which a DWI can be plea bargained
down to and still retain its indication as an alcohol-involved arrest. A DWI

is routinely treated as a misdemeanor. Subsequent DWI violations may be treated
as a felony, but this requires special action on the part of the prosecutor.
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 Proj:
Management in each region. These regional coordinators act as a localized manage
ment 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.



EXHIBIT 1.1-1
ASAP COMMUNITY DESCRIPTOR

1973-1974 1974-1975

Annual Alcohol Consumption Rate 1973 1974 1975 _Variance Variance
Beer (Million Gallons) 17.5 18.9 17.5 8.0% - 7.4%
Wine (Thousand Gallons) 935 975 1114 4.4% 14,3%
Liquor (Thousand Gallons) 977 1032 1131 5.6% 9.6%
Equivalent Drinks (Millions)* 300 321 - 319 7.0% - .6%
Per Capita Drink Consumption** 386.6 412.1 386.6 6.4% -6.2%
Licensed Drivers (Thousands) 540 551 567 2.0% 2.9%
Fuel Consumption (Million Gallons) 469 443 486 -5.5% 9.7%
Miles Driven (Billion Miles) 5,455 5.387 5.828 -1.2% 8.2%
Accidents

Fatal Accidents 277 281 237 1,4% -15.7%

A/R Fatal Accidents 92 93 89 1.1% - 4.3%

Fatalities 349 327 281 -6.3% -14,1%

Injury Accidents 7533 7234 7362 -4,0% - 1.8%

A/R Injury Accidents 910 977 766 7.4% -21,6%
ASAP Data - H Tables

DWI Arrests 6892 7719 6504 12.0% -15,7%

DWI Convictions 5995 7118 5644 18.7% -20.7%

(87.2%) (92.2%) (86.8%)
- BAC's Taken 2965 3652 3235 23,2% -11.4%
(43.2%) (51.3%) (49.7%)
Presentence Investigations 2749 2991 2545 8.8% -14,9%

(45.8%) (42.0%) (39.1%)

* Equivalent Drinks: 12 oz, beer = 4 oz, wine - 1.5 oz. liquor
** Based on population respectively for 1973, 1974 and 1975 of 776,000, 779,000, and 825,000,



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

Data Bank. Inactive countermeasures are the Medical Advisory Board and Prosecution
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.



1.2 EVALUATION INFORMATION SYSTEM -

The evaluation of the Idaho ASAP was contracted to a private systems
development corporation. In order to accomplish the objectives of
evaluation, an Evaluation Information System was developed. This system
is composed of an Alcohol Data Bank, the computer programs which create
and maintain it; and the evaluation computer programs which create Ap-
pendix H quarterly and annual tables and data analyses included in

the analytic studies. 1In addition, the project evaluators prepare the
data collected from various agencies for data entry to the Alcohol Data
Bank and aid Project Management in decision-making activities by pro-
viding information and special reports on an on-request basis.

When the ASAP program was in the planning stage, alcohol-related data

was gathered by many different agencies for internal use in a multitude
of data organization techniques. In order to facilitate the integration
of data concerning each individual who came in contact with the ASAP
system, the Alcohol Data Bank was established. This file acts as a
central repository of data concerning each individual and is organized

so that pertinent data can be easily retrieved by authorized personnel

to form a case history of an individual. Data from participating
agencies is collected on an on-going basis as subjects have initial

or repeat coptacts with an agency.

Exhibit 1.2-1 summarizes the data elements collected from various agencies
within the ASAP system. All elements taken together constitute a very
complete picture of the history and present status of any individual

in the system. In practice, defendant data is complete only to the extent
that it is collected by each agency. For instance, demographic data

is available only for valid, licensed drivers. Out-of-state drivers

and unlicensed drivers do, in fact, account for a significant number

of drivers arrested for DWI. Other demographic data such as family
income, education, employment status, occupation, religious preference,
etc., is collected by the presentence investigator in approximately
ninety percent of the investigations. Since presentence investigations
are requested in 42% of the convictions, then this data is present appro-
ximately 37.8% of the time. If a driver has recently moved to Idaho, then
his driver history folder will not contain his past violations. A driver
arrested for DWI who forfeits bond will not have a record of the arrest
in the driver file unless the arrest was made by the Idaho State Police.
Courts are only required to record convictions, and because withheld
judgments are not considered to be convictions by the court, they go
unreported unless the disposition was recorded by the Idaho State Police
or a presentence investigator and reported to the Alcohol Data Bank.

As with all computer systems, the data that comes out is only as good
as the data that goes in, and the Evaluation Information System is no
exception. The pre-ASAP baseline data that was collected going back to
the year 1969 reflects to a large extent the recent upgrades made to
Idaho's traffic records data. The Department of Law Enforcement began
recording DWI convictions statewide in 1969. Some records of withheld
judgments were submitted by the courts, but none were entered on the
driver records file. 1In 1969, only accidents that occurred on State
and Federal highways were recorded centrally. In 1970, all accidents



1.2 EVALUATION INFORMATION SYSTEM (Continued)

wvere recorded by the locations in which they occurred, but the license
numbers of the participants were not recorded. 1In 1972, the Department
of Highways constructed a manual index from police and citizen's acci-
dent reports to connect driver license numbers with accident report
numbers. The index was built to gain statistical data from the accident
files, and it was created using no controls. The accident report number
changed format several times, further complicating the matching process.
In April 1972, the Department of Law Enforcement began its own accident
index and the Department of Highways abandoned its accident index,
except for the copy retained by ASAP. Using the combined accident index
files of the two departments, the accident history file is passed
against the Alcohol Data Bank and accident segments are added whenever
there is a match on drivers license numbers. Using this technique, 40%
of the accidents requested from the baseline history tape were added

to the Alcohol Data Bank. -

The extent of alcohol involvement is understated for the Pre-ASAP period
due to the small number of blood alcohol tests taken and the low sample
rate of autopsy BACs. The Had Been Drinking indicators on traffic
tickets are seldom used by officers because they may become personally
liable if they cannot furnish proof of the implication of drinking.
Referrals to rehabilitation agencies are recorded when they are made

by an ASAP presentence investigator. The actual attendance of the

rehab is currently only known in the case of Court Alcohol School. In
other cases, there are no records of no-shows, drops, or satisfactory
completion.



EXHIBIT 1.2-1

ALCOHOL DATA BANK DATA ELEMENTS

Information

Source

Subject Demographic Data

License Suspension Data

Driver Improvement Counseling
Program Data

Blood Alcohol Test Data

Court Alcohol Attendance Data

Autopsy BAC Data

BAC Test Refusal Data

Accident Data

Driving Violation History

DWI Conviction Data

DWI Trial Data

DWI Arrest Data

Probation Follow-Up Data

Records Check History

Defendant Interview Data

Family Interview Data

Rehab Agency Contact Data

Criminal Investigation Division
Data

Employer Interview

Drinker Classification

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

DH&W Chem Lab
Department of Education
DHEW Chem Lab

DLE Driver Records

DLE Accident History
DLE Driver History File
DLE Driver History File

Presentence
Idaho State
Presentence
Presentence
Presentence
Presentence
Presentence
Presentence

Presentence
Presentence

Investigator
Police

Investigator
Investigator
Investigator
Investigator
Investigator
Investigator

Investigator
Investigator




2.0 AN ANALYSIS OF DRINKER DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ACTIVITY
2.1 FLOW THROUGH THE IDAHO JUDICIAL AND REHABILITATION SYSTEMS

The overall flow of ASAP case processing is shown in the operational flow
diagram, Exhibit 2.1-1. This diagram presents estimated and actual volumes
for each step in the procedure.

2.1.1 APPREHENDED DWI'S

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

2.1.2 DWI ARRAIGNMENT

When the arrested DWI offender is capable of conducting his affairs, he is
taken before the local magistrate 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 1e§§er charge go to trial. !

2.1.3 BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION ANALYSIS

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

2.1.4 TRIAL

When a defendant pleads not guilty, a trial date is set and the prosecuting
attorney is notified to prepare his case. The prosecution prepares the
"people's' case from facts contained in the arresting officer's report, the
chemist's BAC report, and testimony from other witnesses.

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

The trial is conducted before a judge or jury. The prosecution uses testi-
mony described in the preceding paragraphs. In most cases, a guilty verdict
is obtained.

2.1.5 PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION

A convicted DWI will, in approximately 42 percent of the cases, be given a
presentence investigation under the concept of mitigating background
circumstances.



The presentence 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:

e 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.

’

e 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. ®
o 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.

®
2.1,6 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 referralg
to a court-prescribed program. The following are some of the most common
referrals:

e 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. . )

10



e DRIVER IMPROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAM - the DICP received
"hard core' drinker-drivers. The program utilizes face-to-
face counseling and other reeducation and rehabilitation re-
sources and agencies available, e.t., Alcoholics Anonymous,
and Defensive 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.

e 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). 1In 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 ASAP computer
system. This notification is forwarded to the violator's Presentence
Investigator (PSI). The PSI in turn notifies the court of the probation
violation.

11



EXHIBIT 2.1-1

IDAHO JUDICIAL/REHABILITATION

FLOW CHART
Apprebend
DWI
Y
Non-ASAP ASAP
DWI AEP DWI
Arrest Arrest

Arreaigned
DWwl

No J
_— Terminate

Cases
Awaiting
Disjusition

v Convicted -
i} Non A/R >.< Terminate )
Offense

Plea,
Bargain

No Conduct
——>> Trial

Defendant
Flead Guilty
to DWwI

ninate )

Terminate
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)
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No
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)

Social/Realth
Agency Check

family Family/
Employer Employer
~lincks Checks
Rekabilitatio

Agency CheckJ

Otker
General ~J Investigation
Contacts, Cor:tacts

Assign
brinker
lassification
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)

Frobicm
Drinker

-

Neu-
FProplem
Drinker

E—

$

Rehed
Referral

Category
Unidentified

Fine ind/or
Jail
Sentence
only

Yes

Recommend
Rehabilitation
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Terminate

Attend
Court
Alcohcl
School

Enter Driver
Improvenent
Counceling

Frogram
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)

Attend
Alcohclics
——>3  Znonymous

[—_ Attend
Derensive — Defensive
Driving Drivirg
Attend
Other
Rehad Other
Rehad

Terminate
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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 drinking 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 2.2-1)
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 “are 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
136, 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.

Further examination of the data revealed a 40.7 percent decrease in the
number of drinker classifications 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 inquired as to the possible causes for the decline in drinker classi-

fications, we found that after federal funding for the Idaho ASAP expired
"on July 1, 1975, the presentence investigators did not classify DWI offenders.

17



EXHIBIT 2.2-1
DRINKER CLASSIFICATION FORM

IDAHO ALCOIIOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

CONTACT REPORT - DRINKER CLASSIFICATION

MO ny YR
[0} ? | OATE _I ‘ I
SOCIAL s;scum? NO. LAST HAMC FIRST NAME %

s rv bbb rr et e e el er ey

PLEASE "X" THE APPROPRIATE BOX.

Problem Drinker - A drinker detined by any one of

the following:

{. Dlagnosis as an alcoholic by a competent medical or Yes k

treatment faciiity, or 2

2. Self-admission of Alcoholism or Problem Drinking, or Yes tio
¢ 22

3, Two or more of the fotlowing:

2) A BAC of .15 percent or more at the time of arrest, 23 Yes Mo

b} A record of one or more prior alcohoi-related arrest, 24 Yes ‘

c) A record of previous alcohol-related contacts with Yes No
medical, social, or community agencies, 25

d) Reports of marital, employment, or soclial problems Yes No

26
related to alcohoil,

e) Diagnosis of problem drinker on the basis of Yes ,ao-
approved structured written diaanostic interview 27
instruments. Examples: (ALCADD, MAST, Mortimer-

Filkens, NCA, and Johns Hopkins diagnostic tests).
CLASSIFICATION INSTRUCTIONS
). A subject for which the responses to Items | or 2 is YES .
should be classified as a PROBLEM DRINKER. A subject for “
which two of the responses to Items 3a, 3b, 3c,3d,or 3e are
YES should be classified as a PROBLEM DRINKER,
: 2. A subject for which the responses to Items | and 2 are NO
and at least four responses to ltems 3a, 3b, 3¢, 3d, or 3le
are NO should be classified as a NON-PROBLEM DRINKER. ()
3. Subjects for which you do not have sufficlient information
to complete !tem !, 2, and 3 should be classified as
UNDEF INED. :
Please classify the subject as follows:
(1) Problem DOrinker (2) Non-Problem Drinker (3) Undefined 2e
PGS NUMBER PSI  SIGNATUREL
29 3a ‘

Copy 1-Alcohol Safety Action Project

ASAP-I10T 1/73

18
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EXHIBIT 2.2-2
PSI DRINKER CLASSIFICATION TABLE

1973 1974 1975
Non Non Non
Problem Problem Undefined Problem Problem Undefined Problem Problem Undefinec
Total No % No % No % Total No % No % ‘No % Total No % No % No %

J21105 154 85 .552 67 .435 2 .013
J22537 281 104 .370 104 .370 73 .260 298 141 .473 96 .322 61 205 56 31 ,554 17 .304 8 ,142
J22805 218 54 ,248 151 ,693 13 .060 240 77 .320 139 ,579 24 ,100
J23295 204 92 .451 89 ,436 23 113 194 105 .541 83 .428 6 .031
J23612 241 41 ,170 149 ,618 51 ,[212 27 9 ,333 12 .445 6 .222
J23669 239 81 .339 157 .657 1 .004 154 65 .422 86 ,558 3,020
J24633 65 14 ,215 50 .769 1 .015
J24864 146 63 ,432 70 .479 13 .089 139 76 .547 55 ,396 8 .057
J25388 162 50 .309 69 .426 43 265 137 59 .431 70 .511 8 .058
J25567 283 121 .428 115 .406 47 .166 243 110 .453 123 .506 10 ,041 135 69 .511 58 ,430 8 .059
J25966 258 95 ,368 148 ,574 15 .058 331 107 .323 192 .580 32 ,097 126 42 .333 78 .620 6 .477
J27576 321 99 ,308 209 .651 13 ,040 303 131 .432 157 .518 15 .050 438 71 514 64 .464 3 .022
J26481 67 31 .463 23 .343 13 ,194
J27522 166 76 .458 80 .482 10 .060
J28605 193 99 .513 74 ,383 20 ,104 187 102 .545 54 289 31 ,166
J28820 203 91 ,448 87 .429 25 ,123 88 37 .420 41 ,466 10 .114
J28854 97 33 .340 41 ,423 23 ,237 147 73 .497 64 .435 10 .068
J29133 173 49 ,283 107 .618 17 ,098 386 159 ,412 214 .554 13 ,034 244 130 .533 85 .348 29 .119

TOTAL 2486 841 .339 1366 .549 279 .112 2862 1186 .415 897 .488 279 ,097 1696 845 ,498 715 .422 136 ,080
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EXHIBIT 2.2-3
DRINKER CLASSIFICATION DISTRIBUTION

1973

Number
Problem
Non-Problem

Undefined

Arrests

Drinker Class

Arrests

2486
841
L366

279

7673

32.4

1974 1975 .
2862 1696
.339 .339 1186 .415 .415 845 .498
.549 .888 897 .488 .903 715 .422
.112 1,000 279 .097 1,000 J36 .080
9719 6504

37.1 26.1

1974-1975
Variation

1973-1974
Variation



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 recap of referral activity for each drinker classification is described
in Exhibit 2.3-1,

e 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 734, or
96.8 percent in 1973.

e 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 1301, or 97.1 percent in 1874 and 1183, or
98.3 percent in 1973.

e 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 1873,

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 1974 1975

Evaluation Non Non Y Non

Measure Problem Problem Undefined* Total Problem Problem Undefined” Total Problem Problem Undefined* Tota:
Investigations 758 1204 893 2855 998 1340 653 2991 845 715 988 2548
Total Referred 734 1183 868 278S 965 1301 624 2890 701 534 644 1879
% Referred 96.8 98.3 97.2 97.5 96.7 97.1 95.6 96.6 83.0 74.7 65.2 73.7
REHAB ATTENDANCE
Court Alcohol
School 574 595 188 1357 517 663 542 1722 481 381 406 1268
% of Referred 78.2 50.2 21.7 48.7 53.6 51.0 86.9 59.6 68.6 71.3 63.0 67.5
Driver Improve-
ment Counseling
Program (DICP) 152 239 61 452 340 362 266 968 192 142 219 553
% of Referred 20.7 20,2 7.0 16.2 35.2 27.8 42,6 33.5 27.4 26.6 34.0 29.4
Defensive Driv-
ing School- 0 179 30 209 0 35 5 40 0 11 19 30
% of Referred - 15.1 3.5 7.5 - 2.7 0.8 1.4 - 2.1 3.0 1.6
Alcoholics
Anonymous 81 0 0 81 37 0 0 37 28 0 0 28
% of Referred 11.1 - -— 2.9 3.8 - - 1.3 4.0 - —-—- 1.5
*Undefined - Includes cases investigated but not classified.

[ o ® [ o o [
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EXHIBIT 2.3-2
REHABILITATION REFERRAL DISPOSITION
1973
Number Percentage Number * ' Percentage Number Percentage
Investigations 2855 2991 2548
Court Alcohol School 1357 47.5 1222 57.6 1268 49.8
Driver Improvement
Counseling Program (DICP) 452 15.8 968 32.4 553 21.7
Defensive Driving School 209 7.3 40 1.3 30 1.2
Alcoholics Anonymous 81 2.8 37 1.2 28 1.1
Not Referred 70 2.5 101 3.4 669 26.3
Arrests 7673 7719 6504
Referrals 2785 2890 1879
Referrals 36.3 37.4 28.9
Arrests
KS P <05 P<.01
1974-1975 .037 .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, 1974 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 2.4-1,

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. Py

The volume of presentence investigations decreased to 2548 in 1975, This falls
substantially short of the projection of 3500 PSI's in the 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 4.3, We found that PSI's decreage
significantly at P . .01 (KS Value = 2.7) from 1974 to 1975. It must be pointe
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 that when federal funding of presentence inveiii
gations terminated in July of 1975, the presentence investigators were instr
by the Idaho judicial countermeasure coordinator to conduct presentence investi
gations for other than alcohol-related offenses. That action will confound muc
of the evaluation of the presentence investigation analysis in this report,
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EXHIBIT 2.4-1
JUDICIAL ACTIVITY DATA
1973 1974 1975
Description Number % Number % Number %
A/R Arrests 7673 7719 6504

A/R Arrests Not Arraigned 156 | 2.0 86 1.1 45 .7
A/R Arrests Awaiting Disposition 636 8.3 274 3.5 619 9.5

A/R Arrests Dismissed 125 1.6 115 1.5 109 1.7

A/R Arrests Acquitted 30 .4 14 .2 7 .1
A/R Arrests Convicted Non-A/R Offenses 98 1.3 111 1.4 80 1,2
A/R Convictions 6628 86.4 7119 92.2 5644 86.8
PSI 2855 43.1 2991 42.0 2548 39.2

Court Referrals 2785 42,0 2890 40.6 2439 .375

KS Values

1973-1974
1974-1975
1973-1975

.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 follows

® 0Out of state and non-licensed drivers are not included,

e Persons previously classified and subsequently rearrested are
included.

e Attendance is based on attendance records and court referrals.

Referrals to Court Alcohol School or Court Alcohol School in a combination
with another modality accounted for 56.4 percent of all referrals throughout
the ASAP program. ®
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< .01 from 1973 to 1974 and 1973 to 1975
in the referral of undefined drinkers to Court Alcohol School and Driver o
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 1574,
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EXHIBIT 2.5-1
REHABILITATION REFERRALS BY DRINKER CLASSIFICATION
1973 - 1975
PROBLEM NONLPROBLEM UNDEFINED
Countermeasure Modalities 1973 1974 1975 1973 . 1974 1975 1973 1974 1975
Court Alcohol School (CAS) 105 147 86 419 544 270 237 168 264
212 .230 .240 .482 .576 .583 .397 .339 .401
Driver Improvement Counseling 43 79 46 71 110 44 70 117 77
Program (DICP) .087 .116 .128 .082 117 .095 117 .236 17
Defensive Driving Course (DDC) 12 5 1 50 11 10 25 3 11
.024 .007 .002 .057 .012 .022 .042 .006 .017
CAS and DICP 40 136 61 127 184 62 50 113 81
.081 .199 .110 . 146 . 195 .134 .084 .228 .123
CAS and DDC 30 7 3 79 13 0 32 1 5
.061 .010 .008 .091 .014 .000 .054 ,002 .008
CAS and Other 13 2 1 11 3 1 39 1 1
.026 .003 .002 .013 .003 .002 .065 .002 .002
Other 252 298 161 113 109 76 144 92 220
.509 .436 .448 .130 .115 .164 .241 .186 .334
Total*. 495 684 359 870 944 463 597 495 659

* Out of State Offenders Not Included

Note: Rehabilitation referrals in 1975 were only available for six months.



EXHIBIT 2.5-2
KS VALUES FOR SIGNIFICANCE

Level of Yearly

Significance Comparison Problem Non-Problem Undefined
.95 1973-1974 .080 .064 .083
.99 1973-1974 .096 .077 .099
.95 1974-1975 .089 .075 .081
.99 1974-1975 .106 .090 .097
.95 1973-1975 .096 .078 .077
.99 1973-1975 J115 .094 .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 increased referral activity by the judicial system has created a strain
on the limited supply of rehabilitation resources in the State of Idaho.

Some rehabilitation services available in one section of the state mav not be
available in another. This reduces the chance of uniformly applying the

most appropriate rehabilitative techniques to any one classification of
offenders. This condition impairs the overall performance of the.ldaho ASAP,
The State of Idaho has been exploring methods to reduce the problem. However,
at the time qQf this writing, a satisfactory solution has not been developed.

2.7 FUNDING AND COST ANALYSIS OF DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ACTIVITIES

Idaho does not have a medical diagnosis and referral countermeasure. Indivi-
dual presentence investigators perform this function. Thus, this cost is
contained as part of the Presentence Investigation Countermeasure. Cost data
is presented in Exhibit 2.7-1.

EXHIBIT 2.7-1
ESTIMATED COST FOR DIAGNOSIS AND REFERRAL ACTIVITIES

Description 1973 1974 1975
PSI Expenditures $145,464 $160,950 . $184,529
Diagnosed Cases 2,855 2,991 2,548
Cost Per Case $ 50.95 $53.81 | ¢ 72.42

The cost per case increased to $72.42 in 1975 from $53.81 in 1974. The
judicial countermeasure coordinator reported 3801 cases handled in 1975.
Only data where a background investigation was completed is used in this
analysis.
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3.0 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 L4
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 Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3. The
results of these tests are presented in Exhibits 3.1,

We noted a significant increase in 1975 in the referral of problem drinkers @
to the Driver Improvement Counseling Program at P < .01, also coupled with

a significant decrease in the referral of problem drinkers to another treat-
ment modality. No significant variation was noted in any socio-economic
category.
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EXHIBIT 3.1-1
PROBLEM DRINKER - MARITAL STATUS
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
N \

N 371 384 370
Married 155 .418 .418 158 .411 .411 156 .422 .422
Single 89 .240 .658 86 .224 .635 98 . 265 .687
Divorced 84 .226 .884 103 .268 . 904 74 .200 .887
Widowed 10 .027 911 11 .029 .932 15 .041 .928
Spearated 31 .084 .995 25 *,065 .997 27 .073 1.001
Other 2 .005 1,000 1 .003 1,000 0 .000 1.001

KS Values p <« ,05

1973-1974 .099

1974-1975 .099

1973-1975 .100
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EXHIBIT 3.1-2

PROBLEM DRINKER - AGE

1974

1973 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
R )

N 318 327 351
19 or Less 10 .031 .031 26 .080 .080. 38 . 108 .108
20 - 24 46 .145 176 67 .204 .284 72 .205 .313
25 - 29 41 .129 . 305 43 .132 .416 58 .165 .478
30 - 34 44 .138 .443 38 116 .532 37 .105 .573
35 - 39 30 .095 .538 27 .083 .615 20 .056 .629
40 - 44 37 .116 .654 43 .131 . 746 32 .091 . 720
45 - 49 36 113 .767 31 .095 .841 28 .079 .799
S0 - 59 59 . 186 .953 38 116 .957 50 . 142 .941
60 and Over 15 .046 .999 14 .042 .999 16 .045 .996

KS Values P ¢ .05

1973-1974 .107

1974-1975 2105

1973-1975 .105

[ ) [ ® () | o ®
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1973-1975 | .100
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EXHIBIT 3.1-3
PROBLEM DRINKER - EDUCATION
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
. \

N 369 375 364
1 -6 19 .052 .052 12 .032 .032 12 .045 .045
7-9 72 . 195 . 247 83 .221 .253 86 .236 .281
10 36 .098 .344 43 .115 .368 39 .107 . 388
11 38 .103 ' .447 31 .083 .451 39 .107 .495
12 145 .393 . 840 130 . 347 .797 124 . 340 .835
13 18 .049 .889 29 077 .875 24 .065 .900
14 23 .062 .951 27 .072 .947 18 .049 .949
15 6 .016 .967 9 .024 .971 10 .027 .976
16 9  .024 .992 7 .019 .989 11 .030 1.006
17 and Up 3 .008 1.000 4 .011 .999 1 .002 1.008

KS Values Pc .05

1973-1974 . 100

1974-1975 .100
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EXHIBIT 3.1-4
PROBLEM DRINKER - REHABILITATION DATA

1973 1974 1975
Cum . Cum Cum
Total  Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent

N 400 400 400
Defensive Driving
Course (DDC) 55 .138 .138 38 .095 .095 63 .157 157
Driver Improvement
Counseling Program
(DICP) 60 .150 .288 43 .108 .203 112 .280 .437
Court Alcohol
School (CAS) 112 .280 .568 112 .280 .483 106 .265 .702
Other 173 .433 1.001 207 .518 1,001 119 .298 1.000

KS values P« .05 P, .01

1973-1975 .096 11,5

1974-1975 .096 11.5

® ® @ 1973-199 .096 @-11.5 Py Py ® ®




sg

o o ® [ o o
EXHIBIT 3.1-5
PROBLEM DRINKER - INCOME
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
R A}
N 359 366 357
Less Than 4000 121 .337 .337 113 . 309 . 309 111 .310 .310
4000 - 7999 137 .381 .719 150 .410 .719 137 .384 .694
8000 - 11999 72 .200 .919 73 .200 .919 82 .230 .924
12000 - Up 29 .081 1.000 30 .081 1.000 27 .076 1,000
KS Values P+ .05
1973-1974 .101
1974-1975 .101
1973-1975 .102



EXHIBIT 3.1-6
PROBLEM DRINKER - BAC DISTRIBUTION

9¢

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
. A}

N 305 ' 351 419
Negative 5 .016 016 10 .028 .028 4 .009 .009
.01 - .04 1 .003 .020 5 .014 .043 2 .004 ,013
.05 - .09 11 .036 .056 16 .046 .088 22 .052 .065
10 - .14 66 .216 .272 102 .291 .379 109 .260 .325
.15 -~ .19 109 .357 .630 132 .376 .755 154 .367 .692
.20 - .24 67 .220 .849 68 .194 .949 88 .210 .902
.25+ 46 .151 1.000 18 .051 1,000 40 .095 .997

KS Values P <.,05

1973-1974 .107

1974-1975 .098

1973-1975 .102

¢ L o ® ® ® ® ® o




EXHIBIT 3.1-7
. PROBLEM DRINKERS - EMPLOYMENT STATUS

LS

1973 1974 : 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
R A}

N 371 382 372
Full-Time 255 .687 .687 252 .660 .660 238 .639 .639
Part-Time 27 .073 .760 24 .063 .723 24 .064 .703
Not Employed 67 .181 941 80 .209 .932 87 .233 .936
Housewi fe 2 .005 .946 5 .013 .945 5 .013 .949
Student 8 .022 .968 9 .024 .969 6 .016 . 965
Retired 12 .032 - 1,000 12 .031 1.000 12 .032 .997

KS Value P .05

1973-1974 .099

1974-1975 .099

1973-1975 .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.

results of these tests are presented in Exhibits 3,2.

We noted a significant 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.
o
o

) ®

®
®
®
o
®
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EXHIBIT 3.2-1
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - MARITAL STATUS
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
. A

N 371 386 373
Married 185 .499 .499 184 477 477 174 .466 .466
Single 96 .259 757 115 . 298 .775 129 . 345 .811
Divorced 61 © .164 .922 49 .127 .902 52 .139 L950
Widowed 17 .046 .968 8 .021 .922 4 .010 .960
Separated 11 .030 .997 29 .075 .997 14 .037 .997
Other 1 .003 1.000 1 .003 1,000 0 .000 .997

KS Values

1973-1974 .099

1974-1975 .098

1973-1975 . 100
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NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - AGE

EXHIBIT 3.2-2

1973

1974

1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
R \

N 307 342 342
Less Than 20 18 .059 .059 48 .140 .140 66 .192 .192
20 - 24 54 .176 .235 58 .170 .310 78 .228 .420
25 - 29 50 .163. .397 59 173 .482 42 .122 .542
30 - 34 35 114 .511 30 .088 .570 26 .076 .618
35 - 39 25 .081 .593 34 .100 .670 27 .078 .696
40 - 44 28 .091 .684 32 .094 .763 30 .087 .783
45 - 49 32 .104 .788 21 .061 .825 29 .084 .867
50 - 59 43 . 140 .928 37 .108 .933 27 .078 .945
60 and Over 22 .072 - .1.000 23 .067 1.000 17 .049 .999

KS Values

1973-1974 .099

1974-1975 . 104

1973-1975 . 107

® L ® o ® ® ®




EXHIBIT 3.2-3
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - EDUCATION

v

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
N N

N 367 380 375
1 -6 12 .033 .033 8 .021 .021 11 .049 .049
7 -9 66 .180 .216 47 .124 .145 52 .138 .187
10 33 .090 .302 43 113 .258 25 .066 ,253
11 41 .118 .414 36 .095 .353 51 .136 .389
12 131 ' .357 771 157 413 .766 151 .402 .791
13 25 .068 .840 25 .066 .832 28 .074 . 865
14 23 .063 .902 29 .076 .908 29 077 .942
15 11 .030 .932 14 .037 .945 12 .032 .974
16 17 .046 .978 13 .034 .980 11 .029 .993
17 and Up 8 .022 1.000 8 .021 1,001 5 013 1.006

KS Values

1973-1974 .100

1974-1975 .099

1973-1975 .100
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EXHIBIT 3,2-4

NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - REHABILITATION DATA

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum

Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
N 400 400 400
Defensive Driving
Course (DDC) 40 . 100 .100 26 .065 .065 35 .087 .087
Driver Improvement
Counseling Program
(DICP) 45 113 .213 43 .108 .173 53 .132 .219
Court Alcohol
School (CAS) 157 .393 .605 150 .375 .548 136 . 340 .559
Other 158 . 395 1.000 181 .453 1.001 176 .441 1.000

KS Value

1973-1974 .096

1974-1975 .096

1973-1975 .096

¢ ® [ ® | o
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EXHIBIT 3.2-5
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - INCOME
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum . Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
N \

N 365 363 358
Less Thaﬁ 4000 102 .280 .280 100 .275 .275 112 .312 .312
4000 - 7999 140 .384 .664 141 .389 .664 128 . 357 .669
8000 - 11999 81 .223 .887 73 .201 .865 55 .153 .822
12000 + 42 113 1.000 49 .135 1,000 63 .178 1,000

KS Values

1973-1974 .101

1974-1975 .101

1973-1975 .101



EXHIBIT 3.2-6
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - BAC DISTRIBUTION

124

1973 - 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
\ N

N 249 287 273
Negative 8 .032 .032 5 .017 .107 0 - —-—
.01 - .04 1 .004 .036 4 .014 .031 4 .014 .014
.05 - .09 35 .141 177 39 .136 .167 33 .120 .134
.10 - .14 108 .434 .610 126 .440 .606 135 .494 .628
L1656 - .19 68 .274 .884 79 .275 .882 70 .256 .884
.20 - .24 20 .084 .968 24 .084 . 966 23 .084 .968
.25+ 9 .036 1,004 10 .035 1.001 8 .029 .997

KS Values

1973-1974 .118

1974-1975 .115

1973-1975 .119
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EXHIBIT 3.2.7
NON-PROBLEM DRINKER - EMPLOYMENT STATUS
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
. A

N 370 384 373
‘Full-Time 281 . 760 . 760 282 .734 .734 248 .664 .664
Part-Time 17 .046 .805 20 .052 . 787 17 ,045 .709
Not Employed . 37 . 100 .905 37 .096 .883 57 . 152 .861
Housewi fe 10 .027 .932 10 .026 .909 13 .034 . 895
Student 14 .038 .970 18 .047 .956 27 072 .967
Retired 11 .030° 1.000 17 .044 1.000 11 .029 .996

KS Values

1973-1974 .099

1974-197S .099

1973-1975 .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
results of these tests are presented in Exhibits 3.3.

We noted no significant variations in the Undefined Drinker profiles,
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EXHIBIT 3.3-1
UNDEFINED DRINKERS - MARITAL STATUS

Ly

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
. Y

N 229 264 122
Married 116 .507 .507 119 .451 .451 52 .426 .426
Single 60 ‘.262 . 769 77 .292 742 31 .254 .680
Divorced 36 .157 .926 50 .189 .932 26 .213 .893
Widowed 9 .039 .965 4 .015 .947 7 .057 .950
Separated 8 .035 1.000 14 .053 1.000 6 .049 .999
Other -—-- ——— 1,000 -——- —— 1,000 ——- - .999

KS Value

1973-1974 .123

1974-1975 .149

1973-1975 .152



EXHIBIT 3.3-2
UNDEFINED DRINKERS - AGE

1314

1973 © 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
R \

N 208 225 114
Less Than 20 15 .072 .072 29 .129 .129 16 .140 .140
20 - 24 ’ 36 173 .245 42 .187 .316 17 .149 .289
25 - 29 33 .159 .404 38 . 169 .484 19 . 166 .455
30 - 34 18 .087 | .490 16 .071 ' .556 14 .122 .577
35 - 39 24 .115 .606 21 .093 .649 8 .070 .647
40 - 44 23 L111 .716 23 .102 .751 7 .061 .708
45 - 49 20 .096 .812 19 .084 .836 11 .096 .804
50 - 59 25 .120 .933 23 . 102 ' .938 15 .131 .935
60 and Over 14 .067 1.000 14 .062 1.000 7 .061 . 996

KS Values

1973-1974 131

1974-1975 . 156

1973-1975 .158




® ® ® o @® o ® @ ®
EXHIBIT3.3-3
UNDEFINED DRINKERS - EDUCATION

6v

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum

Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
N 226 259 O 121
1-6 12 .053 .053 11 .042 .042 8 .061 .061
7-9 55 .243 .296 55 212 .255 33 272 .333
10 19 .084 . 381 22 .085 . 340 10 .082 .415
11 31 .137 .518 32 .124 .463 14 115 .530
12 79 .350 .867 93 .360 .822 39 .322 .852
13 7 .031 .899 15 .058 .880 0 _— .852
14 12 .054 .951 19 .073 .954 12 .099 .951
15 3 013 .965 5 019 . .973 3 .024 .975
16 5 .022 .987 6 .023 .996 2 1.6 .991
17 and Up 3 .013 1,000 1 .004 1,000 0 ——- .991

KS Valuyes

1973-1974 .124

1974-1975 .150

1973-1975 .153
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EXHIBIT 3.3-4

UNDEFINED DRINKER - REHABILITATION DATA

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
. \
N 275 281 136
Defensive Driving
Course (DDC) 40 .145 .145 25 .089 .089 15 .110 .110
Driver Improvement _
Counseling Program 38 .138 .284 43 .153 .242 26 .191 .301
Court Alcohol
School (CAS) 87 .316 .600 90 .320 .562 42 .308 .609
Other 110 .400 1.000 123 .438 1.000 53 .391 1.000
KS Values
1973-1974 .115
1974-1975 .142
1973-1975 .143
o o o L ® @ |
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EXHIBIT 3.3-5
UNDEFINED DRINKER - INCOME
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
\ \

N 224 253 116
Less Than 4000 69 . 308 .308 89 .351 . 351 44 .379 .379
4000 - 7999 88 .316 .624 94 .372 .723 36 .310 .689
8000 - 11999 44 197 .821 42 .166 . 889 24 .206 .895
12000 + 23 .179 1.000 28 111 1.000 12 . 145 1,000

KS Value

1973-1974 .125

1974-1975 .152

1973-1975 . 156
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EXHIBIT 3.3-6
UNDEFINED DRINKER - BAC DISTRIBUTION

1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum
Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
, \

N 155 178 71
Negative 2 .013 .013 4 .022 .022 3 .042 .042
.01 - .04 1 .006 .019 1 .006 .028 0 _———— .042
.05 - .09 10 .065 .084 21 .118 .146 5 .070 L112
.10 - .14 53 .342 .428 55 .309 .455 26 . 366 .478
A5 - (19 51 .330 .755 63 . 354 .809 22 .309 .787
.20 - .24 27 .175 .929 24 .135 .944 10 . 140 .927
,25 + 11 .071 1,000 10 .056 1,000 5 .070 .997

KS Values

1973-1974 . 149

1974-1975 .190

1973-1975 . 195
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EXHIBIT 3.3-7
UNDEFINED DRINKER - EMPLOYMENT STATUS
1973 1974 1975
Cum Cum Cum

Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent Total Percent Percent
N 228 i 265 ! 123
Full-Time 150 .658 .658 179 .678 .678 76 .617 .617
Part-Time 16 .070 .728 13 .049 .725 9 .073 .690
Not Employed 35 .154 .882 50 .189 .913 27 .219 .909
Housewi fe 9 .040 .921 3 .011 .925 3 .024 .933
Student 11 .048 .969 10 .038 .962 3 .024 .957
Retired 7 .031 1.000 10 .038 1,000 5 .040 .997

KS Value

1973-1974 .123

1974-1975 .148

1973-1975 .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 o
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.

e Divorced and separéted rates o

e Income levels below $6,000 per annum

o Unemployment rates

® Education levels less than twelve years ®
The data is presented in Exhibit 3.4-1, We tested for significance utilizing

the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section 4.3, the results are also
presented in-Exhibit 3.4-1.

EXHIBIT 3.4-1 PY
SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTOR COMPARISON
1974 1975
Problem Non-Problem Problem Non-Problem
N 375 380 400 400 ®
Divorced and Separated .333 .202* .273 L177**
Income Below 6,000 .503 471 .485 472
Unemployment .209 .096** .234 .153 ®
Education Below 12 Years .451 L353%* .484 L371%*
KS Values *P o .01 = ,118 *P« .01 = ,115
** p ¢ .05 = ,098 ** p ¢ ,05 = 096
[
L
 J
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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
significantly 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 Law. Enforcement.
In a2 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 10 5.5
Mexican 9 4.9
Oriental 0 0.0
Latin 1 .5
Other races 0 0.0
Race data total 181 99.7

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 program may be reported
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EXHIBIT 3.5-1

PROFILE DATA

Alcohol Data Bank Data

Data Source

PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS
Age

Sex

Height

Weight

Department of Law Enforcement

DRIVER EDUCATION
Defensive Driving

Driver Improvement Counseling Program
Data

REHABILITATION ATTENDANCE

Court Alcohol School

Driver Improvement Counseling
Program

Court Alcohol School Instructor Data
Driver Improvement Counseling Program
Data

BAC TEST DATA
BAC Test Results
Refusals to Take BAC Test

Department of Health and Welfare
Department of Law Enforcement e

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

Accidents

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

PERSONAL DATA
Employment Status
Occupation
Marital Status
Years Married
Years in Idaho
Years Education
Income

Number Dependents
Ethnic Group
Religion

Presentence Investigator

ALCOHOL-RELATED PERSONAL DATA
ALCADD Test Score
Drinker Classification

Presentence Investigator

[CRIMINAL HISTORY

Misdemeanors

Felonies

Alcohol-Related Misdemeanors
Alcohol-Related Felonies

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

DRINKER/DRIVER SUMMARIZATION DATA
DWI Arrest Recidivism Rate

DWI Arrest and Crash Recidivism
Rate ‘

ASAP Evaluation Information System

Estimated Drinker Classification
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3.5 PROFILE DEVELOPMENT 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 Percent
Attended Defensive Driving 31 13.5
Attended DICP 88 38.5
Attended Court Alcohol School 144 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 of knowledge level of the student. It should
be noted that a zero improvement may be a student who had a perfect
score on both the pre- and 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. 1In 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 of persons who had at least one BAC.

The average BAC is calculated for each group. For example:

-

Percent
Average if 1 BAC .077
Average if 2 BACs .156
Average if 3 BACs .173
Average if 4 BACs .165

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 detendant 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 118 (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 00 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
classification based on information contained in the Alcohol Data Bank.
The percentage is calculated from the total sample, because each member
of the sample goes through the estimation process, not just those that
have had presentence drinker classifications conducted on them. The
Estimated Problem Drinkers Classification was developed for the profile
analysis to validate the PSI drinker classification techniques. Because
of the fact that PSI drinker classifications are not always made, a
classification of Non-Problem Drinker may be made by the PSI on an
initial arrest and on a subsequent arrest may not be updated or per-
haps a presentence investigation was not requested by the judge. The
Estimated 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 the following criteria in
identifying problem drinkers.

1. PSI reported subject was diagnosed as an alcoholic by
a competent medical or treatment facility

2. PSI reported subject admits being alcoholic or problem
drinker

3. Subject has more than two DWI arrests

4. Subject has two DWIs and a BAC of .15 or greater

5. Subject has two DWIs and an ALCADD score of 12 or

greater as reported by a PSI

6. Subject has one DWI, a prior plea bargained arrest
(inattentive or reckless driving) and an ALCADD score
of 12 or greater

For each profile, the number of violations stored on the Alcohol Data

Bank are tallied and reported. Those subjects having only one DWI are
tallied, the number having two DWI arrests are tallied, and so forth.

The size of each group is expressed as a percentage of the total group
of subjects having one or more DWIs.

Violations on Alcohol Data Bank Percent
1 DWI 165 72.3
2 DWIs 49 21.4
3 DWIs 12 5.2
4 DWIs 1 0.4
S5+DWIs 1 0.4

Average Number DWIS 1.35

For example, one-time recidivists (those with two DWIs) represented
21.4 percent of the sample who had one or more DWIs 49 = 214 (165+49+12+1+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 average is calculated by dividing by the total sample size.

Criminal investigation data Percent
1-2 Misdemeanors 41 48.8
3-4 Misdemeanors 19 22.6
5+ Misdemeanors 24 28.5

Average number misdemeanors 3.47
For those subjects who had misdemeanors reported by PSI, 48.8 percent
had one or two misdemeanors (41 of 41+419+24). The average number of
misdemeanors for those people who had misdemeanors was 3.47.

For each profile group, three types of recidivism are calculated.

Type 1 DWI arrest
Type 2 DWI arrest or crash
Type 3 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 recidivisp are calculated for 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 time re-

cidivists for each of the three classes of recidivists.
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4.0 METHODOLOGY

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

4.1 SIGNIFICANCE OF 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 study of cheating among elementary-school
children, 144 or 41.4% of 348 children from homes of good
socio-economic status were found to have cheated on various
tests. In the same study, 133 or 50.2% of 265 children

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

p = NyPy* NoPy

Nl* N2

Q being, of course, (1 — P).

The estimated percentages, P and Q, may now be put in formula to give
the SE of the difference between P, and Pj,.

‘D* = op Py = \/?,“ + ?,z
or

1
PQ ﬁ;+ﬁ;

(SE of the difference between two uncorrelated percentages)

348 X 41.4 + 265 X 50.2 or 45.2% and
348 + 265

Q= (1 — P) or 54.8%. Substituting these two values, we get

In the present example, P =

opy_py = [45.2 X 54.8 [{% + 2_’63 = 4.06% !

The difference between the two percents P and P is 8.8% (50.2 — 41.4);

and dividing by 4.06 (CR= (P1 ;' Pz; 0 ‘ve get a CR of 2.17. Entering
-T2

the table of CR values presented in Exhibit 4.1-1, we find that our CR
exceeds 1.96 (.05 level) but does not reach 2.58 (.01 level).
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EXHIBIT 4.1-1

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

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

Degrees of Probsbility (P)
Freedom 0.10 0.0 0.02 0.01
1 CR=63¢ CR=1211 CR=3182 CR=6366
2 292 430 6.96 992
3 235 318 54 S84
4 213 278 375 460
5 202 257 338 403
8 194 245 314 a7
7 1.90 238 3.00 350
8 186 231 2.90 338
9 183 228 282 325
10 181 22 276 317
1 1.80 220 272 31
12 1.78 218 268 3.06
13 177 2186 265 a0l
14 176 214 262 298
15 175 213 260 295
16 175 212 258 292
17 1.74 2.11 257 290
18 173 2.10 255 288
19 173 2.09 254 286
20 172 2.09 253 - 284
21 172 208 252 253
2 1.72 207 251 252
23 171 207 250 281
24 171 2.06 249 280
25 171 2.06 248 279
2% 171 206 248 278
27 170 2.05 247 2.77
28 1.70 205 247 276
29 170 2.04 248 276
30 1.70 204 246 278
35 169 203 244 272
40 168 202 242 271
. 45 168 2.0 241 269
50 168 201 , 240 268
60 167 2.00 239 266
70 167 2.00 238 265
80 166 199. 238 264
90 166 199 237 263
100 166 198 238 263
125 168 18 238 262
150 166 198 238 261
200 165 197 238 260
300 185 197 234 259
400 165 1.97 234 259
500 165 1.96 233 259
1000 185 1.9 233 258
@ 165 1.98 233 258
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4.2 SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN MEANS

To discover whether two groups differ sufficiently in mean performance

to enable us to say with confidence that there is a difference between
the means of the populations from which the samples were drawn, we need
to know the standard error of the difference between the two sample means.
Two situations arise with respect to differences between means: those

in which the means are uncorrelated and those in which the means are
correlated. Means are uncorrelated or independent when computed from
different samples or from uncorrelated tests administered to the same
sample.

THE SE OF THE DIFFERENCE (op) WHEN MEANS ARE UNCORRELATED AND SAMPLES
ARE LARGE.

The formula for the SE of the difference between uncorrelated or inde-

pendent means is
orp = ’a ] } o2
] 1 1'2

(standard'error of the difference between uncorrelated means)

-

in which:

‘oxy = the SE of the mean of the first sample
oy2 = the SE of the mean of the second sample

op = the SE of the difference between the two samp)
, N1 and N, = sizes of the two samples ple mesns

Application of this formula to a problem is shown in the following example:
Example: In a study of abstract reasoning, a sample of 83 twelfth-grade

boys and a sample of 95 twelfth-grade girls scored as shown below on a
test of abstract reasoning: '

Sex N Mean o}
Girls 95 29.21 11.56
Boys 83 30.92 7.81

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

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

op=[TBL)  (11.56)
83 95

=+/2.1415

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

The obtained difference between the means of the boys and girls is 1.71
(i.e., 30.92 - 29.21); and the SE of this difference (op) is 1.46. As a
first step in determining whether twelfth-grade boys and girls actually X
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 SE--large enough to cast serious doubt on this null
hypothesis? ®

To answer this question; we must compute a critical ratio or CR found by
dividing the difference between the sample means by its standard error

(CR = D/o,). This operation reduced the obtained difference to a o score,
and enablés 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. When. the N's of the samples are large (30 or more is "large'"),

the distribution of CR's is known to be normal around the true difference
between the population means. In testing the null hypothesis, we set up

a normal sampling distribution. The mean difference is set at zero

(true difference) and the SD of this distribution of differences is

1.46 (o). Our CR falls at 1.17 on the base line to the right of the @
mean o¥ 0, and also at -1.17 to the left of this mean. We need to

measure in both directions, since under the null hypothesis (true
difference of zero) differences between sample means are as likely to

be plus as minus--to fall above as below the mean difference of zero.

From a Table of Areas under the Normal Curve, Exhibit 4.2-1, we can ®
determine that 38% X 2 or 76% of the cases in a normal distribution

fall between the mean and + 1.170,; and 24% of the cases fall outside

these limits. This means that unger the null hypothesis we can expect

CR's as large as or larger than + 1.17 to occur "by chance" 24 times in

100 comparisons of the means of samples of twelfth-grade boys and girls

on this test. A mean difference of + 1.71 (i.e., a CR of + 1.17), there- @
fore, might easily arise as a sampling fluctuation from zero, and is

clearly not significant. Accordingly, we retain the null hypothesis
since--as far as our tests to--there is no reason to believe twelfth-

grade boys and girls actually differ in mean performance on abstract
reasoning tests. With respect to reasoning as represented by our test,

the two groups could well have been random samples from the same populationg
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TABLE OF AREAS OF THE NORMAL CURVE

EXHIBIT 4.2-1

%- .00 .01 .02 .03 .04 .08 .06 .07 .08 .09
0.0 0000 |.0040 [ .0080 ] .0320| .0159 | .0199 | .0239 | .0279 .0319 ] .0359
0.1 -03%R [.0438 0478 | .0517 | .0557 | .0596 | .0636 | .0675 | .0714 ] .075)
0.2 -0793 1.0832 ] 0871 | .0920 | 0948 | .0987 ] .102¢6 | .106¢{ .1703 L1141
0.3 <1179 13217 12585 1293 | L1331 . 1368 ] . 1406 | . 1443 L1480} L1817
0.4 1554 1.1891 | (1628 ] 1664 ] .1700 ) .1736 | .1772 <1808 | ,1n4e | . 1R79
0.§ <1915 |.1950( .1985 | .2039 | .2054 | .20ap | .2123 ] .2157 L2190 ) L2224
0.6 <2257 1.2291 | (23241 2387 | (2389 | .2422 | 2454 | . 2486 | . 2518 . 2549
0.7 -2580 1.2612) .26421 .2673 | .2704 | .2734 | . 2764 ] . 2794 | . 2823 . 2852
0.8 | .288)1 {.2910 ] .2939 | .2967 | .2995 | . 3023 | 3081 .3078 { .3106 ] .3133
0.9 <3159 1.3186 | .3212 | .3238 | .3264 ] .3289 | .3315 | .3340 | . 3365 . 3389
1.0 | .3413 [.3430 | .3461 ] . 3485 ] .3508 | .3531 { .3884 ] .3577 .3599 1. 3621
1.1 -3643 1.3665 | .3686 | .3708 ) .3729 | .3749 | .3770 | .2790 | . 3810 . 3830
1.2 | 3849 [.3R69 | .38RR | .3907 | .3925 | .3944 | .3962 ] .23980 L3997 . 4018
1.3 4032 |. 4049 | . 4066 | 4082 . 4099 [ . 4215 | . 4332 ] .4147 .4162) .47
1.4 | .4192 |.4207 | .4222 | .4236 | .4251 | .4265 | . 4279 | . 4292 L4306 | . 4319
1.8 <4332 14348 1 4357 | L4370 | (4382 | 4394 | .4406 ] . 441n L4430 | 444l
1.6 L4452 | 4463 | . 4474 | 4485 ] . 4495 .4505 1 . 4515 | . 4525 | (4535 | . 4548
1.1 -4554 | 4564 | . 4573 | .45B2| . 4591 | .4599 | .4608 ] . 4616 L4625 1 L4633
1.8 ~4641 1. 4649 | 4656 | . 4664 ] 4671 [ . 4678 | . 46RE | . 4693 4699 [ . 4706
1.9 -4T13 14719 ) 4726 | 4732 ] .473R | . 4744 | 4750 ] . 4756 | . 4762 . 4767
2.0 | 4773 [ 4778 | .47R3 | .47RR | . 4793 | .4798 | .4n03 | . ¢8OS L4812 L4817
2.1 <4R21 | . 4R26 | .4B30 | 4R34 | . 4n38 | . 4842 | .4B46 | . qnsSO .4854 ] 4857
2.2 24B61 ). 4R65 | .4R6B | .4AT)1 | .4R7S | .4878 | .4rR) | 48R4 | .¢RET L4890
2.3 -4R93 1. 4R96 | .4n9R | 4901 | . 4904 | . 4506 | .4509 | 4931 ] . 4513 . 4916
2.4 4918 [.4920 | .4922 | .4925 | .4527 | . 4929 | . 4931 | . 4932 | . 4934 . 4936
2.5 <4938 [.4940 | 4941 | . 4943 ] . 4945 | 4946 | .494n | . 4949 L4951 | L4982
2.6 4953 1.498S | . 4956 | 4957 [ . 4959 | .4960 ) 4561 ] . 4962 ] . 4963 L4964
2.7 4965 |. 4966 | L4967 | . 4568 | . 4969 | . 4970 | .4971 ] .4972 4973 ] 4974
2.8 4974 1. 4975 | . 4976 | L4977 | . 4977 | .4978 | . 4979 | . 4580 | . 980 . 4981
2.9 <4981 1.49RZ | 4983 | .49BI | . 4984 | . 4984 | . 49RS | . 4988 L4986 | . 4986
3.0 | .49R65).4987 | . 4987 | . 4988 | . 4986 | . 4989 | . 4989 L4989 | . 4990 | . 4990
3.1 <499031.499) | . 4991 | . 4991 [ .4992 | . 4592 | .«¢992 | . 4992 L4993 1 . 4993
3.2 . 49931 ’

3.3 . 49952

3.4 . 49966

3.5 . 49977

3.6 . 49984

3.7 . 49989

3.8 | . 49993

3.9 | .49998

4.0 | .49997
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4.3 KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT

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

in distributions.

The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is based on the sample distribution function
F_(X), defined in the preceding section; the statistic used is the maxi-
mum absolute deviation of Fn(X) from FO(X):

Dl = nlaz !Fn(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.) The distribution of the
random variable D _, which is indeed a2 statistic and varies from sample
to sample, has been computed under the assumption that the null hypo-
thesis holds. The results are given in Exhibit 4.3-1 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 F (X)
is, so the same table can be used in all such problems. For large
values of n there are given asymptotic formulas.

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

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

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

Less than $4000 26 27.7 14 26.9 0.8 N.S.
4000-5999 26 55.4 7 40.4 15.0 N.S.
6000-7999 22 78.8 11 6l1.6 17.2 N.S.
8000-9999 10 89.4 9 78.9 10.5 N.S.

10000-11999 3 92.6 4 86.6 6.0 N.S.
12000-13999 2 94.7 3 92.4 2.3 N.S.
14000-15999 2 96.8 3 98.2 1.4 N.S.
16000-17999 1 97.9 1 100.0 1.1 N.S.
18000-19999 0 97.9 0 100.0 1.1 N.S.
20000-UP 2 100.0 0 100.0 0.0 N.S.

The KS value for P=.05 is computed as

m + n
1.36 mnn
where:
m = number in sample 1
n = number in sample 2
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4.3 KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT (Continued)

In this case we have

1.36 7888 - - %3%

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

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

op% V/PQ (L 1 + 1 )

where:
p = P1N1 L P2N2
. N1 + N2
Q=1-7P
We have
P = 74 + 32 .726
146
Q= .274

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

CR = P1 - Pz -0

0%

CR

.788 - .616 _
7 = %2

giving P = .0258

Some sensitivity is regained as sample sizes increase. At a sample size
of 400, the KS technique will measure a change of 9.6 percent at P=.05,
while the test for differences in percentages will measure (assuming P=.5)
6.9 percent at P=.05. Thus, the use of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique
is best made with large sample sizes; however, its ease of use makes it
desirable as a preliminary screening method when significant differences
are expected. If no significance is found using the KS technique, the |
researcher can always use other techniques when appropriate. '
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EXHIBIT 4.3-1

ACCEPTANCE LIMITS FOR THE KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST OF

GOODNESS OF FIT

Sample size Significance level
() 20 a5 a0 05 .0
1 900 - .925 950 975 995
2 .684 .726 776 . .842 929
3 .565 .597 642 .708 .829
4 494 .525 .564 624 734
5 .446 474 .510 .563 .669
6 410 436 470 .521 618
7 .381 405 - 438 486 .577
8 .358 .381 411 457 .543
9 .339 360 .388 432 514
10 .322 .342 368 .409 .486
11 .307 326 .352 .91 468
12 295 313 .338 375 .450
13 .284 .302 325 .361 .433
14 274 .292 314 349 418
15 .266 .283 .304 .338 404
16 ) - .258 .274 .295 328 .391
17 .250 .266 .286 318 .380
18 .244 .259 278 .309 .270
19 .237 .252 272 .301 .361
20 .231 .246 .264 294 .352
.25 21 22 24 264 32
30. .19 .20 .22 .242 .29
35 .18 19 .21 .23 .27
40 .21 .25
50 .19 .23
60 17 .21
70 .16 .19
80 .15 .18
90 14
100 14
Asymptotic formula: 1.07 1.14 12 138 1.63
Ve Vi Va Va Va

Reject the hypothetical distribution F(x) If Da = max 1Fa(s) = F)

vatve.

exceeds the |:;bu|:|ed

(For @ = .01 and .08, ssympiotic formulas give valucs which ore 100 high—by 1.5 percemt

for m = 80)
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5.0 SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION

This section includes the raw data and profile information used to 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 1974
5.0-6 1973
I1I1. 5.0-7 Average Idaho Driver
IV. PROBLEM DRINKERS
5.0-8 1975
5.0-9 1974
°, 5.0-10 1973
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
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EXHIBIT 5.0-1

IDAHND ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PROETILE ANALYSIS

DWIS WITH PSI 1975

SAMPLE SIZE : 400
SEX N=( 344)
MALES 296 R6 .07
FEMALES 48 13.9%
HE IGHT N=( 342)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 69.1
WE IGHT N={ 342)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 159.2
AGE N={ 356)
AVERAGE AGE 33,90
AGE 19 DR LESS 49 13.7%
AGE 20 - 24 80 22 .4%
AGE 25 - 29 59 16.5%
AGE 30 - 34 31 8.7%
AGE 35 - 39 21 S5.8%
AGE 40 - 44 31 B.7%
AGE 45 - 49 33 9.2%
AGE 50 - 59 40 11.2%
AGE 60 AND QVER 12 3.3%
RACE N={ 396)
WHITE 339 85,.3%
RLACK 4 1.07
AMERICAN INDIAN 30 7.5%
MEXICAN 23 5.8%
ODRTENTAL 0 0.0%
LATIN 0 0.0%
OTHER RACES 1 0.2%
EMPLOYMENT STATUS N=( 367)
CFULL-TIME 253 63.7%
PART-TIME 22 5.57
NOY EMPLOYED 81 20.42
HOUSEWIFE 10 2.5%
STUDENTS 22 5.5%2
RETIRED 9 2.2%
OCCUPATION TYPE N=( 381)
UNEMPLOYED 69 18.1%
PROF / TECH 34 8.92
CLEFRICAL / SALES 17 4.4%
SERVICES 40 10.4%
AGRICULTUFE 36 .47
PROCESSING 22 S.7%
MACHINE TRADES 22 5.7%
FABRICATION / REPAIR 23 6£.0%
STRUCTURAL 19 4497
ITHER 99 25.9%
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@

YEARS IN IDAHD

REHABILITATION

COURT ALCOHOL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGION

EXHIBIT 5.0-1 (Continued)

N=( 366)

AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 21.8
1 25
2 14
3 8
4 13
5 4
6-10 37
11-15 30
16-20 56
21 AND NVER 179
DAT A N=( 400)
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 50
ATTENDED CICP 76
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 114
SCHOOL DATA N=( 114)
NEGATIVE IMPPOVEMENT 4
IERO IMPROVEMENT 0
IMPRAVEMENT 1-4 49
5-9 44

10-14 13

15-19 1

20-UP 3

N=( 397)

MARRIED 159
SINGLE 123
DIVORCEN 17
WIDOWED 12
SEPERATED 26
OTHER 0
N=( 400)

0 126

1 ‘111

2 52

3 39

4 34

5 12

6 14

T 6

8 2

9 1
10 2
11+ 1
N=( 377)

PROTESTANT 149
CATHOLIC 81
JEWISH 0
MORMON 70
OTHER 17
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6.82
3.8%
2.1%
3.5%
1.0%
10.1%
8.1%
15. 3?
48.9%

12.5%
19.07
28.57

3.5%
0.0%
42,92
38,57
11.4%
0.8!
2.6%

40.0%
19.3%
3.0%
6.5%
0.0%

31.5%
27.7%
13.0%
9.7%
8.5%
3.0%
3.5%
1.5%
0.5%
0.2%
0.5%
0.2%

39.5%
21.4%

0.0%
18.5%
20.4%



YEARS MARRIFD

EDUCATINN

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE BAC

EXHIBIT 5.0-1 (Continued)

AYERAGE

1

2

3

4
510
11-15
16-20

20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND uP

LESS THAN £4000
4000-5999
6000-7999
8000-9999

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

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFYSED TEST

NEGATIVE
001 - 004
.05 - 009
010 - .14
15 - «1l9
«20 = .24
«25 #
INCE
TWICE

3 OR MQORE

72

N

N

-
=

(

N=(

N

N

{

(

172)

12.3
13
17
11

9

39
28
20
35

396)
11.1
14
80
29
48

149

28
25
10
11
2

379)

128
69
61
42
33
17
10

332)
« 1592
«161%

29
108
105

59

25

400)
37

-

T.5%
S.8%
6.3%
5e2%
22.6%
16.2%
11.6%
20.32

3.37
20.2%
T.3%
12.1¢%
37.6%
7.02
6.3%
2.5%
?..7:
0.5%

33.72
18.2%
16 .02
11.07
R.72
4.“’
2.6%
l.8%
1.0%
2.1%

1.2%
0.6%
8.7’
T 32.5%
31.6%
17.72
T.52

9.2%2
0.7%
0.0%
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EXHIBIT 5.0-1 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N={ 350)
AVERAGE ALCADD 12.6

1-11 189

12-19 98

20-29 51

30-39 8

40-49 3

50-UP 1
DRINKER CLASS DATA N={ 400)
PROABLEM 202
NON-PROBLEM 161
UNDEFINED 37

EST. PROB, DRINKERS 143
VIOLATIONS ON ADB N=( 4&00)
1 DWI! 240

2 DWI 87

3 DWl 32

4 DWWl .13

5+ DWI 8

- AVERAGE NU DWIS 1.51
1-2 NDN A/R VIDLATIONS 126

3-4 57

5-6 19

7-8 13

9 y°pP 1
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL l.44

1 ACCIDENT 86

2 ACCIDENTS 34

3 ACCIDENTS 14

4 OR MORE 1

AVER NO ACCIDENTS «50
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION NATA N={( 44)
1-2 MISODEMEANORS 23

3=4 MISDEMEANORS 14

S¢ MISDEML ANDORS 7

AVG NO, MISDEMFEANORS 3.06

1-2 FELONIES 2

3-4 FELONIES 1

5+ FELONIES 0

AVG ND FELONIES .13

/ 1=2 A/P. MTSDEMEANORS 17

3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 8

5+ A/® MISOEMEANORS 1

AVG NN A/FP MISDEMEANORS 1.36

1-2 A/R FELONIES 1

3-4 A/R FELONIES 0

S+ A/R FELONIES 0

+ AYG NO A/R FELONIES «02

73

54.0%
28 .,0%
14,5%
2.272
0.8%
0.2%

50.5%
40.27

9,2%
35.7%

60,.,0%
21.7%
8.01
3.2%
2.07

31,57
14,27
4.7%
3.2%
0.2%

21.5%
8.5%
3.5%
0.2%

52.2%
31.87
15.9%

4.5%
2.2%
0.0%

38.6%
18.1%
2.2%

2.22
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-1 (Continued)

AVG DAYS T0O TYPE 1 RECID

AVG DAYS

AVG DAYS

NS WN -

TN TYPE 2 RECID

ST W N e

TT TYyPE 3 RECID

WV & W N e

74

87
64
39
16
20

78
56
69
12
41

78
56
69
12
41

372
241
143
90
es

400
273
113
123

74

400
273
113
123

T4

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

\ g



SE X

HE IGHT

WE IGHT

AGE

RACE

EXHIBIT 5.0-2
.1DAHN ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTINN PROJECT

PRCFILE ANALYSIS

DWIS WITH PS1 1674

SAMPLE STZE @

MALES
FEMALES

AVERAGF HEIGHT
AVERAGE WEIGHT

AVERAGFE AGE

AGE 19 OR LESS
AGE 20 - 24

AGE 25 - 28

AGE 30 - 34

AGFE 35 - 39

AGE 40 - 44

AGE 45 - 49

AGE 50 - 593

AGF 60 AND (OV=R

WHITE

BLACK

AMEQICAN TWDTAN
Mc XICAN
ORTENT AL

LATIN

OTHER KACES

EMPLCYMENT STATUS

FULL-TIME
PART =T I ME
NOT EMPLOY D
HOUSEWIFF
STUDENTS
RETIRED

CCCUPATION TYPE

UNEMPLQOYED
PRCF / TECH

CLERICAL / SALES

SERVICES
AGRICULTURE
PROCESSING
MACHINE TRADES

FABRICATION / RPEPAIR

STRUCTUPRAL
CTHER

75

400

N={ 338)
207
31

35

N=( 333)
351

26
19

N={ . 369)
281
25
57

13
18

N={ 38T7)
50
28
23
43
26
36
13
29
21

118

90.9%
Y.1%

10.5%
17.9?
15.E%
10.272
10.0%
10.5%

€e&?
12.0%

é.1%

REL1?
0.2%
€.57
4.7%
C.0%
0.0%
0.2%

TO.4%
6.2%
14.2%
1.2%2
3.2%
4.5%

12.9%
T.2%
5.9%

11.1%
6.7%
9.3%
3.3%
T.4%
5.4%

30.42



EXHIBIT 5, 0-2 Continued)

YEARS IN IDAHO

N=( 368)

AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 21.8

1 22

2 15

3 9

4 12

5 15

6-10 33

11-15 24

16-20 48

21 AND NVER 187
REHARILITATION DATA N=( 400)
ATTENODED DEF., DRIVING 21

ATTENDED DICP 47

ATTENDEN CAURT-SCHOGL 134

COLRT ALCOHCL SCHIOOL DATA N=( 134)
NEGATIVE [MPROVEMENT 3

LTFN IMPRAVEMENT 0

IMPROVEMENT -4 31

5-93 65

10-14 25

15-13 2

20-UP 8

MARTITAL STATHS N= ( 398)
MAKRIED 165

SINGLE 110

NIVARCEN R2

WIDWWED 12

SEPERATED 27

OTHER 2

OEPENDENTS N={ 302)
0 141

1 80

2 64

3 46

4 29

5 13

6 5

7 6

8 S

S 1

10 1

11+ 1

RELIGICN N={ 373)
PRCTESTANT 151

CATHOLIC 69

JEWISH 0

MO RMCN 63

OTHER 50

5.97
5.1%
2.17
3.22
4,02
BOQz
6.57
13.0%
50.8%

Te7%
11.7%
33.5%

2.2%
C.0%
23.1%2
48.5%
18.6%
1.4%
5.G%

41.4%
2T.6%
20.6%
3.07
6.7%
0.57

35.939%
20.4%
16.3%
11.72
7.3%
3.32
1.22
1.57
1.2%
O.Z2
0.2%
0.27

40.42
18.4%

0.0%
16.8%
24.1%



YEARS MARRILD

EDUCATICN

INCGME -

R4C DATA
AVERAGE BAC

EXHIBIT 5 _0-2(Continued)

AVERAGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16=-20

20+

AVERAGE YL AERS
1-6
1-¢
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND UF

LESS THAN $4000
4000-56GS
6000-7999
8000-99¢6

10000-11999
12000-13993
14000-15999
16000-17999
18000-192573
29000-1P

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
.01 - .04
005 - .09
«10 = 14
-15 - 19
020 - oZ‘f
«25 ¢
ONCF
TWICE

3 CR MORF

N={

N={(

184)

12.2
21
19

9

16
40
18
19
42

394)
11.2
12
77
44
33
135
29
34
15
9
6

381)
113

331)
« 1497
«151%

31
119
107

51

15

400)
20

11.4%
10.3%
4 .8%
Beb?¥
21 .77
Q.72
10.3%
22.8%

6.1%
16.5%
11.1%7

8.37

7.37

B.6%

3.8%
. 227

1.5%

26 .62
16.6%
20.4%
10.7%
B.6?
£.0%
l1.8%
0.5%
0.5%
1.8%

1.27
1.2%
9.3%
35.9%
32.3%
15.6%
4.,5%

5.0%
0.2%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5,0-2 (Continued)
N=(

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCORES
AVERAGE AL CADD
1-11
12-19
20-29
40-49
50-UP

DRINKER CLASS DATA
PROBLEM
NCN=PRQCALEM
UNDEFINED

€ST. P&AOR, NRINKERS

VIQLATIONS ON ADB
1 DWI
2 DYl
3 DWI
4 Dwl
5¢ NDWI

AVERAGE NO DWIS

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATICNS

3-4
5-6
7-8
9 uP

AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL

1 ACCIDENT
2 ACCIDENTS
3 ACCIDENTS
4 R MORE

AVER NO ACCIDENTS

CPIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA

1-2 MISDEMEANIRS
3-4 MISDEIMIANDRS
5+ 4ISNEMEANORS
AVG NO. MISOEMEANORS

1-2 FELONI=S
3—4 FELONIES
5+ FELCNIES

AVG NO FELDONIEZS

-2 A/R MISOFMEANNIRS
3-4 A/Q MISDEMEANORS
5¢ A/R MISDEMEZANNRS

N

{

{

276)

11.2

167
72
28

9
0
0

400)
168
g6
36
135

400)
264
75
33
15
2

1.45

136
49
14

2
2

1.156

89
30
6
1
e 42

87)
51
22

14

3.05

5

1

1l
.17
36
7

2

AVG NN A/R MISDEMEANDORS 1.19

1-2 A/R FELONIES
3=4 A/R FFLOANIES
5¢ A/R FELONITES
AVG NO A/R FEELQONIES

78

2

9]

0
.04.

60.57
26.02
10.17
3.22
0.07
0.0%

42.0%
4¢,0%

S5.0%
33.7%

66.0%
18.,7%
B.22
3.72
0.5%

34.0%
12.22
3.5:
0.52
0.5%

22.2%
7.52
1.52
0.2%

58.6%
25.2%
16.02

5.7%
1.1%
l.1%

41.3%
B8.0%
2.27

2.22
0.0%
0.0%



AVG

AVG

avgs;

DAYS T0O TYPE

HWN -

DAYS TC TYPE

NS WN

DAYS TG TYPE
1

2
3
4
5

EXHIBIT 5_g.p(Continued)

1 RECID

2 ReClD

3 KECIT

79

15
66
45

68
62
69
20

68
62
6u
20

428
222
12?2

€4

425
225
gc
s
49

425
225
59
€S
48

CAYS
DAYS
DAYS
Days

DAYS
Cays
DAYS
CAYS
CAYS

rays
DAYS
DAYS
Davys
DaysS



SEX

HE IGHT

WE TGHT

AGE

EXHIBIT 5.0-3

IDAHD ALCOHNL

SAFETY ACTION PRQOJECT

PROFILE ANALYSIS

SAMPLZE S

MALZES
FEMALES

NwIS ®ITH PST 1973

lE

AVERAGE HEIGHT

AVERAGE WEIGHT

~VERAGE AGE
AGF 12 0OF LESS

LGE 20 -
AGE 25 -
AGE 30 -
AGE 35 -
AGE 40 -
AGE 45 -
AGE 50 -

24
29
34
39
44
4G
59

AG5F 60 AND JVER

WHITE
BLACK

AVMERICAN INDIAN

4= XTCAN
JRIZNTAL
LATIN
TTHz R RAC

EMPLOYMENT STATHS

FULL-TIME
PART =T I MF

ES

NOAT EMPLAYED

HOUSEWIFF
STUDENTS
RETIRED

JCCUPATION TYPL

IINFMPLQYE
PRCF / TE

C
CH

CLERPTICAL 7/ SALFS

SEZRVICFES
AGRICULTH
PRCCEZSSIN

RE
C

MACHINE TRADFS

FARRICAT]
STOUCTURA
CTHER

DN
L

/ REFAIR

80

490

N=( 314)
232
32

N=( 31¢4)
68,9

N={( 314)
163.5

N= { 318)
3¢€.4
19
€l
44
42
24
31
32
51
14

N=( 3¢0)
329

32
22

N=( 3%4)
2R3

~
<

55

16
11

N=(  3G0)
46
39
30
45
30
55
20
17
17
91

8G.H¢
10.1%

5. 3%
19,1%
13.82
13.2%

7 .5%

9.7%
10.0%
16.0%

4,47

B4 3%
0.7%
Ba2%
5.6%
().27
0.2%
0.5%

71.°¢%
5.0%2
14.2%
2.07‘
4,0%
2.77

11.72
10.0%
T.6%
11.5%
7.62
14.172
5.1%
4.3%
".31
23.3%



EXHIBIT 5.0-3 (Continued)

YEARS IN IDAHN N=( 206)
AVERAGE YEL«S IN DA 2268
1 13
2 11
3 5
4 6
5 4
6-10 20
11-15 15
16=-20 27
21 AND IVER 107
FEAABILITATINN NATA N=( 400)
ATTENDSD DEF, DRIVING 45
ATTAND D DICP 417
ATTENDZD CCURT=SCHUTL 153
COULRT ALCOHCL SCHIOL DeTA N=( 153)
NEGATIVE IMPXIVEMEMT 7
ZFERO IMPRIOVFEMENT 0
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 41
5-9 73
- 10-14 23
- 15-19 5
20-UFr 4
MARTTAL STATUS N={( 3¢3)
MARR]zZD 166
SINGLE . 116
NIVIARCFD 69
WIDROWELD 17
SEPERATEN 24
CTTHZR 1
DEPENDENTS N={ 234)
0 34
1 55
2 31
3 24
4 21
5 12
6 5
7 1
8 0
Q 0
10 . 1
11+ 0
ELIGICN N=( 216)
PerTESTANT 73
CATHOLIC 44
JEWISH 1
MORMN 35
CTHER 63
81

627
5.2%
2.81
2 «8%
1.62
G.57
7.12
12.9¢
51.1°7

11.2%
11.7%
38.27

4.5%
0002
26.7%
47.7%
1€.0%
3.27
2.6%

42.2%
25.5¢%
17.5%
".31
(‘.1y
0.2%

35.8%
23.5%
13.2%2
10.2%
8.9%
5.17%
2.1%
0.47
0.0%
0.07
00‘0¥
0.07

33.7%
20.3%

0.4%
16.2%
29.17




YEARS MARRIED

ZDUCATICN

INCCWME

B8aC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 5.0-3 (Continued)

AVFERAGE

1l

2

3

4
5-10
i1-15
16-20

20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-5
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND ybp

LESS THAN $4020
4000=-5¢¢cc
6000-7993
RO00-3G999

100v00-11999
1200C-15999
14300-1529%
16300-1799¢
13200-16999
25000-"JP

AVERAGE POSITIVE RAC

PEFUSED TeST

NEGATIVE
01 - .04
.05 - .09
10 - L14
015 - ulq
e 20 = .24
25 +
ONCE
TWICE

3 CR MMnRE

82

N={  129%9)
1209

12

10

7

10

33

12

4

32

N=( 39Q0)
11.0
15
77
47
45
128
26
26

5

13

8

N=( 333)
123

N={ 281)
« 1542
1577

23
109
83
43
18

N=( 400)
21

-

9.3%
TeB%
5e4
7.92
25.72
9.32
9.3%
25.0%

4o4%
1¢.7%2
12.0%
11.5%2
32.8%

662

¢ oebZ

102,

3,3%2

2.0%

33,6%
20.,3%
19.5%
12.0%
6.2%
2.0%
2.3%
1.0%
0.0%
2.62

1.4%
0.3%
Bal%
38.7%
2945%
15.37
6.4%

5.22
0,0%
0.0%




EXHIBIT 5.0-3 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 151)
AVERAGE ALTAMD 12.4

1-11 S5

12-19 32

20-29. 15

30-39 5

40-49 3

50-UP 1
CRINKEER CLASS DATA N=( 400)
PRNOBRLEM 137
NON=PROBLEM 21s
UNDEFINED 44

EST, PPNR, NRINKERS 118
VIJLATIONS ON ADR N={ 400)
1 DwWl 274

2 DWWl 30

3 DWl 28

4 Dl 3

5+ DWI 3
AVERAGRE NJ OwlS 1e42

' 1-2 MM A/ VICLATIONS 175
3-4 34

5-¢ 11

7-8 3

9 yp 2
AVIRAGE NN 4a/R VIOL « 36

1 ACCIDEMNT 36

2 ACCIDENTS 25

3 ACCINENTS 6

4 CR MORE 2

AVER NO ACCIDENTS «473
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N={ 1R2)
1-2 MISDEMFANOES 74

3=4 MISDEMEIANDLS 40

5+ MISNEMEANQORS 68

AVG NO. MISDEMUANIFS 4,76

1-2 FELONIZS 3

3-4 FELNNIZS 1

54 FELONIES 5

AVG NO FELONIES «35

1-2 A/F MI3IDEMEANGRS 59

3-4 A/R MISDFMEANDORS 12

5¢ A/R MISOTMEANCRS 16

AVG NN A/E MISDEMEANIRS 1.48

1-2 Asq FELONIES 1

3-4 A/R? FELONIFS 0

5+ A/R FELONIES 0

AVG NO A/R FELONTES .01

83

62 .92
21.1%
Y%
3.37
1.9‘:‘
0.6%

34.2%
54 .7%
11.0%
25.5%

66 .5%
20.0%
7.0%
2.2%
O.7%

2]1.2%
B.527
?.7%:
CoeT%
0.5%

24.0%
2%
1.5%
0.5%

40.6%
21.5%
37.37

1,62
0.5%
2.7%

32.47%
€.5%
FoT%

U.5%
0.0%
0.0%




AVG DAYS TC TYPE

(S, IS UV I N

AVG DAYS TC TYP
1
2
3
4
5

AVG CAYS TG TypE

D N e

EXHIBIT 5, 0-3 (Continued)

1 reCID

2 ReCID

3 PECID

84

RO
56
27

74
06
27

12

74
66
27
12

278
152
152
72
63

261
14°
154
€8
€3

261
148
154
€43
€3

NAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
pavs

Davs
GAYS
DAYS
DayYs
NDAYS

CAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAaYs




EXHIBIT 5.0-4
IDAHO ALCOHNL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PROFILE ANALYSIS

DWIS WITHOUY PSI 1975

SAMPLE SI1ZE @ 400
SEX N=( 299)
MALES 273 9l.3%
FEMALES 26 8.6%
HE IGHT N=( 295)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 69.4
WEIGHT N={ 295)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 162.9
AGE N=( 348)
AVERAGE AGE 34.3
AGE 19 DR LESS 53 15.2%
AGE 20 - 24 56 16.0%
AGE 25 =~ 29 60 17.2%
AGFE 30 -~ 34 36 10.3%
AGFE 35 -~ 39 18 S5.1%
AGE 40 =~ 44 33 Gel%
AGE 45 - 456 34 9.7%
AGE 50 - 59 36 10.3%
AGE 69 AND NVEP 22 6.3%2
RACE N=( T1)
WHITE 65 91.5%
BLACK 0 0.0%
AMERICAN INDIAN 5 7.0%
MEXICAN 1 l1.4%
IRIENTAL 0 0.0%
LATIN 0 0.0%
DTHER RACFS 0 0.0%
EMPLOYMENT STATUS N=( T2}
FULL-TIME ' 55 76 .37
PART-TIME 4 5.5%
NOT EMPLOYED 7 9. 7%
HOUSEWIFE 0 0.0%
STUDENTS 5 6.9%
RETIRED 1 1.3%
DCCUPATION TYPE N=( T1)
UNEMPLOYED 9 12.6%
PRNF / TECH 6 8.4%
CLERICAL 7 SALES 7 9,.8%
SERVICES 7 9.8%
AGRICULTYRF 3 4.2%
PRNCESSING 6 RS 4
MACHINE TRADES 5 7.0%
FABRICATINN / REPAIR’ T 9.8%
STRUCTURAL 4 Se6?%
NTHER 17 23.9%



EXHIBIT 5.0-4 (Continued)

YEARS IN IDAHN N=(  43)
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 21.3
1 0 0.0%
? 1 2.3%
3 0 0.0%
4 1 2.3%
5 1 2.32
6-10 5 11,67
11-15 3 6.9%
16-20 10 23.2%
21 AND QVER : 22 S1.1%
REHABILITATION DATA N={ 400)
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 38 9.5%
ATTENDED DICP 34 B.5%
ATTENDED COURT=-SCHOOL 61 15.2%
COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA N=l  61)
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 3 4.9%
ZERD IMPROVEMENT 0 0.0%
IMPROVEIMENT 1-4 18 29.5%
5-9 22 36.0%
10~14 14 22.9%2
15-19 2 3.2%
20-yp 2 3,22
MARITAL STATUS N=(  71)
MARR [ED 26 36.6%
SINGLE 20 28.1%
DIVARCED 14 19.7%2
WIDOWED 6 8.4
SEPERATED 5 7.0%
OTHER 0 0.0%
DEPENDENTS N=(  45)
0 16 . 35.5%
1 7 . 15.5%
2 11 24.4%
3 4 8.8%2
4 5 11.1%
5 0 0.0%
6 0 0.0%
7 1 2.2%
8 0 0.0%
9 0 0.0%
10 1 2.2%
11+ 0 0.0%
RELIGION N=(  42)
PROTESTANT 18 42.8%
CATHOLIC 3 7.1%
JEWISH 0 0.0%2
MORMON 6 14.2%
AT HE R 15 35.7%

86



YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATION

- INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE BAC

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

EXHIBIT 5.0-4 (Continued)
N={( 22)
AVEFRAGE 13.7
1 2
2 1
3 0
4 1
5-10 6
11-15 3
16-20 5
20+ 4
N=( 72)
AVERAGE YEARS 11.5
1-6 3
7-9 9
10 6
11 6
12 30
13 6
) 7
15 3
16 1
17 AND UP 1
N={ 70)
LESS THAN %4000 13
4000~5¢99 18
6000-7999 15
8000-9959 9
10000-11999 9
12000-13999 4
14000-15999 0
16000-17999 1
18000-1999¢9 0
20000-UP 1
N={ 243)
«1412
e 1427
NEGATIVE 3
«01 - .04 11
«05 - .09 51
010 - .14 68
.15 - .19 66
020 - 024 27
25 + 17
N=( 400)
ONCE 14
TWICE 3
3 0OR MNRE 0

87

9.0%
4.5%
0.0%
4.5%
2T7.2%
13.6%
22.7%
18.12

6.3%
12.5%
B.3%
8.3!
41.6%
8.32
9.7%2
4.1%
1.3%
l.3%

18.5%
25.7%2
21 .47
12.8%
12.8%2
S.T%
0.0%
1.4%
0.0%
1,42

1.2%
4.57
20.92
2T.97
2T7.1%
11.1%
6.9%

OO WwW -
o o o

Oo~Nw
LK.



EXHIBIT 5.0-4 (Continued)

DI AGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N={( 35)
AVERAGE AL CADD 11.9
1-11 22
i2-19 8
20-29 4
30-39 1
40-49 0
50-1)pP 0
DRINKER CLASS DATA N={( 63)
PROBLEM 22
NON-PROBLEM 36
UNDEFINED 5
£FST. PROR, NRINKERS 40
VITILATIONS ON ADR N={ 400)
1 NwWl. 205
2 Wl 51
3 I 10
4 DW] 1
S+ DWI 4
AVERAGE N3 DWIS « 90
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATINNS 125
3-4 70
5-6 23
7-8 9
9 upP : 4
AVERAGE NDN A/R VIOL 1.63
1 ACCINENT 90
2 ACCIDENTS 31
3 ACCINENTS 15
4 NR MQOPRE 2
AVER NO ACCICENTS «51
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION NATA N=( 27
l-2 MISDEMEANORS 13
3—4 MISDEMEANORS 9
5+ MISDEMEANORS 5
AVG NO. MISDEMEANOPS 3.66
l=2 FELONIES 0
3-4¢ FELAONIZS ¢
5¢ FELONIES 1
AVG NO FELONIES .18
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANQRS 8
3-4 A/R MISDFMEANQORS 2
5¢ A/R MISNDEMEANORS 1

AVG N0 A/P MISDEMEANORS 1.03

1-2 A/R FELONIES 1
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
S+ A/R FELONIES 0
AVG NO A/P FELONIES .03

88

62.8%
22 .87
11.4%
2.8%
0.0%
N.0%2

34 .92
57.1%
7.9%
10.0%

51.72%
12.7%
2.5%
0.2%
1.0’

31.2%
17.5%
5 .7%
262%
1.0%

22.5%
T.7%
3.7%
0.5%

48.1%
33,32

18.5%

O.0%
0.0%
3.72

2G.62
T.42
3.72%

3.7%
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-4 (Continued)
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID

1 51 500 DAYS
2 20 305 DAYS
3 3 213 DAYS
4 12 BS DAYS
5 5 83 DAYS

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID
1 37 587 DAYS
2 34 294 DAYS
3 15 180 DAYS
4 20 85 DAYS
5 10 66 DAYS

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID
1 37 587 DAYS
2 34 . 284 DAYS
3 15 180 DAYS
4 20 85 DAYS
5

10 66 DAYS

89



IDAHO ALCOHNL SAFEYY ACTION PROJECT

EXHIBIT S5.0-5

PRIFILE ANALYSIS

W
m
>

HEIGHT

WEIGHT

AGE

RACE

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

GCCCUPATION TYPFE

DWIS WITHGUT PSI 1674
SAMPLE SI7¢t 400
N={ 263)
MALES 229
FEMALES 34
N=( 261)
AVERAGF HEIGHT 6G.1
N={ 260)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 156.5
N=( 230)
AVERAGE AGS 34.0
AGE 19 0Ok LESS 47
AGE 20 - 24 &8
AGE 25 - 29 45
AGF 30 - 34 31
AGE 35 - 35 28
AGF 40 - 44 25
AGE 45 = 49 23
AGE 50 - 57 38
AGE 60 AND QOVER 20
N=( 33)
WHITE 30
RLACK ]
AMERICAN INDIAN 3
MEXTCAN 0
ORJTENTAL 0
LATIN 0
OTHER RACES 0
N={ 33)
FULL-T IMZ 25
PART-=TIME 1
NOT EMPLOY D 2
HOUSEWIFF 1
STUDENTS 2
RETIRED 2
N=( 32)
UNEMPLIYED 3
PRGF / T=CH 4
CLFRICAL / SALFS 1
SERVICTS 5
AGRICULTUE 3
PROCESSING 4
MACHIMNE TRADES 0
FARRILATION / REPALR 3
STPUCTURAL 0
CTHER 9

R7.0%
12.7%

14.2%
20.67
13.62
¢.3%
8a47
757
Eet2
11.5%
€.0%

90 ,9%
C.0%
9.0%
0.0%
C.0%
G.0%
0.0%

75.7%
3.0%
6.0%
3.0%
6.0%
6.0%

0.37
12 «5%
3.1%
15.6%
G.3%
12.57
0.07
9.3%
0.0%
28.1%




YEARS IN IDAHO

EXHIBIT 5,0-5 (Continued)

N={
AVERAGE YFaARS [N IDA

VPN

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND 0OVER

REHABILITATION DATA N=(

COURT ALCOHAL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICON

ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTAENDED COURT-SCHOOL

SCHAOL DATA N={
NEGATIVE [MPHROVEMENT
5P IMPRDOVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4
5-3
10-14
15-19
20-UP

MARRIED
SINGLE
DIVORCED
wIDOWFD
SEPERATED
CTHER

—_ OV ~NOMPHPWN O

P

PROTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEwWISH
MARMEON
CTHER

91

9)

28,0

== O0O00 0O

40n0)

31
50

50)
12

26

33)
14

QWwWwrer N W

—

OO0 COCOoOO0OWO~O

—

S CwWwNO

0.0%
11.1%
0.0%
0,0%
0.0%
C.07%
11.1%
11.1%
66.6%

9.07
T.7%
12.5%

6.0%
C.0%2
24.07%
52.02
18.0%
0.07%
0.02

42.4%2
24.2%
21.2¢2
300*
9,02
0.0%

10.0%
60.0%
30.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%2
o.o2
0.0%
0.0%

20 .oz
30.0%

0.0%
10.0%
40.0%



YEARS MARRIED

EXHIBIT 5.0-5 (Continued)

AVFRAGE
1
2
3
[
5-10
} 11-15
‘ 16=-20
: 20+
SDUCATION
AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
. 15
16
17 AND UP
INCOME
LESS THAN $£4000
+000-5999
6300-7999
*250-3699
10000~-11599
12006-13999
14000-15999
16000-17999
13000-19999
20000-)P
5AC DATA
AVERAGE BAC
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC
NEGATIVE
001 - 004
005 - 009
10 - .14
'15 - olq
-20 - o24
«25 +
REFNSED TEST
ONCE
TWICE
3 OR MNORE

92

N={

~—

12,

NOEr DONMD

N={ 33)

—
A ]

P
WO M I N wiwWweO

N=(

— 0
[l ® N T R o R S R NN
L4

N=( 202)
« 143%
« 148%

29
€5
46
33
13

N=( 400)
13

-

14.27
28.52
0.07%
0.0%
14.2%
14.2%
0,0%
28.,5%

6.0%
S.0%
9.0%
15.1%
33.3%
15.1%
3.0%
3.0%
0.07%
9.0%

36.3%
21.2%
12.1%
12.1%
0.02
3.0%
9.0%
3.0%
0.0%
3.0%

3.42
4.4%
14.3%
32.1%
22.7%
16.3%
€.47

3.2%
C.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5,0-5 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N= { 13
AVERAGE ALCADD 15.0

1-11 8

12-1¢ 3

20~-29 0

30-39 0

40-49 2

50-yP 0

PR INKER CLASS DATA : N= ( 31
PKCBLEM 5
NON-PRORLF M : 25
UNDEFINFD 1

EST. PROB. DRINKERS 22
VIOLATICNS ON ADB ) N=( 400
1 DWI 222

2 Dwl 41

3 bWl 5

4 DWI 3

S+ DWI 0
AVERAGE NT DwIS .82

: 1-2 NON A/2 VIULATIONS 130
3-4 33

5-6 12

7-8 6

9 up 1
AVERAGE NON A/P VIGL 1.09

1 ACCIDENT 6%

2 ACCIDENTS 17

3 ACCIDENTS 5

4 CR MNRE 2

AVER NN ACCITENTS .31
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 15
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 5

3-4 MISDEMEZANORS 4

5+ MISDEMEANNRS 6

AVG NO., MISDEMEANORS 3.93

1-2 FELDONIFS 0

3-4 FELONIES 0

5+ FELCONIES 0

AVG N7O FELONIES .00

1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 6

3-4 A/PR MISDEMEANSRS 1

5+ A/R MISDFEMEANCRS 1

AVG NO aA/R MISDEMEANORS 1.40

1-2 A/R FELONIES V]
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5¢ AfR FELCSNIES 0
AVG NDO A/R FELONIES .00

93

)

)

€1.5%
2‘3.0‘2
0.0%
0.0°%
15.3¢%
0.n%

16.12
80,67
3.2%
5.5%

55.5%
1C.2%
1.2%2
0.72
Oﬁoz

32.5%
9.5?
3.0%
1.5%
0.2%

17.2%
4.2%
1.2%
0.5¢%

33.3%
26.6%
40.0%

U.07
0.0%
0.0%

40.0%
6.67
6.6%

Ue0Z%
0.0%
0.0?



EXHIBIT 5.0-5 (Continued)
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RFECID

1 41 475 DAYS
2 10 186 DAYS
3 9 56 DAYS

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID

1 34 520 DAYS
2 10 106 NAYS
3 21 59 DAYS
4 12 Su DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID
1 34 520 DAYS
2 10 106 DAYS
3 21 96 DAYS
4 12 €0 DAYS
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HEIGHT

WEIGHT

AGE

RACE

EXHIBIT 5.0-6

PROAFTILE

[PAHN ALCUHNL SAFETY ACTINN PROJECY

ANALYSIS

DWIS WITHQUT PSIT 1973

SAMPLE SIZ% ¢

MALES
FEMALES

AVERAGE HEIGHT

AVERAGE WEIGHT

AVFRAGE AGE
AGE 19 OR LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 27
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 3°
AGE 40 = 44
AGF 45 - 43
AGE 50 - 59

CAGFE 60 AND QVER

WHITE

RLACK
AMERICAN INWDIAN
MEXICAN
ORTENTAL

LATIN

OTHER RACES

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
NOT EMPLOYZD
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
PETIRED

OCCUPATION TYPE

UNEMPLOYED
PRCF / TECH

CLERICAL / SALFS

SERVICES
AGRICULTURC
PRCCFSSING
MACHINE TRADES
FARRICATION / R
STRUCTURAL
CTHER

as

400

N=( 303)
288
15

N=( 295)
6S.0

N={ 2%5)
165.5

N=(  332)
35.6
31
69
45
38
a0
21
34
31
33

N=( 12)
1]

OCOOm QGO

N={( 12)

[
QO QO+

4
"
P
—
-

EPALIR

WO OWN M= ON

95.0%
4.9%

9.3%
20.7%
13.5%
11.4%

Q.02

6.3%
10.2%

9.32

9.9%

91.6%
0.0%
0.0%
8.3%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

91.6%
8.3%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
B.3%
B.3%
8.3%
16.6%
25.0%
0.07
B8.3%
0.0%
25.07



EXHIBIT 5.0-6 (Continued)

REHABILITATION DATA N=( 400)
ATTENDED DtF. DRIVING 30
ATTENDEN NICP 40
ATTENDED CCURT=-SCHOOL 20
TIURT ALCOHCL SCHJOL DATA N= ( 20)
"NEGATIVF IMPREOVEMENT 2
IERD IMPROVEMFNT )
IMPROVEMENT 1=¢% 5
5-9 6
10-14 3
15-19 )
20-ypP 4
MARITAL STATUS N= ( 12)
MARRIED 4
SINGLE 4
JIVORCED 3
wWIDOWEN 0
SEPERATED 1
CTHER 0
DEPENDENTS N= 1)
0 1
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0
& 0
7 )
8 0
9 0
10 0
11+ 0
SDUCATICN N={ 12) -
AVERAGFE YE ARS 10.6
1-6 1
7-9 3
10 0
11 n
12 7
13 0
14 1
15 0
16 0
17 AND UP 0
INC CME N=( 12)
LESS THAN $4000
4000-5929
6000-7999
3000-9999

10000-11999
12300-13999
140N00-15999
16000-17999
182)00-19939
20000=-11pP QA

COO0OCOOWNWSN

9.0%
10.0%
5.0%

10.0%

0.0%
25.,0%
30.0%
15.07

().0z
20.07

33.2%
33.3%
25.0%
0.0%
8.32
0.0%

100.0%

0002
0.0%
0.02
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

9.9%
25.0%
0.0%
0.0%
58.3%
0.0%
B.3%
0‘02
0.0%
0.0%

33.3%
25.0%
16.6%
25.0%
0.0%
0‘ 02
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%



BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 5.0-6 (Continued)

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
«01 = .04
005 - .09
«10 - 14
015 - olq
.20 - 024
«25 ¢
ONCE
TWICE

3 CR MJPRE

Q7

N=( 123)

.1382
.145%

21
27
38
16

N=( 400)
16

4.,8%
5.6
17.07
21.9%
30.8%
13.0%
6.5%

4.0%
0.07
0,07



EXHIBIT 5.0-6 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCARES N=( 81
AVERAGE ALCADD 15.1
1-11 4 50 .0%
12-19 3 37.5%
20-29 0 0.0%2
30-39 0 0.0%
40-49 1 12.5%
50-1JP 0 0.0%
DRINKER CLASS DATA N= ( 8)
PROSLEM 3 37.5%
NON=PRMABLEM 4 50.0%
UNDEFINED 1 12.5%
FST. PRNB. DRINKERS 23 5.7%
VIILATIONS ON ADR N=( 400)
1 DWI 166 41.5%
2 oWl 37 9.2%
3 DWI 7 1.7%
4 oWl 2 0.5%
S5+ DWI 1 0.2%
AVERAGE NN DWIS .68
1-2 NON A/ VIOLATIONS 156 30,0%
3-4 53 13.27
5-6 17 4.2%
7-8 1 0.2%
7 yp 2 0.5%
AVERAGE NON A/° VIOL 1.29
1 ACCIDENT 77 15.2¢
2 ACCIDENTS 16 4.0%
3 ACCIDENTS 3 0.7%
4 CR MDpe: 0 0.0%
AVER NN ACCIDENTS .29
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 7 ]
1-2 MISDFMEANDRS 3 . 42.8%
3-4 MISDEMEANNRS 3 42.8%
S+ MISDFME ANGRS 1 14.2%
AVG NN. MISDEMEANORS 2.57
1-2 FELONIES v U.0%
3-4 FELONIES 0 0.0%
5+ FELINIES 0 0.0%
AVG NO FELCNIFES .00
1-2 4/R MISCEMEANORS 4 57.1%
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 0 0.0%
5¢ A/R MISDEMEANCKS 0 0.0%
AVG N0 A/R WMISODEVEANORS .71
1-2 &/R FELONIES 9 0.0%
3-4 A/R FFLONIES 0 0.0%
5+ A4/R FELONIES 0 0.0%
AVG NC A/R FELONIES .00
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EXHIBIT 5,0-6 (Continued)
AVG DAYS 70 TYPE 1 RECID

1 37 4C0O DAYS
2 14 167 DAYS
3 6 178 DAYS
4 ‘ 4 52 DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID
1 a3 421 DAYS
2 22 185 DAYS
3 6 178 DAYS
4 4 2 DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPF 3 RECID
1 33 421 DAYS
2 22 185 DAYS
3 6 178 DAYS
4 4 G2 DAYS
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HEIGHT

wEIGHT

AGE

RACE

EXHIBIT 5.0-7

[LAHD ALCOHCL SAFETY ACTIDN
PROFILE ANALYSIS

AVERAGE IDAKC

SAMPLE SIZE ¢

MALES
FEMALFS

AVERAGE Hre IGHT

AVERAGE WEIGHT

AVERAGE AGFK
AGE 19 OR LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 29
AGZ 20 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
AGE 40 - 44
AGE 45 - 49
AGF 50 = 59
AGE 60 AND JVER

WHITE

SLACK

AMERICAN J NDTAN
MZXICAN
CRIENTAL

LATIN

CTHER RACES

EMFLCYMENT STATUS

FULL-TIME
PART-TIMF
NOT EMPLOYFED
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRED

CCCUPATION TYPE

UNEMPLCYED

PROF / TFCH
CLERICAL / SALES
SEPVICES
AGRICULTUPL
PRICCESSING
MACHIN® TF ADES

FARRICATIWN / REPALK

STRUCTURAL
TTHEK

100

DRIVERS

PRJIJECT

OCOD0MNMNOWO
—~

-~

QOOrWwmC OO

NO~OOw—O &»rer—0O

£G 5%
30.4%

14.1%
16.5%
9,32
7.02
14.6%
5.1%
7.5%
12.27%
12.27

R0.C%
.02
20.0%
0.0%2
0.0%
0.0%
J.07

S0.0%
C.0%
10.0%
0.0%
0.0%
C.0%

10.0%2
10.0%
4C.0%2
0.0%
1C.n¥
0.0%
OOO%
10.07
0.0%
2C.0%



YEARS IN IDAHO

EXHIBIT 5.0-7 (Continued)

N=(
AVERAGE YL 2RSS IN 1DA

v W N

REHABILITATION

COLRT ALCOHOCL

VARITAL STATUS

NDEPENDENTS

PELIGICA

6~10
11-15
16-20
21 AND DV=E#

DLT A N=(
ATTENDED {EF. DRIVING
ATTENDED (ICP
ATTENDFRD COURT=SCHOTL

SCH3DOL DATEA N=(
NEGATIVE I MFROVEMENT
7ERD IMPESVERMENT
IMERCVEMENT -4
5-9
10-14
15-19
29~UP

MARRIED
SINGKLE
DIVARCED
wlIDOWED
STPERATEL
CTHER

DDd2~NO VM WN~O

10
11+

PRCTESTANT
CATHCLIC
JEWISH
VAORMLN
GTHER

101

21

——

SO0 OO0O0O=OO0OO0O

212)

—
OMNCOoOwWwuno O NM OO0 $ $ -~

—

OO DOOO m Ot ey =

—pe C N -~ N

Co0?
16.6%
0.0%
U.0%
0.0%
lo.67
0.0%
0.0%
EE.6?

7.0%
3.3%
1.8%

.07

. 0.02

25.0%
5C.0%
25.0%
.07
0.0%

50.0%
30.07
C.N%
n,0%
2G.0%
C.07

42 .9%
14.2%
14.2%
C.0%
16.2%
C.0%
G.07%
C.0%
0.0%
14.2%
C.0%
0.0%

2G DX
40,07

0.0%
20.0%
20.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-7 (Continued)

YEARS MARRITED N= ( 1)
AVERAGF 27.0
1 ) 0.0%
2 0 0.7
3 Q 0.0%
4 0 0.0%
5-10 0 0.0%
11-15 0 0s0%
16=-20 0 0.07
20+ 1 100.0%
FOUCATICN N=( 10)
AVERAGE YEARS 11.2
1-6 1 12.2%
7-< 0 0.0%
10 2 20.0%
11 3 30.0%
12 1 10.0%
13 2 20.0%
le 0 C.0%
15 0 0.0%
16 1 10.0%
17 AND UP 0 0.0%
INCCME N=( 10)
LESS THAM $4000 1 1C.u%
400nN=-59¢7 3 30.0%
6000-7993 1 10.0%
3000-3499 2 20.0%
19CN0-11939 0 0.07%
12000-13999 1 10.0%
14000-150999 2 20.0%
16000-179%3 0 C.0%
13000-19<99 0 0.0%2
20C0OC~-upP 0 0.0%
baC DATA N={ 24) -
AVERAGE BAC «1757
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC «182%
NEGATIVE 1 4.17
0l = 04 0 0.0%
005 - 09 2 q.3'¥
.10 = -1(' 8 3303:
-15 - olq 5 20.82
.20 - 024 2 903!
«25 + 6 25.0%
QEFUSED TEST N=( 212)
CONCE 5 2.32
TWICE 0 0.0%

3 CR MOKRF 0 0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-7 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCARES N=( 4
AVERAGE ALCACD 172.5

1-11 3

12-19 0

20-29 0

30-36 1

40-49 0

50-UP 0
DRINKER CLASS DATA N={ 8
PROBLEM 5
NON=FFTRLEM 2
UNDEFINZU 1

£5T. PRNOB., "RINKEZS 8
VIGLATICNS CN ADR N={ 212
1 CwWl 27

2 Dwl 10

3 DwWl 1

4 DWl 1

5+ IWI 2

. AVERAGE NG NDWIS 31
1-2 NN A/ VIALETIONS 68

3-4 18

S=6 7

7-3 2

¢ uP 2
AVERAGD NON A/R VIOL 1.03

1 ACCIDENT 20

2 ACCIDENTS 6

3 ACCIDENTS 0

4 (GR MNMRF 0

AVER N AT CIDENTS «15
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION (,ATA N=( 7
1-2 MISDEeMFANQORS 4

3-4 M]ISLeMcANNDRS 0

54+ MISDEMI ANIRS 3

AVG NN, MISOEMZANGPS T.14

1=-2 FELCNTES 1

3-4 FZLONIFS 0

54 FELTNIES 0

AVG ND FRLCOCNIES el4

1=-2 A/R MISDEMEANIRS 1

3-4 A/R MISDEMETANNDRS 0

54+ A/R MISDEMEANQRS 2

AVG N2 A/F MISODEMZANDRS 4.14

1=-2 A/R FELONIES 0

3-4 A/R FEEZLONIES 0

6+ A/R FFLONIES 0

AVG NQO A/R FELONIES .00

103

—

——r

75.0%
C.0%
0.0

25.0%
D.0%2
C.0%

62452
25.02
12.5¢%

12,77
4.7
O.4%
C.9%

27.0%
BoeaZ
3.32
C.9%2
0.9%

9.4F
2.87
C.0%
U.0%

57.1%
(.0%
42,87

14.2%
C.0%
D.0%

14.2%
0.0%
2R.5%

U.0%
0.07%
0.0%



AVG DAYS TC TYPE

D W N

AVG DAYS TC TYPE

[ 0 SRS I\ S

AVG NDAYS TO TY

EXHIBIT 5.0-7 (Continued)

1 RECID

? RECID

3 RECID

104

~Ns NN o ~NPSPWwNO

~NPHWwWwN O

503
£6
77
53
23

5CH
86
77
53
2

5C&
26
17
£3
23

DAYS
DAYS
CAYS
DAYS
NDAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
NAYS
DAYS

DaYS
DaYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS



@

SEX

HE IGHT

WE IGHT

AGE

RAT.E

EXHIBIT 5.0-8
IDAHN ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTINN

PRNFILE ANALYSIS

PROBLEM DRINKERS 1975

SAMPLE Szt :

MALES
FEMALES

‘AVERAGE HE IGHT

AVERAGFE WEIGHT

AVERAGE AGE
AGE 19 JR LESS

AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39

AGE 40 - 44
AGE 45 - 49
AGE SO0 - 59
AGE 60 ANM DVER

WHITE

ABLACK:

AMERTCAN INDIAN
MEXICAN
DRIENTAL

LATIN

DTHER RACFES

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
NOT EMPLQOYED
HOUSEWIFF
STUDENTS
RETIREN

OCCUPATIDN TYPE

UNEMPLOYED

PRAF / TECH
CLERICAL / SALES
SERVICES
AGRICULTURE
PROCESSING
MACHINE TRADES

FABRICATION / REPAIR

STRUCTURAL
NTHER

105

400

N={ 342)
30%
37
341)
69,1

zZ
n

N

{  341)
161.9
N=( 35]1)
34.4
38

72

58

37

20

32

28

50

16

N=( 368)
314

31
18

N=( 372}
238

24

87

12

N=( 359)
72
19
17
39
35
24
19
22
25
87

PRAJECT

89.1%
10.8%

10.8%
20.57%
16.5%
10.5%
5.6%
9.1%
7.92
14.22
4.57

85,3%
1.37
B.4%
4.8%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

63.9%
6.42
23.3%
l1.3%
1.6%
3.27

20.07
5.2%
4.7%

10.8%
9.7%
6.6%
5.22
6.1%
6.9%

24 2%



YEARS IN [DAHO

REHABILITATION

COURT ALCGHOL

MARTTAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGION

EXHIBIT 5.0-8 (Continued)

N=(
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA

W W -

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND QOVER

DATA N={
ATTENDED DEF. ODRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL

SCHNOL DATA N=(
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT
ZERD TMPROVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4
5-9

10-14

15-19

20-up

MARRIED
SINGLE
OIVORCED
Wl DIWED
SEPERATED
JTHER

O 0O~NCVMPWN—~O

-

PROTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MORMON
ITHER

106

345)
23.4
25
12
S
12
4
25
17
54
191

400)
63

112

106

106}
2
o]
46
47
5
1
5

370)
156

T.2%
3.4%
1.4%
3.4%
1.17
T.2%
“.9!
15.6%
55.3%

15.7%
28.0%
26.5%

1.87
0.0%
43 .37
44 .37
4.7%
0.9
4.7%

42.1%
26 .47

- 20.02

4.0%
T.2%
0.0%

2T.77
30.7%
11.0%
11.3%
9.7%
4.5%
l.6%
1.3%
l1.0%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%

39.17
18.2%

0.0%2
19.4%
23.17



EXHIBIT 5.0-8 (Continued)

YEARS MARRIED N=( 171})
AVERAGE 11.9

1 20 11.6%

2 14 R.17

3 12 7.0%

4 8 4.6%

5-10 37 21.67

11-15 26 15.2%

16-20 19 11.1%

20+ 35 20.4%
EDUCATION N=( 364)

AVERAGE YEAKS 10.9

1-6 12 4.5%

7-9 86 23.6%

10 39 10.7%

11 39 10.7%

12 124 34 .0%

13 24 6.5%

14 18 4,97

15 10 2.72

16 11 3.0%

- 17 AND UP 1 C.27
INCOME : N={ 357)

LESS THAN $4000 111 21.0%

4000-5999 62 . 17.3%

6000-7999 65 18.2%

8000-9999 49 13.7%

10000-11999 33 9.2%

12000-13999 17 4.72

14000-15999 4 lel2

16000-17999 6 1.6%

18000-19999 1 0.2%

20000-UP S 2.5%
BAC DATA N={ 419)
AVERAGE BAC «172%
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC - 173%:

NEGATIVE 4 0.9%

oOl - .04 2 0.4?

.10 - 01" 109 26.0:

«15 - .19 154 36.7%

«20 = 24 88 21.0%

25 ¢+ 4«0 9.5%
REFUSED TEST N=( 400}

ONCE 33 8.2%

TWICE ) 6 1.5%

3 DR MNRE 1 0.2%
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EXHIBIT 5.0-8 (Continued)

DI AGNOSTIC TEST SCORES

AVERQRAGE AL CADD

1-11

12-19

N 20-29
30-39

40-49

50-UP

DRINKER CLASS DATA
PROBLEM
NON=-PRORLEM
UNDEFINED

£ST. PROB. DRINKERS

VIOLATIONS ON ADB
1 DOwW!l
2 Dwl
3 NW!
4 DW]
5¢ DWI

AVERAGE NO DWIS

N=(

1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS

3-4
5-6
7-8
9 uP

AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL

1 ACCIDENT
2 ACCIDENTS
3 ACCIDENTS
4 OR MNRE

AVER NO ACCIDENTS

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA

1-2 MISDEMEANORS

3-4 MISDEMEANORS

5+ MISDEMEANORS

AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS

1-2 FELONIES
3-4 FELONIES
5¢ FELNONIES

AVG NO FELONIES

1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS
3=4 A/R MISDEMEANDNRS
5¢ A/R MISNHEMEANORS

N={

323)

15.9

99
137
66
12
8

1

4001}

400
0
0

241

400)

165

113
56
20
20

1.87

119
65
22
12

2

1.52

83
38
L4
3
«54

56)
29
14
13

3.46

2

1

0
.08
30
14
5

AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 2.19

1-2 A/R FFELONIES
3-4 A/R FELONIES

S+ A/° FELONIES

avG NO A/R FELONIES

108

1
0
0
.01

-

30.6%
42 .42
20.47
3.7%
2.4%
0.3%

100,08
0.0%
0.0%

60.2%

41.27
28.2%
14,.0%
5.0%
5.0%

29.7%
16.2%
5.5%
3,0%
0.5%

20.7%
9.5%
3.52
O0.7%

51.7%
25.0%
23.2%

3.5%
1.7%
0.0%

53.5%
25.0%
8.9%

1.7%
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-8 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TN TYPE 1 RECID

NSO N -

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID

[V I S RRVU RN Ul

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID

NP WN e

109

113
112

48
41

103
100
93
52
64

103
100
93
52
64

275
250
143
79
71

315
261
128
80
58

315
261
128
80
58

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DA YS
DAYS

DAYS
CAYS
NAYS
LA YS
DAYS

DAYS
CAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAaYS



HEIGHT

WEIGHT

AGE

“ACE

[DAHN ALCNHNL

PROR

SAMPLE

EXHIBIT 5.0-9
SAFRETY ACTION

PRNFILE ANALYSIS

LEM DRINKFRS 14574

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

NCCUPATIGN TYPE

UNEMPLUY C

PREE / TECH
CLESRICAL /7 SALZS

STREVICES
AGRICULTY

S1Zg ¢
AALES
FEMALES
AVERAGE HEIGHT
AVERAGE Wi [GHT
AVERAGE AGE
AGE 19 7K LzSS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 = 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
"AGE 40 - 44
AGE 45 - 49
AGE &0 - 5@
AGE 60 ANY TVER
WHITE
4L ACK
AMERTICAN INDIAN
MEXTCAN
NRIENTAL
LATIN
STHER RACES
FULL-TIME
PART~-TIME
NOT EMFLNYED
HOUSEWIFE
STIHDENTS
<ETIRED

D

pE

PEOCESSING

MACHINE TRADES
FARRICATIN /

STRUCTYRAL

OTHER

110

400

N=( 326)
308
21

N=( 325%)
6£9,2

N=( 324)
162.2

N=( 327)
35.2
26
&7
43
38
27
43
31
38
l4

N= { 381)
234

N

"
-
w
o
N
—

N=( 370)
638
31
21
41
24
41

21
18
56

PROJECT

63,57
6.4%

T.5%
20.4%
13.1%
11.6%

8.2%
13.1%

9.4%

11.6%2

4.2%

B7.6%
0.52
7.8%
l1.4%
0.2%
0.07
0.22

65.92%
6.22
20.6%
1.32
23%
3.1%

19.32
843%
5.6%

11.0%
6.4%

11.0%
2e4%
5.6%
4,8%

25.9%



EXHIBIT5,0-9 (Continued)

YEARS IN TDAHD M=
AVFRAGZ Y& aRS IN [0DA

(O B0 SR PURL N I

6-10
11-15
16-20
21 AN[ Dve?®

REHABILITATION DATA N={
ATTENDED NDEFL DRIVING
ATTENDREND nICP
ATTENDFP (DOYRT=-SCTHOOL

COURT ALCDOHCL SCHOOL DAT N=
NEGATIVE TMEROVEMENT
ZERD IMPRLVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4
5-9
- 10-14
15-19
20-UP

MARTTAL STATUS M= (
MARRIED
STAGLE
DIVORCED
Wl DOWET
SSPERATEY
CTHER

DEPENDENTS N= (

VO~NCWMPWN =0

10
11+

RELIGIGCN . N=(
PROTESTAN
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MNRMOM
CTHER

m

345)

1.3

22
21
7
16
8
32
24
45
17¢

400)
3r
43

112

112)
2
0
38
48
18
2
4

3e84).

1538
86
103
11
25

370)

129
84
S4
37
3%

-
e OWNTLWWN D

353)
149
63

53
a8

€.3%
6.07
2.0%
4.6¢%
2‘3?
S.72
6.92
13.07
49.,2%

G.5%
10.7%
28.0%

1.7%
C.0%
33.97
42.8%
16.0%
1.7
3.5?

41.17
22.3%
26.8%
2.8%
6. 57
0.2%

34437
22.72
14.5%
10.C%
9.4%
4.37
1.37
0.R%
1.3%
0.0%
0.2%
0.22

42,2%
17.8%

0.0%
15.0%
24.9%



YEARS MARKRIED

EDUCATION

INCOME

3AC DATA
AVERAGE FAC

EXHIBIT 5,0-9 (Continue?)
N=

AVERAGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16-20

20+

AVFRAGE YEARS

1-5
-5
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND UP

LESS THAN $4000
40N0-56%5

6000 -7599
8000-99G619
10000-114399
12000-13999
14000-1599°
16003-1799¢°
1300C-14999

20000~-UP

AVFRAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
.01 = .04
.35 = .09
010 - 01‘?
c].R - .1Q
«20 — 24
25 +
CNCE
TWICE

3 CR MORF

112

171
11.8
28
16
10
10
35
13
22
37

N=(  375)
11.0
12
g3
43
31
130
29
27

3

7

4

N=( 366)
113

71

79

46

27

14

10

N=(  351)
« 159%

« 1637

10

16
102
132

68

18

N={ 400C)
20

16.37%
9.32
5.82
5.8%

2047
Tab%

12.8%

21 .6%

4,22
22.12
11.47

Be2?
34.67

T.7%

7.22

2.47%

1.3%

1.0%

20 .37
15.3%
21.5%
7.3%
3.37
005!
0.8%
0.27
2.T%

2.9%2
1.4%
4.5%
29.0%
37.6%
19.3%
5.1%

5.0%
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-9 (Continued)

DIAGNNSTIC TEST SCNkES N=( 269)
AVES AGFE Al £ADD 1.6

1-11 36 29.7%

12-17 120 41.5%

20-29 48 1,67

30-39 30 10.3*

40-49 3 le0%

50-0°pP 2 Ve 67
DRINKER CLASS DATA n= 400)

PRCBLEM 400 100,09

NON=PKOHKLYE 4 0 0.0%

UNNEFINED G C.0°%

FST, PRIR, NRINKIRS 245 Fl.2%
VIGCLATICHS N ADP N=( 4C0)

1 DwWI! 204 51.0%

2 DWI 101 25.2%

3 Dwl 50 12.5%

4 DWI < 5.2%

5+ DWI 5 - l.22
AVERAGE NI WIS l.606

- 1-2 NN A/R VIOLATICMS 121 227%

3-4 46 11.5%

5=-6 17 4,2%

9 ue 2 C.H%
AVERAGY MY A/R VIOL 1.22

1 ACCIDENT A4 21.0%

2 ACCIDENTS 2¢ e 5¥

3 aCCIDENTS 7 1.7%

4 (R MORFE 3 Ca7%
AVER N7 ACCIDPENTS 042
CRIMINAL INVFSTIGATION [°ATA N=( 104}

1=-2 MISNEVEANORS &7 45,17

3—-4 MISDEMLEANDRS 33 21, 7¢%

S+ MISNEME ANUIRS 24 23.0%
AVG KNO. MISPEMEANDRS 3.99

1-2 FELNN]ES 5 4,87

3=4 FELINIFS 2 1.9%

S+ FELEONIES Q .09
AVG N FELONIFES ' ol1

1=-2 A/F MISDEMEANORS 58 £5.7%

3-4 A/5 MISOZMEANGRS 15 14.47

5+ A/R MISNFMEANCRS & 5.7%
AVG N A/R MISDFMEANDRS 2,12

1-2 A/R FILCNIES 2 l.¢%

3-4 A/R FELONICZS 0 0.0%

a4+ A/R FELCNIFS 0 0.0%
AVG NO A/T FELOMIES e 02

113



EXHIBIT 5.0-9 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 1 KECI.)

o N

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID

(SR S I N

AV5 DAYS T TYPE 3 RFCID

(0 N S

112

101
10C
&
16

R9
102
78
3¢
10

A9
162
78
36
10

324
224
121
78
712

3F6
246
ER
93
60

3¢cé
245
93
S3
60

TAYS
DaAYS
DAYS
Pays
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
cays
DAYS
DAYS

Days
DAYS
DAYS
Days
DAYS



EXHIBIT 5.0-10
IDAHND ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTITN PROJECT
PKOFILF ANALYSIS

PROSLEM DRINKERS 1373

SampLe SI7¢fF = 400
SEX N=( 312)
MAaLES 268 a%.5%
FEMAL=S 14 4047
HZ IGHT N=( 311)
AVERAGE HEJGHT 6743
WEIGHT N=( 311)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 16549
AGE N=( 318)
AVERAGE AGE 38.3
AGE 19 12 LESS 10 3.1%
AGF 20 - 24 46 14.4%
AGE 25 = 29 41 12.°%
- AGE 30 - 34 44 13.87%
. LGF 35 - 39 30 G.h%
AGF 40 - 44 37 11.6%
AGE 45 - 46 36 11.3%
AGE %0 = 59 9 18.5%
AGE 60 AND JVER 15 4.7%
ZACc N={ 364)
WHITFE 217 " RT.O%
mLACK 2 Ne5%
AMERTICAN THhOTAN 30 Be2%
MEXTCAN 11 2,09
DR JENTAL 1 Ca2%
LATIN 1 0a2%
NTHEZR RACES 2 0.5%
EMPLOYMENT STATHS N=( 371)
FULL-TTME 255 68,77
PAPT-TIME 27 T.2%
NOT EMPLOYED 67 18.0%
HOUSEWIFE 2 0.57%
STUDENTS 8 2.1%
RFETIRED 12 3.2%
OCCUPATION TYPE N=(  365)
UNMEMPLOYED 43 13.1%
PROF / TECH 3D - £.27
CLERICAL / SALES 22 ¢€.0%
SERVICFS 43 11.77
AGRICULTUPL 27 7.3%
PROCESSINMG 43 11.7%
MACHINE TKANES 14 3.8%
FARRICATINN / REPAIR 16 4.3%
STRUCTURAL : 34 ) Q.,3%
NTHER 88 24.1%

115



YEARS IN ITAHQD

EXHIBITS5.0-10 (Continued)

N={

AVERAGZ YFARS IN IDA
1

2

3

4

q

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND 2VIR

REHABTLITATION DATA M= (

CIURT ALCORCL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

ATTENDED UtF. DRIVING
ATTENDED NICP
ATTENDZD CMURT-SCHUIL

SCHN3L DAT A N= (
NEGATIVE IMOROVEMENT
ZZRD [MPRJOV=MENT
IMPROVEMENT 1—4
5=0
10-14
15-19
20-UP

MARRIED
SINGLE
NIV3RCED
WIOOWED
SEPTRATED
STHER

DD ~NDPNDWVNO~O

10
11+

N=(
PRCTESTANT
CATHOL1C
JEWISH
MNOMEN
TTHER

116

177)

20.2
13
7
13
7

3
23
9
19
83

400)
55
60

112

112)
4
0
S}
52
20
2
3

371)

155
39
84
10
31

2085)
76
46
27
28
20

Q O r s

C0)
34

30
57

Te3%
3.6%
T.3%
1.6%
12.32
5.0%
10.772
4f . 9%

13,77
15.07
28.0%

2.5%
N.0%
2T.6%
46.4%
17.3¢%
l1.7%
2.6%

41,.7%
23.9%2
22.6%
2.6%
8.37
0.5%

2CL.52
22.1%
12.5%
13.42
3.6%
1 .‘.z
2.4%
0.4%2
0.42
0.4%
0.0%
0.0%

19.0%
17.0%

0.5%
15.0%
2%.5%



YEARS MARRICED

EDUCATION

-

INCOME

-

RaC DATa

AVERAGE

RaC

EXHIBIT 5.0-10(Continued)

AvE
1
2
3
4

RAGE

5-19

11-

15

16=-20
20+

AVERAGFR YELARS

1-6

7-9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17 AND UP

LESS THAM $4C00
400C-5667
60I0-7999
ROND-90Q9

L0900-11939
12000-129939
14000-15699
16300-17999
18000-19939
20000-uP

AVERAGE POSITIVE RAC

REFYSED

TEST

NEG
.C1
+05
.lo
15
.20
«25

UNC
TWi
3n

ATIvVe
- 004
- 009
- al4
- cle
- 024
+
£

CFk
R MNORF

117

N={

N

N

{

{

11e6)

10.6
12

Q

7

10
33
1R
10
17

3€6)
10.6
19
72
36
38
145
18
23

109
67
46

400)
27

10.3%
7.7%
6.0
B.EY

28.4¢%

15.5%
8.69

14 5%

4.77
1¢.52
VT2
10.2¢2
30,2%
4497
6.2
l1.6%
2647
0.61

33,77
lq.zy
18.93%-
11,97
Ba.0%
4.1%
l.6%
0.0%
C.5%
1.6%

l.6%
0.3%
3.6%
21 .6%
35.7%
21.9%
15.07%

6.7%
0.07
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-10 (Continued)

DI AGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 154)
AVERAGE ALCADD 15.6
1-11 42
12-13 56
20-29 33
30-39 15
40-~4"7 6
SO-UP 2
OR TNKER CLASS CATA N=( 400)
PRICBLEM 400
NON-PRCRLEM 0
UNLCEFIMNCZD 0
£ST. PROR, DRINKERS 247
VIDLATICNS TN ADR N=( 4C0)
1 DWIl . 209
2 0wl 96
3 DWI 56
4 Wl 19
S+ DWI 6
AVERAGT NO WIS 1.69
1-2 NON A/ VIULATICNS 131
3-4 37
5=6 12
7-8 4
3 up ’ 2
AVERAGE NON A/72 VIOL 1.04
1 ACCIDENT 91
2 ACCIDENTS 24
3 ACCIDENTS 6
4 CR MNRE 3
AVER NUO ACCIDENTS «42
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N={ 207)
[=2 MISNEMEANTDRS 81
3-4 MISDEMEAMNORS 32
5+ MISNEMEANDRS 94
AVG NOo. MISDEMEANORS 5.51
1-2 FELINIES 14
3-4 FELONIES 6
5+ EELONIES 6
AVG N0 FEZLONITES «45
1=2 A/r MTSOEMFANTRS - 105
3—-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 30
5+ A/R MISOUEMEANCRS 26
AVG N2 A/R MISODEMEANORS 2,49
1-2 A/= FELONIES 9
3-4 A/R FELONIZS 1
5+ A/R FELCNIES 0
AVG N A/FR FeLONIES .07

27.2%
3ée3%
21.42
Q. T%
3.8%
1.2%

100.0%
0.0%
C.0%

6l1.7%

52.7%
24.0%
14.0%
4.7%
1.5%

22.7%
9.2%
3.0"
1.02
0.5%

22.7%
6.0%
1.5%
0.7%

39,1%
15.47
45.4%

().72
2+3%
2.8%

SU.TZ
14.47
12.52

4,3%
0.4%
0.0%



E)%HIB_IE I5 .,0-10 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TO TYPE R D
1 96 232 TAYS
2 112 1¢1 ravys
3 57 132 DAYS
4 12 €3 PAYS
5 15 60 [AYS
AVG DAYS TC TyPE 2 RECID
1 G2 3581 PAYS
2 114 165 DAYS
3 54 1C4 DAYS
4 28 54 CAYS
5 15 60 TAYS
AVG DAYS TN TYP:L 3 RECID
1 92 351 CAYS
2 114 1¢5 DAYS
3 54 104 DAYS
4 28 54 DAYS
5 15 6u Cays

119



EXHIBIT 5.0-11
IDAHN ALCOHCL SASETY ACTIOM

PENFILE ANALYSIS

NON=-PRNBLEM DQINKERS 1975

PROJECT

SAMPLF SIZE 400
3€ X N=( 333)
MALES 2609
RFEMALTS 64
HE IGHT N=(  332)
AVERAGE HI IGHT £9.0
WS IGHT N=( 332)
AVERAGE WE IGHT 157.6
AGE N=( 242)
AVERAGE AGE 32.1
AGZ 19 OF LESS 66
AGE 20 - 24 78
AGE 25 - 29 42
AGE 32 - 34 26
AGE 35 - 39 27
AGI 4D - 464 30
AGE 45 ~ 49 29
AGE S0 - 53 27
LGE 60 ANC OVER 17
RACE N=( 373)
WHITE 315
3L ACK ) 6
AMERTC AN INDTAN 14
MEXICAN 15
IRTENTAL 1
LATIN 0
ATHER QACES 2
TMOLOYMENT STATUS N=(  373)
FULL-TIME 248
CART =T [MF 17
NOT EMPLOY D 57
HOUSENIFE 13
STUDENTS 27
RETIRED 11
CCCUPATION TYPE N={ 366)
JNEMPL DY FN 61
PROF / T-CH 44
CLERICAL / SALES 27
SERVICES 18
AGRICUILTHRE 25
BRMNCESSING 22
MACHINE TRADFS 12
CARPICATINN / PFEPATC 12
STRIICTURAL 18
NTHER 107

17N

f0. 7%
19.2%

19.27
22.27
12.27
T.6%
7.8%
R.72
B.42
T.R8?
4,97

Ro,.R2
1.67
3,77
4.07
002,
0.0%2
0.5%

66.4%
4,52
15.2%
3.4%
T.27
2.97

16.6%
12.0%
7.3
10.3%2
6 .8%
6.07%
3.27
3,22
4.97
29.2%



YZARS IN IDAHD

REHARILITATINN

CIOURT ALCGHOL

MARTTAL STATYS

DE PENDENTS

RELIGICA

EXHIBIT 5.0-11 (Continued)

N={
AVERAGE YT ARS IN INA

WV £ W IN e

6-10
11-15
16-20
21 ANS Nvee

NDAT A N=(
ATTENDED DcF. DRIVING
ATTENTZD NICP
ATTENNED COURT=-SCHNOL

SCHAGCL DATA N={
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT
IERPN IMPRIOVEMENT
IMPROVEMINT 1-4
5-9

10-14

15-19

20-ye

MARRTZD
SINGL=™
DIVORCEN
WIDOWED
SEPERATET
OTHER

OVONOC NP WN=O

10
11+

PRCTESTAMT
CATHOL IC
JEWISH
MORMCN
OTHER

121

247)

21.2

23
13
8
10
13
40
21
54
165

400)
35
53

136

136)
2

0
63
50
15

1
8

373)

174

129
52

14

375)
133

6.6’
3 .7!
2.3%2
2.82
3.77
11.5¢%
6.0’
15.5%
47.5%

R.72
13,27
34.0%

le4¥
0.0%
4.7
36.7%
11.07?
0.7%
3.67

"6.6*
34.57%
13.9%
1.07
3.7%
0.0%

35,47
23.2%
15.27%
10,92
667
3.77
2.9%
1,02
0.2%
.27
0.27
0.N7

40.72
20.5%

0.07
17.4%
21.3%




YFARS MAFRIEDN

AVERAGE
1
2
3
&
5-10
11-15
16-20
20+
EQUCATION
AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
|
15
16
17 AND UP
INCOME
1LFSS THAKN %4000
4000 -5929
5000-7999
RO00-9799
10000-119993
12700-13999
14000-15999
16000-17999
18000-19999
25000-uP
IAC NDATA
AVERAGE RAC
AVERAG? PDSITIVE BAC
. NEGATIVE
01 = .04
.06 - N9
10 - l4
015 - 19
.?0 - 24
«25 ¢+
REFYSED T=ST
ONCE
TWICF
3 MR} MORY

EXHIBIT 5.0-11 (Continued)

122

N=

N=

N=

N=

N=

(

(

(

179)
12.7
12
17
17
13
34
23
24
39

375)
11.5
11
52
25
51
151
28
29
12
11
5

358)

t12
57
T
26
29
19
19

12

273)
.138%
.138%

33
135
70
23

400)
20

6.7%
9.“,
q ."g
T.2%
19.°%
12.8%
13.4%
21.77

4,9%
13.8%
6.6%
13.6%
40,27
To¥
T.77
3.2%
2.9%
1.37

21.2%
15.°%
19.87
7.22
f.1%
5.3%
q.}?
1.6!
1.9%
3.3%

0.07
1.4,
12.07
49,4%
25.6%
Bab?
2.9%

5.0%
0.27
0.0%




EXHIBIT 5.0-11 (Continued)

DTAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 322)
AVFRAGE ALCADD %1

1-11 270

l12-19 38

20-29 13

30-39 1

40-49 0

50-uyp 0]

DRINKER T ASS UCATA N={ 400)
DROARLCM o]
NON=-PRORL cM 400
UNDEFRINT T 0

“STe PROF. TPINKERS 31
VITLATICNS ON ADR N=( 400)
1 OWIl 206

2 DWI 5%

3 w1l 7

4 MWI 0

5+ DWI 0

- AVZRAGZ NG DPWIS 1.09
1-2 NN a/72 VICLATIONS 136

13-4 50

56 16

7-13 8

9 ypo 1

AVERAGZ NON A/R VIOL 1.23

v ACCIDENT 82

2 ACCIDFNTS 29

3 ACCIDENTS 10

4 (R Mner 4

AVER ND ACCINENTS «47
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N={ 33)
1-2 MISDEMZANARS 19

3-4 MISDIMZTANDRS Q

5¢ MISNEMEANQRS 5

AVG NO, MISNDEMEANDRS 3.81

1-2 FELOMIES 3

3-4 FZLINIES 0

5+ FELINIES 0

AVG NO FRLONIES «12

1-2 A/R MISDIMEANORS &6

3-4 A/R MISDEMEANDRS 1

5¢ A/R MISPIMEANDRS 1

AVG NO A/R MISDEMZANORS .96

1-2 A/R FELINIES 1

3-4 A/R FYILDNIZS 0

5¢ A/R FELONIZS o]

AVG NO A/R FiLONIES «03

123

83.87
l1.8%
4,07
0.37
0.07
C.0%

N,0%
100.9%
0.0%
T.77

TE 57
13.7%
1.72
O.’\‘)2
.07

34,07
12.5%
4.0%
2.07
L.2?

20.5%
7.2?
2.5%
1.0%

57T.5%
27.27
18,17

Q.0%
0.07
0.02

18,1%
3.07%
3.07

3.02
0.07
CeDX



AVG

AV5

EXHIBIT 5.0-11 _Continued)

DAYS T0i TYPE 1 RECID
1
2

DAYS T TYPE 2 RECID

w N -

DAYS T2 TY2E 3 RECIP
1
2
3

124

55
14

52
14
6

52
l4
3

294
63

245
86
37

245
86
37

NAYS
CAYS

DaAYS
DAYS
Caiye

DAYS
CAYS
NDAYS



SEX

HE IGHT

WEIGHT

AGE

RACE

1DAHD

EXHIBIT 5.0-12

ALCONCL SAFETY ACTION PROYECT

P2OF ILE ANALYSIS

NCN=-PRJELEM CRINKERS 16974

SavPLe SIZt

MALES
FEMALES

AVERAGE HEIGHT
AVERAGF WEJGHT

AVERAGE AGEH
AGE 19 0R LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGF 25 = 29
AGE 30 - 3a
AGE 35 - 37
AGF 40 - 44
AGE 45 - 49
AGE 50 - 59
AGE 60 8&ND OVEFR

WHITE

BLACK

AMERTICAN INDTAN
MEXTCAN

DR IENTAL

LATIN

CTHER FACES

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

FULL-TIME
PART =T IME
NNT EMPLOYED
HOUSEWIFT
STUDENTS
RETIREDN

CCCUPATION TYPE

UNEMPLRYED
PRCF / TECH

CLERICAL / SALES

SERVICES
AGRICULTURT
PRCCESSING
MACHINT TRADES

FABRICATIOYN / REPAIR

STRUCTURAL
CTHER

125

450

N=( 340)
2R17
53

N=( 341)
6bR.9

N=(  341)
161.4

N=( 242)
34,2
48
58
539
30
34
32
21
37
23

N=( 3€4)
249

17
15

N={ 384)
282

20

37

10

18

17

N=( 375)
37
33
29
40
20
2R
13
22
20

133

B4 .4%
1.5%

14,0%
16.3%
17.2%
Bs7%
9,07
9.3%7
6.1%
10.8%
6eT%

30.4%
0.2?.
4.47%
3.9%7
C.2%
0.0%
0.22

T3.4%
5.2‘z
9.69,'
2+6%
4.6%
4,47

9,02
.87
7.7%

" 10.6%

5.3%
T.4%
3.4%
5.8%
5.3%
35.4%



YEARS IN [DAHO

REHABILITATION

COLRT ALCOHCL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 5.0-12 (Continued)

N=(
AVERAGE YFARS [N DA

W W e

6-10
11-15
16-20
2l AND NVER

NAT A N= {
ATTENDEND DEF., DRIVING
ATTENDED NICP
ATTENDZD CTURT=SCHOCL

SCHINL DATA N={(
NEGATIVE [™PROVEMENT
IFRO IMPFUVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4
5-9
10-14
15-19
20-UP

MARRIED
STAGLE
“IVIARCED
wlnNOWEDN
SEPFRATED
CTHER

—
OO~ WN-O

11+

N=(
PRCTESTANT
CATHCLIC
JEW]ISH
MORPMCN
CTHER

126

342)

2242

22
13
]

8
12
25
23
64
167

4C0)

-
'

43
150

150)

37
71
28

2£6)

154

115
49

29

374)

122
72
72
48
29

—
DO 0O

356)
133
Al

64
78

Eoet?
3.87
2.3%
2.37
3.5¢%
7.3%2
t.77
18.7%
485,87

()c 5*
10.7%
37.5%

1.32
0.0
24, 6%
47.3%
1R, A%
3,397
4. 6%

47.6%
2G.7%
12.6?
2.07
7.5*
Ce2%

37 .6%
17.2%
16.2%
12z.37
Ta%
4.2%
1.0%
l.6%
1.0%2
0.27%
G.0%
0.0%

37.3%
22.7%

C.0%
17.97
21.7%



EXHIBIT 5.0-12(Continued)

YFARS MARRIED N= | 174)
AVERAGE 13.2

1 14

2 14

3 8

& 15

5-10 ) 53

11-15 26

16-20 16

20+ 4

EDUCATICN M= ( 38Q0)
AVERAGS YE ARS 11.6

1-6 f

7-< 47

10 43

11 36

12 157

13 25

l4 29

15 14

16 13

17 ANC 0P 8

INCCME -~ N={ 363)
LESS THAN $4000 100

40C0~-5¢56¢< 71

4000-7999 10

8000-9799 39

16000-11999 34

12000-13399 23

14000-15999 11

16000~-17291 2

13000-15999 6

20000-1)P 7

BAC DATA N=( 2871
AVERAGE RAC e 1372
AVERAGE POSITIve BAL « 140%
NEGATIVE ‘5

.01 - .04 4

«05 - .09 59

e10 = L14 1z6

015 - olq 79

«20 - 24 24

«25 + 10

"REFUSED TEST N=( 4C0)
NNCE 14

TWICE 0

3 CR MQORE 0

127

27
T.2%
4.1%
7.7?
27 .37
13.4%
ko2 ¥
24.7%

CoT3%
12.37
11.27

Q.I*‘!_
41 .3%

605%

7.6S

3.6’

3.04%

27.5%
15.5%
19.2%2
10.7%
G.3%
6'3’
3.07
O‘S"
1.&%‘
1.9%°

1.72
1.3%
13.5¢%
43.Q"
27.5%
Be3¥
3.41

2.5%
.07
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-12(Continued)

NI AGNCSTIC TEST SCAOARES N={ 280)
AVERAGE ALCADD Ta9
1-11 238
12-19 31
20-29 10
30-39 1
40~49 0
50-1P 0
DRINKER CLASS NATA N= 400)
PRCRLEM 1
NCN=-PRORLEM 23¢9
HNDEFINFD 0
FST. PXNR. DRIMNKERS 34
VITLATICNS CN aADSA N=1{ 4C0)
1 OWI 234
2 DWI 43
3 Dwl 3
4 CwWl 2
S+ DWI 0
AVERAGE NI DWIS 1.13
1-2 NION A/FR VIOLATIUNS 120
3-4 52
5-6 8
7-8 2
g yp 2
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1.02
1 ACCIDENT 75
2 ACCINENTS - 20
3 ACCIGENTS 3
4 OR MNRE 0
AVER NJ ACTIZJENTS «31
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATINN DATA N=( 63)
1-2 MISDEATANNKS 47
3-4 MISDEMCANIRS 12
5+ MISNEME ANMIRS 10
AVC NN, MISOEMFANDIRS 2.56
1-2 FELNNISS 2
3-4 FELIONI =S 1
54 FELCNIES 0
AVG NN FELMNIES .07
1-2 A/P MISOEMEANTIES 12
3=-4 A/ Kk MISDEMEANORS 0
5+ A4/ MISUFMEANURS 1
AVG N7 aA/R M]SDEMEANORS .30
1-2 A/R FELOMIES 0
3—-4 A/R FLLNNIES 0
S+« A/R FELONIFS 2
AVG NN A/R EFLONIES .00

128

85.0%
11.0%
3. 5’
0.3%
0.0%
U.0%

OOZY
CG.T%
'\J.O!
B.5%

83,57
10.72
2.0%
0.5%
0.0%

20.0%
13.0%
2.0%2
0.5%
0.5%

16.7%
5.0?
C.7¢
0.C%

R 1%
17.3%
14.47

2.R%
loaz
0.0%

17.3%
0.0%
1.4%

.02
0.0%
0.07



EXHIBIT 5.0-12 (Continued)
Av( DAYS TC TYPE 1 RLCID

1 43 231 NAYS

2 16 2.7 PAYS

3 6 110 DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPF 2 ReCID

1 49 23% Davs

2 14 144 DAYS

3 18 142 [AYS
AvG DAYS TC TYPF 3 RECID

1 40 236 MAYS

2 14 144 CAYS

3 18 147 DAYS

129



EXHIBIT 5.0-13
PROFILE ANALYSTS

NCN=PRORL EM DRINKERS

SAMPLE SIZE @

SEX N=(
MALES
FENALES
A 1GH1T N= (
AVIRAGF HIIGHT
WETIGHT =
AVERAGE WE IOHT
AGE N= (
AVERAGE AGEL
AGF 19 QR LESS
AGF 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
AGE 40 - 4%
AGE 45 - 49
AGE 50 - 573
AGE 60 AND UVER
RACE N=(
WHITE
8LACK
AMERTCAN INDIAM
MEXTCAN
ORIENT AL
LATIN
CTHER RACFS
EMPLCYMENT STATIIS N=(
FULL-TIME
PART =TI ME
NOT EMPLDY ZD
HOUSEWIFF
STUDENTS
RETIRED
CCCUPATION TYPE N={
UNEMPLAOYEDR

PRCE / TECH

CLERICAL / SALES
SERVICES

AGRICULTURF
PRCCESSTNG

MLCHINF TRANES
FARRICATION / REPAIR
STRUCTHIRAL

OTHER

130

IDAHO ALCOHOCL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

1673

4JV

2095)
7269
36

308}
LT

20%)

16543

307)

37.C

1R
54
50
35
25
283
32
43
22

369)
321

366)
47
47
29
43
19
4R
20
18
17
67

RR.1%
11.8%

5.3%
17.5%
16.27
11.4%

R,17

G.1%
10.47
14.07

7.1%

46 .67
1.0‘1
5.6%
Seb?
0.0%
0.5%
U.2%

75,9%
4.5%
10.0%
2.7%
3.7*
2.9%

12.3%
12.8%
7 .9%
11.7%
BelZ
12.17
Se&?
4.97
4,6%
1843%

0



YEARS IN TDAHQ

QREHABRILITATION

COURT ALCOHOL

MARTTAL STATUS

DEPFNDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 5.0-13(Continued)

N=(
AVERAGT YEARS IN IDA

W e

6-10

11-15%

16-20

21 AND NvE=x

DATA N=(
ATTENDED DEF. BRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTEND=ED CNURT-SCHURL

SCHNCL DATA N={
NEGATIVE [MPROVEMENT
IFR0 IMPRIOVEMENT
IMPRCVFMZINT 1-4
5-5
i0-14
15-19
20-UP

MARRITED
STAGLE
ANIVOPRPLCED
WINOWED
SR PERATELD
CTHEF

DNV PWN=-D

10
11+

PRCTESTANT
CATHCLIC
JEWISH
MNRMCN
CTHER

131

120)

2444

12
4
5
5

4

16
10
20
108

400)
44
45

157

157)
40

79
21

371
135

6.3'!
2.1%
2.6‘z
2.7
2.1°
be4%
5.??
5¢.37%

10.0%
11.2%
30.27%

?.S?é
C.07
25.49':
50.3%
13.3%
3.1%
5.0%

45 ,3%
2SR
16.4%
4.5%
2.:;?
D.2%

20.9%
21.2%
15.0%
10.1¥
9.6%
6.27
2.8%
2447
0.,0%
0.0%
0.4%
0.0%

35,47
17.7%

0.0’
17.1%
29.6%




EXHIBIT 5.0-13 (Continued)

YEARS MARRIED

AVFRAGF
1
2
3
4
5-10
11-15
16-20
20+
EDUCATIGN
AVERAGFE Yt ARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
15
N 16
17 AND UP
INCONME
’ LESS THAN 34000
4000-569%
6300-~7999
30C0-9999
10000-11939
12300-1399¢%
14030-159°9
15000-17999
18000-1999¢
217090-UP
3AC DATA
AVERAGE RAC
AVERAGE POSITIVE RAC
NEGATIVE
.01 - .04
.05 - .09
<10 - .14
015 - W19
«20 - 24
«25 +
REFUSELC TEST
NNCE
TWICE
3 CR M(CRc

132

N=( 118)
12.4

7

]

9

7

31

12

13

30

N=( 367)
11.3
12
66
33
41
131
25
23
11
17

N=( 365)
102
7J
70
52
29
11
13

13

N=( 246)
«135%
« 1403

35
108
68
20

N=( 400)

238

5.6%
Te6%
T.6%
s.qz
2642%
10.1%
11.0%
25‘42

7.12
17.6¢
3.92
11.1%
35.6%
€.37
2.2%
4.6?
2.12

27.3%
1°-.1’
19.1%
14.27
7.5%
3.01
3.5%
1e3%
0.0%
3,5¢%

- ® .

3.22
O.4%
14.02
43.3%2
27.37
8.07
3.6"

5.0%
0.0%2
0.0%




EXHIBIT 5,0-13 (Continued)

NI AGNOSTIC TEST SCOReS N=l  162)
AVERAGT ALCACD 9.6

1-11 110 73.4%

12-19 23 17.2¢

20-29 13 8.0%

30-39 2 1.2%

40-49 0 0.0%

50-UP 0 0.0?
DRINKER CLASS DATA N={  400)

PR ORLEM 4 1.07

NON=FRORLE M 366 ©G,.0%

UNDEFINED 0 0.0%

EST, PRNR. NRAINKERS 43  10.7%
VITLATIONS ON ADR N={ 400)

1 Owl 204 76.0%

2 DWI 65 16.7%

3 DWi 10 2.57

4 DWI 3 0.7

5+ DWI 0 0.0%
AVERAGE NI DWIS 1.19

’ 1-2 NOM A/% VIOLATIGNS 124 21,07

3-4 28 7,0¥

5-6 3 0.7%

7-8 3 0.7%

G uP 0 0.0%
AVERAGF NON A/P VIGL .75

1 ACCIDENT c1 22.77

2 ACCIDENTS 23 : 5.7%

3 ACCIDENTS 4 1.02

4 DR MAIRF 2 0.5%
AVER NG ACZIGENTS .39
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION CATA N=( 175)

1-2 MISDSMZANARS 50 51.4%

3—4 MISDEMZIANIRS 36 2C.5%

S5+ MISNEME ANQORS 49 28.0%
AVE NO, MISDEMFANNRS 4,16

1-2 FELONIES 1 0.5%

3-4 FELONI =S 0 0.0%

5¢ EELOMIES 1 0.5
AVG NG FELONTES .06

1-2 A/k MISDEMEANNRS 3¢ 20.5%

3—4 A/R MISDEMEANIRS 4 2.2%

S5+ A/R MISOEMEANURS 6 3.4%
AVG NO A/K MISDEMEANDPS 1.15

1-2 A/R FELONIES 0 0.0%

3-4 A/R FELONIES 0 0.0%

5+ A/R FELONIES 0 . 0.0%
AVG NN A/R SELONIES .00

133




EXHIBIT 5,0-13(Continued)
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RZCID

1 65 218 £AYS
2 20 128 DAYS
3 . 9 250 DAYS

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 2¢5CID

1 56 183 DAYS

2 34 123 DAYS

3 15 180 CAYS
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECIN

1l 50 183 DaYS

2 34 123 DAYS

3 15 130 £ays

134



EXHIBIT 5.0-14
IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

PROFILF ANALYSIS

UNDEFINED DRINK ERS 1975

SAMPLE SIZE : 136
SE X N=( 111)
MALES 102 91.87
FEMALES 9 8.17
HEIGHT N=( 112)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 68.8
WE IGHT N=( 112)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 160.6
AGE N={ 114)
AVERAGE AGE 34.7
AGE 19 OR LESS 16 14.0%
~. AGE 20 - 24 17 14,97
AGE 25 - 29 19 16.6%
AGE 30 - 34 14 12.2%
AGE 35 - 39 8 7.0%
AGE 40 - 44 7 6.1%
AGE 45 - 49 11 9,6%
AGE 50 - 59 15 13.1¢
AGF 60 AND OVER 7 6.17
RACE N=( 122)
WHITE 105 86.07
BL ACK 0 0.0%
AMERICAN INDIAN 3 2.42
MEXICAN 13 10.6%
ARTENT AL 0 0.0%
LATIN 0 0.0%
OTHER RACES 1 0.8%
EMPLOYMENT STATUS N=( 123)
FULL=TIME 76 61.7%
PART -T IME 9 7.3%
NOT EMPLOYED 27 21.97
HOUS EWIFF 2 2.42
STUDENTS 3 2.4%
RETIRED 5 4,02
OCCUPATION TYPE N=( 122)
UNEMPLOY ED 18 14.7Y
PROF / TFCH 8 6.57
CLERICAl / SALES 5 4.0%
SERVICES 11 9,07
AGRICULTURE 14 11.47
PRNCESSING 1 : 0.8%
MACHINE TRADES 7 5.7%
FABRICATION / REPAI® 7 5.7%
STRUCTUPR AL 11 9.0%

CTHER . 40 32.7%



YEARS IN TDAHO

EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Continued)
N={(

AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 2

W -

5

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND NVER

REHABILITATION DATA N={(
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDED DICP

ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL

COURT ALCOHOL

MART TAL STATUS

DE PENDENTS

RELIGICN

SCHOOL NATA N=(
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT
ZERO IMPROVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4

5-9
10-14
15-19
20-UP

N= (

MARRIED
SINGLE
OIVORCE?
WIDOWED
SEPERATED
OTHER

-
OVXNITAANHWN=O

N=I(

11+

PROTESTANT
CATHOL 1C
JEWISH
MORMON
NTHER

136

106)
2.2

42)

13
22

122)

6.6%
l1.82
4.77
2 .8’
1.8%
9,47
12.22
15.0%
45,22

11.02
19.17%
30.8B%

4,77
0.0%
30.97
52.32
9.5%
0.0%
2.37

42.6%
25.4%
21.3%
5.71%
4.97
0.0%

23.0%
25.8%
18.57
9.6%
6.4%2
1.67
3.22
1.67%
0.0%
0.0?
0.0%
0.0%

49,5%
21.7%

0.0%
14.77
13.92



YE ARS MARRIED

EDUCATION

-

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Continued)

AVERAGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16-20

20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17T AND UP

LESS THAN $4000
4000-599¢%
6000-7999
8000-9999

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

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
001 - 004
«05 - ,09
010 - ol4
015 - 19
020 - -24
«25 ¢
ONCE
TWICE .

3 0OR MQORFE

137

N=(

N={

N=(

N={

N=(

(V)]

0
.

[
SNV NNSPODOWD

121)
10.5

33
10
14
39

12

116)
44
23
13

Pt
O W~ N~

71)
0 154%
«161%

26
22
10

136)
18

10.3%
13.77
6.8%
6‘8"‘
29.3%
12.0%
8.67
12.07

6.1’
2T.27
B.2%
11.5%
32.27
0.0!
9.9%
2.4%
1.67
0.0%

37.97
15.8%
11.27
14,67
6.0%
6.0%
2.5%
0.8%
0.0%
0.8%

4.2%
0.0%
7.07%
36.6%
30.9¢%
l4.0!
7.02

13,.2%
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TeST SCORES N={ 98
AVERAGE ALCADD 11.3
1-11 60
12-19 23
20-29 13
30-39 2
40-49 0
50-UP 0
JDRINKER CLASS DATA N=( 136
PROBLEM 1
NON-PRORLEM 0
UNDEFINED 135
EST. PRNB. DRINKERS 27
VIOLATIONS ON ADB N=( 136
1 DWlI 94
2 DWWl 24
3 DWI 8
4 Dwl 2
5+ OWI 1
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.31
1-2 NON A/R VTOLATIONS 42
3-4 15
5-6 6
7-8 2
9 yp 2
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1.27
1 ACCIDENT 30
2 ACCINDENTS 9
3 ACCIDENTS 4
4 OR MNORE 1
AVER NO ACCIDENTS 47
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATINN DATA N=( 7
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 4
3-4 MISODEMEANORS 2
5+ MISDEMEANDORS 1
AVG NO. MISCEMEANDRS 3.14%
1-2 FELQONIES 2
3-4 FEZLONIES 0
5¢ FELONIES 1
AVG NO FELONIES 1.71
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS é
3-4 A/P MISDEMEANDRS 2
S¢ A/R MISDEMEANQORS 0

AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1.85

1-2 A/R CSELONIES 0
3-4 A/P FELONIES 0
5+ A/R FELONIES 0
AVG NO A/R FELONITES .00

138

)

)

4

L}

\

61.2%
23447
13.2%
2.0%
0.0%
0.0%

0.7%2
0.0%
9%.2%
19.87

69.17
17.6%
5.8%
l1.47%
0.72

30.8%2
11.0%
4,42
1.472
1.47

22.0%
6.67
2.9%
0.7%

57.1%
28.5%
14.2%

28.57
0.0%
14.2%

BS.T?
28.5%
0.0?

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-14 (Continued)
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RFCID
1

2
3
4

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID

S WN -

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID

S W

139

24
16

21
18

21
18

637
20¢

81
107

601
196
114

71

601
196
114

7

PAYS
nNAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
NAYS
DAYS
DAYS

cays
NAYS
DAYS
DAYS




N
m
>

11697

WS IGHT

ac

il

EMPLOYMENT

SCCUPATION

EXHIBIT 5.0-15

TUAHO ALCOHQL SAFETY ACTION PPRYECT

PP ILE ANALYSIS

UNDEFINED CIINKERS 1¢74

SAMPLE SI

o2
[RANN

-z~
— w
m
(Va)

LIVEPAGE M

AVERAGE W

AVERRACE A
AGE 19 0OF
AGE 2C -
AGE 25 -
AGE 30 -
AGE 36 -
AGe 40 -
AGE 45 -
AGFE S0 -
AGE 60 AM

WHITE
FLACK
AMERTCAYN
MEXTICAN
CRIENTAL
LATIN
ATHE'R RAC

STATYS

FULL-TIME
PAFT =T 1 M&

lF ¢

EIGHT

S ToHT

Gk
LESS
4
25
14
39
L4
[74Y]
£a

nOAVER

INDTIAN

ES

NOT EMELQOYZD

HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRERM

TYPE

UNEMPLOY E
PROF / TC
CLERICAL
SERVICES
AGRICULT!H
PROCESSIN
YACHINE T
EABRICAT]
STRUCTURA
CTHER

)
. H
/ SALES

.
v

"

SADES

AN/ REPALR

140

251

M= 2213)
204
19

N=( 223)
66,1

N 223)
1(::10.‘0

N=( 225)
34.3
23
42
33
16
21
23
Lo
23
14

N= o 2(:6)
226

3

19

18

0

J

0

N=( 265)
179
13
50

10
10

N={ 256)
34
15
14
38
18
29
19
13
26
59

(.) I o' K

I 4

12.9%
13.6%
16.9%
T.1%
ch?
10.2%
R.4%
10.2%
2%

E&4 5%
l.l%
7.1%2
.77
C.0%
0.0%
0.0%

67 .52
4.9%
18.87
1.1%
3.7%
3.7¢

12,27
5.82
S.47

14,32
7.07

11.3%
3.9%
.02

10.1°

23.0%




YEARS IN TIDAHA

XEHARILITATION

CAURT ALCOHOL

MASTTAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 5.0-15 (Continued)
N=(
VERAGE Y. A<S IN IDA

(S, B0 SRR PV \S Il &)

6=10
11-15
16-20
21 AND Nv:e

DLT A N={
ATTENDZD NDEF, DRIVING
ATTENDED B1ICP
ATTENDED COURT-SCHIOL

SCHOGL DATA N= (
MEGATIVE I 9DKOVEMENT
IFRY IMPROVEMENT
IMPRIOVEMENT 1-4
5-9
10-14
15-19
20-1P

MARRTLED
SINGLYE
NIVARCED
Wl WD
STPERATED
CTHER

—
CoOO~NOTVSUWN-CO

11+

N=(
PPPTESTANT
CATHOLIC
IFW]SH
MO RMCM
CTHER

141

246)
20.5
16
12
10
12
7
21
22
35
i1l

2¢81)
2%
43
20

SIOR]

~
&

41
16

264)

114
117
50

14
267)
101

58

34

31

AINCPNhW IO

243)

104
50

31
63

t.5%
403%
4,02
LoFY
2.0%
HeH?
CeV%
14.27
45.1%

R
15.3%
32.07

2.2%
0.07
27.3%
45 .52
17.7%
1.1¢
AR

45.07%
2%.1%
1R.C%
1.5%
S5e3%
C.0%

17 .,2%
21.7%
12.72
€£.T%
11.6%
3.3%
3.3%
1.,1%
C.7%
G.0%
O0.7%

41,0%
20.1%

C.N%
12.5%

Se4%



EXHIBIT 5,0-15(Continued)

YEARS MARRIE=ER N=( 132)
LVERAGF 17 .4

1 1¢

2 16

3 &

4 8

5-10 24

11-15% 14

16-20 14

20+ 34

ZDUCATIOCN M=l 259)
AVEPAGE YFARS 10,9

1-o 11

7-9 58

10 22

11 32

12 93

13 15

14 19

15 5

16 6

17 AND up 1

INCOME : N=(  253)
LESS THAN $400y Ry

430 =-56Q¢c 43

6000-7999 51

BADN=3953 3l

10NN0-1199 11

200=-139%9 7

14300-15%999 12

16900- 17999 1

13090-19%33¢4 3

20000-uP 5

3AC DATA N=( 173)
AVEFRAGRE RAC «152%
AVERAGT POSITIVE RAC «156%
NEGATIVE 4

.01 - 04 1

.0"'\ - 909 21

£10 - .14 59

ol - ,1° 63

20 = 24 24

W25 ¢ 10

REFUSED TEST N=( 2381)
NNCE 20

TWICF 3

3 R MR 0

142

12.1%
12.1%

4457

6,02
18.1%
1C.6%
10.6%
25.7%

6.2%
21.2%
Bed?¥
12.3%2
35,6%
Se7%
7.3%
1."?2
2.3’
C.3¥

15,172
16.5%
20412
12.2%
40,37
2.1%
44 1%
D.3%
lel?
1.9%

o2
C.512
11.7%
30.8%
35.3%
13.4%
Ceb?

7.1%
1.07
0.0%



EXHIBIT 5.0-15 (Continued)

NTAGNISTIC TEST SCAPES N=( 162)
AVFRAGS ALMLDD 11.4

1-11 22

12-19 50

20-25 17

30-39 2

40-49 1

50=14 P 0
DRINKER CLASS DATA N=(  2K1)
PRCALFEM 2
NON=PROP LE M 1
UNDEFINENR 278

£$T. PROR. NRINKERS 61
VIOLATICNS CN ADB N=( 231)
1 DW! 191

2 Wl 52

3 CWl 22

4 DWI 4

5¢ DWl 1
AVERAGE NI Dwl$ 1.35

’ 1-2 NGN AZF VIOLATIONS e3
3-4 40

5=b 9

7-8 6

9 1P 3
AVERAGE NN A/F VINL 1.35

1 ACCIDENT 6?

2 ACCIDENTS 16

3 ACCICENTS 1

4 CR MCRE 1

AVER NGO ALCIDENTS .35
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION 7ATA N=(  46)
1-2 MISNSMEANISS 24

3-4 MISDEMEANDIRS 9

54+ MISDEMTANDRS 3

AVG NMa #TSDEMEANIRS 3,60

1-2 FELINIFS 3

3-4 FILONILS 1

5¢ SELONITS 1

AVG NN FILONIES .30

1-2 A/K MISDEMEANOKS 19

I-4 A/& MISDEMFANDPS 3

S+ A/R MISDLEMEANGRS 3

AVG N AZR MISDEMEA'I?3 1.10

1-2 a/k FILDNIES 1

3-4 A/JR FILONIES 0

54+ A/P FELCNIFS 0

AVG NO A/A FFLONTES 04
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56.7¢
3n,3¢%
1C.4%
1.2%
0.62
0.0%

Ce77
0.37
S8.I%
21.7%

£7.99
18.5%
7.0%
1.4%
0.3%

Zc.syl
14.2%
3.2%
2.1%
1.0%

22.0%
5.6%
0030{‘
C.3%

52.1%
15.,5%
2FR .27

¢ 5%
2.1%
2.1¢

4] .37
6.5%
(I-Si

2.17
C.0%
0.0%



AVG DAYS TC TYPF

$ W N

AVG DAYS TC TYPE

£ 0N

AvG DAYS TC TYPE
' 1l

£ SRRV V]

EXHIBIT 5,0-15{Continued)

1 RZCID

2 RICID

3 RECID

144

52
44
12

48
44
24

48
44
24

5¢&0
1€2
1232

bq

554
1€5
103

54

5€4
165
103

54

NAYS
DAYS
0ays
DAYS

DAYS,/

DAYS
Cavys
DAYS

Days
DAYS
nAYS
DAYS

“



EXHIBIT 5.0-16

IDAHD ALCOHPL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PPOFILE ANALYSIS

UNDEFINED ORINKeRS 1€73

SawvpLe SIX:z @ 275
SE X N=( 205)
MALES 135 90.2%
FEMALES 20 <72
HEIGHT N= ( 204)
AVERARE HE IGHT 6€.9
we IGHT N=( 204)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 162.7
AGe N=( 208)
AVERAGE AGE 36.4
LAGE 19 2R LESS 15 T7.2%
AGF 20 -~ 24 36 17.3%
AGE 25 - 29 33 15.8%
AGe 30 =~ 34 18 8.6%
AGE 35 = 3¢ 24 11.5%
AGFE 40 - 44 23 11.0%
AGE 45 - 49 20 G.6%
AGE 50 - 59 25 12.0%
AGZ 60 AND LIVER 14 €. T%
RACE N=(  230)
WHITE 191 R3,0%
BLACK 2 0.8%
AMFRICAN INDIAN 16 £e9%
MEXICAN 19 3.2%
CRIENTAL "0 C.0%
LATIN 0 Q.0%
CTHER RAC=S 2 0.2%
EMPLCYMENT STATUS N=( 228)
FULL=-TIME 150 65.7%
PART-TIMF 16 7.0%
NOT EMFLOYELED 35 15.3%
HOUSEWIFF 9 3.9%
STUDENTS 11 4. R%
PETIRED 7 3.0%2
OCCUPATICN TYPE N=( 225)
UNEMPLOYEY 29 12.82
PRCF / TECH 24 10.6%
CLERICAL s SALES 12 5.3%
SERVICES 31 13.7%
AGRICULTHRE 28 "12.47
PRCCESSING 25 11.1%
MACHINE THADES 3 1.3%
EARRICATIIN / FEPAIR 6 2+ 6%
STRIUCTURAL G 4,0%
CTHER 58 25.7%
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YEARS IN IUAHO

REHABILITATION

COLRT aLCOHrnL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBITS,.0-16 {Continued)

M=
AVERAGE YEZARS IN IDA

% I S S VO NI

6=10

11-15

16-20

21 AND QOVER

DATA N= (
ATTENDED HEF. DRIVING
ATTENDOFD DICP
ATTENDED CCURT-SCHUCL

SCHICL DATA N=(
NEGATIVE [MPROVEMENT
IERT] IMPEOVEMENT
IMPROVEMINTY 1-4
5-6
10-1¢
15-19
20-Up

MARRIED
SIANGLE
HIVARCEN
WIDOWED
SEPERATED
FTHER

—
CLo~NOVVLHWN+HO

11+

PROTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MORMCN
CTHER

102)

19.6

RT)

20
44
L6

225)

116
60
>¢

O 00

Q= N= N D

111)

25

)
<

25

1C.7¢%
3.9%
3,0%
AR 4
CeN%
7.52
) 4
10.7%
4€,02

14.52
13.83%
31.6%

?.2%
0.0%
22.5%
SO IS,
1,32
2.2%
3.47

‘SO o(’?
2642%
19.7%
3.9%
3.47
.02

“1.6%
18.17
15.1%
G.07
4.5%
3.7%
3.02
l.5%
0.72
1.5?
O.7%
0.0%

2 L,0%
22 .52
0.0%
18.9%
22.5%



o YEARS MARKRIED
RS
[ )
N \
\\
SDLCATION
o

EXHIBIT5,0-16 (Continued)

AVERAGF

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16-20

20+

AVFRAGE YRARS
i-6
7-6
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND UP

LESS THAN $4000

4C0H=539%
6090-7G99
8300w-999¢

10000-1199%5
12000~-13999
14000-15996
16000-17996
18000-19999
20000-1JP

AVERAGE POSITIvVE BAC

e
S~

o INCCME

o

® RAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

@
REFUSED TEST

®

o

NEGATIVE
01 - 204
05 - «0G
10 - ol
olb - W19
020 - 024
25 ¢+
CNCE
TWICE

3 (R MOREZ

147

N={

c

[
Y]
L]

(6, RN BN Rl S VU o SN S+ I

o

—

N=( 226)
10.¢

12

56

16

31

79

12

N=(  224)
69
34
54
24
20

p—
2O~ O0O

N=( 155)
«160%
«162%

10
53
51
21

11~

N={ 275)
19

12411
CeP%
(0 .Q?
€57

18.2%

11.4%

11.4%

24.5%

CoT?
24 .3%
Fed?
12.7%
A4 .99
3.0%
5.3%
1.37
2.2%

1.3%

3C 6%
15.1%
24.1%
16.7%
£.52
4e4%
267
De4%
(.02
2 6%

1.27
C.6%
¢t 4Y
34.1%
22.92
17.4%
7.0%

6.92
U.0%
C.DN%



EXHIBIT 5.0-16 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 50)
AVERAGE ALCADD 12.5
1-11 53
12-19 26
20-29 8
30-39 2
40-49 0
S0-UP 1
DR INKER CLASS DATA N=( 275)
PRCBLEM 1
NON=P&CRLE M 5
UNDEFINED . 269
£ST. PRORM, DRINKFRS 65
VIOLATICNS CN ADBR N=( 275)
1 CWI 174
2 DwWl1 70
3 DWI 20
4 DWI 4
5+ DWI 0
AVERAGE N DOwIS l.4l
1-2 NON A/k VIOLATICNS 71
3-4 28
5—6 11
7-8 1
9 UP 2
AVERAGE NUON A/R VIOL «97
1 ACCIDENT : 57
2 ACCIDENTS 12
3 ACCIDENTS 4
4 CR MOCRE 0
AVER NO A(CIDENTS 33
CPIMINAL INVESTIGATION NATA N=( 102)
1-2 MISDEMEANOPS 48
3—4 MISDEYEANGORS 18
5+ MISDEMIANORS 36
AVG NOe. M. SDEMEANORS 44,22
1-2 FELNNIFES 4
3-4 FELON'ES 0
5¢ FELCNICS 1
AVG N0 FELONIRS .14
1-2 A/ MISDEMEANQORS 38
3-4 A/R MISNEMEANORS 8
5+ A/R MISDEMEANCRS 6
AVG NO A/» MISDEMEANDRS 1.23
1-2 A/R FILGNIES 1
3=4 A/F FTELONIES 0
5¢ A/R FFLCNIFS o
AVG NC A/« FFELONIZS .10
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28.8%
8.9%
2.27%
0.0%
1.17%

0.3%
1.82
G7.8%
23.6%

62,7%
25.4%
7.22
l.4%
C.C%

?5.8%
10.1%
4.0%
0.3%2
0.7%

2C0.77
4.3,
l.4%
(.02

47.0%
17.6%2
35.2%

3.92
G.02
0.9%

37.2%
7.81
5.9%

UeG%
N.02
C.0%

\




EXHIBIT 5.0-16 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 1 RECID
1
2
3

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 ReClu
1
2
3

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECI9
1
2
3

149

70
40
12

65
44
21

65
b4
21

343 DAYS
1€4 DAYS
74 DAYS

332 DAYS
1€4 DAYS
¢4 DAYS

332 DAYS
1¢4 DAYS
64 DAYS






