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ABSTRACT

Analytic Study Number 6 is directed toward the evaluation of Alcohol Rehabilita-
tion efforts in the ASAP community. Since there are no National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration monies and no centralized rehabilitation referral center,
data for evaluation is collected from court referral records, Court Alcohol
School attendance forms and Driver Improvement Counseling actions. '

Section 1 presents a brief introduction and description of the ASAP community,

Section 2 of this study deals with the characteristics of the Idaho Rehabilitation
system. Included is a description of the individual treatment modalities and a
flowchart of the judicial/rehabilitation system.

Section 3 addresses the effectiveness of various treatment modalities in terms
of recidivism rates.

We found no significant differences in the no treatment modality when measured
against any treatment modality. We also found no significant differences in the
composite treatment modality when measured against any treatment modality. We
expected to find that some treatment would reduce recidivism rates and suspected
that a distribution of drinker classifications might provide a reason why we
found none.

We found that Court Alcohol School was the only modality that had a significantly
lower (P<.01) number of problem drinkers. That was disturbing because by the
definition of a problem drinker, we expected the recidivism rates for Court Alcohol
School to be significantly lower also.

We found that the Driver Improvement Counseling Program had a significantly higher
(P .01) number of problem drinkers than the no treatment, composite treatment or
Court Alcohol School modalities. This was encouraging because the significant
overrepresentation of problem drinkers in the DICP modality did not produce a
significant difference in the recidivism rate.

We performed the same comparison on Court Alcohol School with DICP and the com-
posite of Court Alcohol School and DICP. We found both DICP and the composite of
CAS and DICP to be significantly overrepresented with problem drinkers, whether
classified as such by a presentence investigation or estimated by the Evaluation
Information System. :

Section 4 presents profile comparisons of various treatment and no treatment
groups.

iii
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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
Rehabilitation '

Driver Testing, Licensing and Regulation
Public Information and Education
Legislative and Regulatory

Medical Advisory Board

Alcohol Data Bank

Information Services

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

The medical advisory board, intended to develop criteria for withholding licenses
for medical reasons, was not implemented and was also discontinued. 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 criminal 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.

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

This study is Analytic Study Number 6 of the series, An Analysis of Alcohol
Rehabilitation Efforts. This report will describe the flow of arrested DWI's
through the court, presentence 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 Idaho ASAP 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 in
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 labeled

so that they may be skipped over by all but the audiences for which they were
intended. '
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1.1 DESCRIPTION OF THE ASAP 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
is desirable. Exhibit 1.1-1 presents a summary of community descriptor data
relating to the Idaho ASAP. Other less tangible aspects of the Idaho ASAP
community are also described in this section,

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

and three hundred miles in width. Most of the inhabitants live in population
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 injured
driver, so that this must be done indirectly with many BAC samples going unmatched,
unidentified, not submitted, taken after four hours from the time of the accident,
or contaminated with embalming fluid. Less than 50 percent of the fatal blood
samples are received. 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 involve-
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 Project
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 surveys
and address civic groups and various community organizations, thereby aiding in

the dissemination of information regarding ASAP goals and activities and soliciting
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,
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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.
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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. In addition, the project evaluators prepare the
data collected from various agencies for data entry to the Alcohol Data
Bank and aid Project Managemént 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 contacts 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 i5 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
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1.2 EVALUATION INFORMATION SYSTEM (Continued) -

were recorded by the locations in which they occurred, but the license
numbers of the participants were not recorded. In 1972, the Department
6f 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

DHGW Chem Lab

Department of Education
DHEW Chem Lab ,

DLE Driver Records

DLE Accident History

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

Presentence Investigator
Presentence Investigator

' .
‘ 3
—
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2.0 CHARACTERISTICS OF THE IDAHO REHABILITATION SYSTEM

The Idaho Rehabilitation System consists of the public and private mental health
facilities, and education and counseling programs that existed before the ASAP
program was established, and the Court Alcohol School initiated as an ASAP counter-
measure. The mental health facilities are mainly used for individuals with
alcoholic dependencies and the few facilities that do exist are used heavily to
maximize capacity. For social and non-problem drinkers, Court Alcohol School,
Driver Improvement Counseling Program, and the Defensive Driving Course are the
major referrals. Treatment for problem drinkers usually involves referral to

one agency or perhaps one agency for physical rehabilitation and one for psychi-
atric counseling, but there are no operational comprehensive treatment facilities
except CARES for ASAP referrals which include tracking of clientele within the
treatment facility.

The CARES Center (Combined Alcohol Referral and Education Services) was recently
organized in Eastern Idaho. This center combines the services of eight agencies
(Exhibit 2.0-2) into a single location with centralized administration oriented

to refer clientele to appropriate participating agencies, and to track the indivi-
dual through the steps of rehabilitation, noting violation and completion status.
When fully implemented, a computerized monitoring system will provide the ability
to do more detailed analysis of the relative success of treatment modalities on
various groups of individuals,

A new statewide comprehensive substance abuse rehabilitation program was funded
by NIAAA in October 1974. Data for analysis will not be available from this pro-
gram until after the wrap-up of the Idaho Alcohol Safety Action Project.

2.0-1 DESCRIPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL TREATMENT MODALITIES

The most frequent referrals involve combinations of Court Alcohol School, the
Driver Improvement Counseling Program (DICP) and the Defensive Driving Course

(DDC). A breakdown of referrals since project start-up is given below in Exhibit
2.0-1, :

EXHIBIT 2.0-1
ASAP REHABILITATION REFERRALS

Modality 1972 1973 1974 1975* Total
No Treatment 2147 4123 4409 3259 13939
Composite Treatment 403 1997 2125 1612 6137
Court Alcohol School 108 767 846 620 2341
Driver Improvement
Counseling Program 15 190 305 165 - 675
CAS_§ DICP 2 49 61 12 122

* Includes data for January - June 1975



EXHIBIT 2.0-2

COMBINED ALCOHOL REFERRAL AND EDUCATION SERVICES (CARES)
' PARTICIPATING AGENCIES

Agency A Function
1. Alcohol Rehabilitation Paraprofessional consulting services
Association, Inc. Men's residence

Introduction to AA

2. Eastern Idaho Community Comprehensive Alcohol Treatment
Health Center Program

Alcohol Information Center
Industrial Alcochol Program
Women's Residence

3. Idaho Adult Probation DWI probation
and Parole
4, ASAP Presentence investigations
Coordination of rehabilitation
programs
5. Court Alcohol School Alcohol Safety School for drinking
drivers
N
6. Idaho Department of Statewide alcohol program BAC
Health & Welfare testing

Laboratory Division

7. Driver Improvement Driver counseling
Counseling Program

8. Idaho Volunteers in Counseling
Corrections

Exhibit 2.0-3 lists the rehabilitation facilities available within each
ASAP region. There is no catalog of treatment programs other than the
information specified in the exhibit. The presentence investigators within
each region have a more detailed knowledge of the existing programs but this
data has not been compiled and published. These treatment facilities do
not use 403 funds as a source of revenue.

10
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EXHIBIT 2.0-3

SURVEY OF IDAHO ALCOHOL REHABILITATION FACILITIES

Rehabilitation Treatment Facility

Comments

ASAP Region 1
1 Mental Health Center I

2 Spokane, Washington

3 State Hospital North, Orofino

Mental Health Center II
Halfway House, Lewiston
Nez Perce Tribe Alcohol Abuse Center

[= 307, B -
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Individual therapy
Limited group therapy

Referrals for comprehensive treatment

2 week/6 week program

Therapeutic community testing

Individual and group therapy

Education, medical back-up, and after-care
Alcoholism counselors

ASAP Region 2
1 Mental Health Center III

2 Nampa Mercy Hospital

3 Alcohol Rehabilitation Center
(Halfway House)

4 Mental Health Center 1V

moOoOOw>» UTOw> >
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Detoxification

Group and individual therapy
Outpatient groups
Educational meetings
Alcoholics Anonymous

Group therapy

Individual therapy

Testing and evaluation

Group diagnostic

Evaluation prior to sentencing for DWIs as a

supplement to ASAP presentence investigations
Medical and psychiatric (Antabuse treatment)

Partial care

Family counseling
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EXHIBIT 2.0-3 (Continued)

SURVEY OF IDAHO ALCOHOL REHABILITATION FACILITIES (Continued)

Rehabilitation Treatment Facility

Comments

ASAP Region 2 (Continued)
5 Veterans Administration Hospital, Boise A. Referral to inpatient programs--Roseburg,
. American Lake, Sheridan
B. Emergency detoxification
C. After care for inpatient treatment
6 St. Alphonsus Hospital Mental Health Unit A. Detoxification
"B. Recreational and occupational therapy
C. Psychiatric counseling -
D. Pre-release planning
E. After care through RSAC
7 Department of Health and Welfare A. Intakes and referrals
satellite offices B. Psychologists providing therapy and IAP communi-
(Mountain Home and McCall) ty coordination
8 Mountain Home Air Force Base A. Social Actions Center for counseling
B. Hospital with psychiatric social worker for
counseling
ASAP Region 3
1 Magic Valley Alcoholic Rehabilitation A. Halfway House
Center, Twin Falls B. - Counseling
2 Gateway Mental Health Center A. Individual therapy
3 St. Anthony Hospital A. Short-term detoxification
4 Halfway House, Pocatello
5 State Hospital South, Blackfoot A. Inpatient care
B. Liaison with other mental health centers
6 Idaho Falls Community Mental Health Center A. Detoxification
: B. Testing and evaluation
C. Psychiatric and medical services
D. Outpatient counseling
1. Individual and group
2. Family
. Antabuse supervision
Two residential facilities
1. Male
2. Female--the only facility in Idaho for women
G. 30-60 days--residential program includes:

1. Vocational counseling
2. Psychiatric care
3. Mandatory group and/or irdividual therany
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2.0.1 DESCRIPTIONS OF INDIVIDUAL TREATMENT MODALITIES (Continued)

Based on frequency of referral, these modality combinations were chosen
for analysis. A description of each individual treatment modalities
follows and summary data for each is included in Exhibit 2.0-4.

2.0.1.1 DESCRIPTION OF COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL

The Court Alcohol School is the drinker-driver education class established
by ASAP and has been the single most frequently referred treatment facility.
The goal of the Court Alcchol School is to increase the awareness of the
convicted DWI of the hazards of drinking and driving. Ten percent of class

* time is spent on improving driving techniques and ninety percent on drinking

behavior as it relates to driving. The classes are geared to first-time
DWI offenders who are not judged to have severe drinking problems. In
practice, because of the lack of rehabilitation programs, a large number
of problem drinkers (21.9%) are referred to the program.

The Court Alcohol School course of instruction involves four sessions of

two and one-half hours each. Courses are conducted on a monthly cycle.
While drawing heavily upon materials developed by other ASAP's, the Idaho
Court Alcohol School is basically patterned after the current Drug Education
Program of the State Department of Education and incorporates several
elements of the current SDE Defensive Driving Course.

The general content of each of the four class sessions are as follows:

- Session 1: Illustrates the underlying situations leading to arrest
and discusses the reasons people use alcohol.

- Session 2: Concentrates on discussions regarding the problems of
drinking and driving. Myths regarding drinking and
alcohol are explored. Elements of defensive driving
are incorporated.

- Session 3: Continuation of the subject matter presented in Class 2.

- Session 4: The final class session serves as a wrap-up, again using
a "soft-sell" approach on drinking, such that the indi-
viduals involved will hopefully make their own decisions
as to why they drink and what they might do instead--

considering the perils of drinking-driving.

The minimum qualifications for Court Alcohol School instructors are:

@ Strong background in dealing with social-related problems
® Teaching experience
® Must attend annual workshops

2.0.1.2 DESCRIPTION OF THE DRIVER IMPROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAM

The Driver Improvement Counseling Program (DICP) was created in 1971 by

the Department of Law Enforcement to provide counseling and driver rehabi-
litation to persons having driving problems. In those areas which relate
to the Idaho Alcohol Safety Action Project, the objective of Driver Improve-
ment Counseling Program is to help the "hard-core" drinking driver.

13
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.EXHIBIT 2,0-4

SUMMARY OF TREATMENT CHARACTERISTICS

~— /™ /M M/ e

Court Alcohol Defensive Driver Improvement
Length of Program School Driving Counseling Program
Number of sessions 4 4 1-12
Hours per session 2.5 hours 2.5 hours .25 - .50
Size of sessions
Students per session 9 average, 12 maximuﬁ N/A Usually individual
Programs per year 150 N/A Continued operation

Cost of Program
Cost per program
Instructor's fees

$300
100 per course
35

Cost_of student $25 .
Program Sponsor ASAP through Dept, Department of Department of Law
of Eduction Education Enforcement
Annual Referrals by ASAP
Number referred per year 1,184 132 513
Average number referred per
month 99 11 43
Distribution of clients by age Number % of Total | Number % of Total Number % of Total
(from sample)
15-19 47 11,1 16 12,1 41 9.3
20-24 77 18.2 22 16.6 100 22,7
25-29 60 14,2 27 20.4 57 12,9
30-34 38 9.0 11 8.3 59 11.3
35-39 38 9.0 15 11,3 39 8.8
40-44 46 10.9 13 9.8 21 4.7
45-49 42 9.9 9 6.8 38 - 8.6
50-59 53 12,5 . 8 6.0 64 14,5
60+ 20 4,7 11 8.3 29 6.6
Distribution of ASAP referrals by Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Drinker Classification(from sample)
Problem Drinkers 82 21,8 35 29,1 144 42.4
Non-Problem 265 70.6 81 67.5 145 42,7
linde fined 93 7,4 4 3.3 50 14,7
Distribution by sex (from sample)
Male 354 85.3 113 86,2 390 90.9
Female 61 14,6 18 13.7 39 9.0
® o L ® ® ® ® ® ®
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2.0.1.2 DESCRIPTION OF THE DRIVER IMPROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAM (Continued)

A driver may attend DICP for one of three reasons. He may be referred by
the courts as a term of probation or withheld judgment, in lieu of having
his license suspended after being convicted of an offense which carries an
automatic license suspension or in lieu of having his license suspended
for point accumulation due to traffic violations.

Once the subject agrees to attend the program, an initial interview is
conducted by the DICP counselor to ascertain the subject's problem, the
underlying causes and what can be done, if anything, to alleviate them.
The counselor may use any of a number of community resources to help the

subject improve his driving habits. Exhibit 2.0-5 lists the community
resources which are used.

The counselor and the subject will establish a list of rules which the subject
must agree to follow for 3, 6, 9 or 12 months. For example, the subject may
agree to comply with the terms of his restricted license, not to drink and
drive, to obey all traffic laws, to attend the Defensive Driving class,

and to attend all subsequent DICP scheduled interviews (recall meetings).

The counselor will then develop a schedule of monthly recall meetings to
evaluate the subject's compliance and progress.

At the beginning of each recall meeting, the counselor reviews the subject's
driver license file for recent violations and discusses the subject's "
driving behavior. If the counselor judges the participant to have corrected
his driving deficiency, he may, at any time, restore full driving privileges.
If the subject continues to accrue driving”violations, does not comply with
the rules as agreed, or will not cooperate, he is dropped from the program,
his restricted permit is revoked and, if applicable, the referring judge is
notified of his non-compliance with the program. Every attempt is made to
keep the subject in the program, including family telephone interviews to
find out why the subject may be violating.

In addition to the interview at each recall session, group sessions may be
scheduled in which a number of persons with similar driving problems
attend a sound-on-slide presentation on various facets of driving behavior,
such as Drinking Driving, Defense Driving, Rules of the Road, Driving
Attitudes, etc.

Records of DICP interviews, DICP completion and completion of Defensive
Driving Course are filed in the driver license folder.

Not all DICP cases involve DWI offenders. Approximately 75 0 percent
of the DICP cases handled in 1975 were DWI cases.

All counselors completed the "Basic Training Program for Driver Improve-
ment Counselors' sponsored by the National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration. The course was taught by Chief Counselor, Paul Hale,

who not only helped write the course but completed the training course

for instructor of the basic course. ' This course was conducted under the
direction of the Central Washington State College in Ellensburg, Washington,
in December 1973. This will certify all counselors as having completed

the latest comprehensive training course available.

15



2.0,1.2 DESCRIPTION OF THE DRIVER IMPROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAM (Continued)
: : " EXHIBIT 2.0-S
POSSIBLE AGENCIES FOR REFERRAL BY DICP COUNSELOR
Agency Rehabilitation Program or Activity
1. Department of Eduction A. Defensive Driving Course (Driver
Rehabilitation Course)
B. Court Alcohol School (ASAP)
C. School Counselors
2. Department of Health and
Welfare ~A. Social Workers (Counseling)
B. WIN Program (Female Training)
3. Department of Employment A, Vocational Rehabilitation
(Physically Handicapped)
4. Medical Profession A. Personal Physician
B. Individual Evaluation of Drivers
5. Mental Health Units A. Individual Evaluation
B. Group Therapy
6. Alcoholics Anonymous A, Alcholic Counseling
7. Community Action Centers A. Social and Neighborhood Programs
8. Clergymen A. Regular Church Services
B. Individual Counseling
16
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2.0.1.3 DESCRIPTION OF THE CARES CENTER

The Combined Alcohol Referral and Education Services Center (CARES) opened
in early March at 255 '"'B" Street in Idaho Falls, culminating many months
of hard work and much patience to bring together, under one roof, all the
services available to persons with alcohol-related problems.

This Center provides a coordinated multi-agency rehabilitation progranm for
problem drinkers. Under the one roof are representatives from the Alcohol
Rehabilitation Association, Alcohol Safety Action Project, Eastern Idaho
Community Mental Health Center, Driver Improvement and Counseling Program,
State Parole and Probation, Volunteers in Probation, and the Department

of Health and Welfare. Plans have been made to include Vocational Rehabi-
litation in the Center in the near future.

The courts of the 7th Judicial District now have "one door" to refer
subjects for a comprehensive education and/or rehabilitation program.
This helps eliminate confusion for the client and also eliminates dupli-
cation of agency effort. It provides the ASAP Presentence Investigator
professional resources to help make a proper determination of subject's
drinking problems and provides the rehabilitative resources and probation
control to follow through on those persons in need of help.

The Center is funded with a grant from the Law Enforcement Planning Commis-

sion, supplemented with funding from the Idaho Department of Health and
Welfare.

2.0.1.4 DESCRIPTION OF DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND WELFARE SUBSTANCE ABUSE
SERVICES

The Department of Health and Welfare expanded its service to alcoholics and
problem drinkers through a federally-funded Services for Drinking-Drivers
program. Out-patient programs for alcoholics are being implemented in all
regions of the state and an in-patient alcohol treatment unit is functioning
at Orofino, and another is planned for operation in Southern Idaho. These
programs, when coordinated with health services provided by private
hospitals for detoxification and available Halfway Houses, will help

provide a contimuum of treatment care for the alcoholics.

It is also planned that regional out-patient treatment units will provide
education and training programs in their respective areas of the state.

2.0.1.5 -DESCRIPTION OF THE DEFENSIVE DRIVING COURSE

This course is administered by the Department of Education. It consists
of an eight-hour defensive driving course developed by the National Safety
Council plus one hour of alcohol and drug education and one hour of Idaho
traffic laws.

17



2.0.1.5 DESCRIPTION OF THE DEFENSIVE DRIVING COURSE (Continued)

The course is presented in four 2%-hour sessions and is administered in
26 areas of the state. Some 6,000 people attended the Defensive Driving
Course in 1975, :

The objective of the course is to rehabilitate the errant driver.
Instructors must hold a current Idaho Teacher's Certificate, be a certified
Driver Education Teacher and attend a two-day workshop conducted by the
Department of Education.

‘2.0.1.6 DESCRIPTION OF OTHER TREATMENT GROUPS

The category Other Treatment Groups referred to in the two modality combi-

nations, Court Alcohol School and Other Rehab, and Other Rehab, may be
one of the following: :

1. Department of Health and Welfare, Comprehensive Treatment Plan

2. Department of Health and Welfare, Community Mental Health
Centers

3. Department of Health and Welfare, Mental Hospitals

4. Other Public Health Facilities

5. .Private Hospitals/Physicians

6. Alcoholism Clinic

7. Employer Program

8. Halfway House

9. AA

0. Other Rehab

18
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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 éffairs, he is

taken before the local magistrate and arraignment on a charge of driving
while intoxicated. The majority of arrested DWI's plead guilty at arraign-

‘ment. Any plea bargaining initiated by the defence attorney usually follows

arraignment. Cases not disposed of by a guilty plea or plea bargained to
a lesser charge go to trial.

2.1.3 BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION ANALYSIS

The 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.
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1

Idaho Judicial/Rehabilitation
Flow Chart
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)
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EXHIBIT 2.1-1 (Continued)

Attend
Alcoholics
Anonymous

Detfensive
driving

Attend
Defensive
Drivirg

Attend
Other
Rehab

—— -

Terminate

24




2.1.5 PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION (Continued)

The presentence investigation will include same 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 interview
the defendant's family and employer, and law enforcement personnel in
order to more accurately access the defendant's problem.

Having completed these tasks, the presentence investigator will classify
the defendant as either a problem drinker, a non-problem drinker, or
undefined. He may also make recommendations to the court for rehabilita-
tive and reeducative measures. The following are possible presentence
investigation classifications and recommendations:

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

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

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

o COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL--the majority of the defendants are assigned
to Court Alcohol School for reeducation in the problems and con-
siderations involved in drinking and driving.
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2.1.6 SENTENCE (Continued)

e DRIVER IMPROVEMENT COUNSELING PROGRAM - the DICP receives 'hard
core' drinker-drivers. The program utilizes face-to-face
counseling and other rehabilitation and reeducation resources
and agencies available, e.g., Alcoholics Anonymous and Defensive
Driving. The DICP Counselor monitors the defendant's probation
while in DICP and may recommend suspension of driving privileges
if the defendant fails to complete his probationary program,

e FULL PENALTY - Under Idaho Code 49-1102, the court may impose
to a six-month jail sentence and a fine of not more than three
hundred dollars ($300). In addition, the Department of Law
Enforcement may suspend the subject's driving 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 Pre-Sentence Investigator (PSI).
The PSI in turn notifies the court of the probation violation,

2.1.8 JUDICIAL/REHABILITATION FLOW DATA

A summary of judicial/rehabilitation flow data for 1974 and 1975 is presented
in Exhibit 2.1-2,

26
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EXHIBIT 2,1-2
JUDICIAL/REHABILITATION FLOW VOLUMES

1974 1975
Arrested Activity
ASAP Patrol Arrests 1977 1511
Regular Patrol Arrests 5742 4993
Total Arrests 7719 6504
Court Activity
Not Arrested DWI 86 45
Awaiting Disposition 274 619
Plea Bargained Lesser Offense 111 80
Acquitted Dismissed 129 116
Guilty 7119 5644
Presentence Investigation Activity
Received PSI 2991 2548
Defendent Interviews 3075 1630
Driver Records Check 3529 1959
Criminal Records Check 1414 758
Social/Health Agency Check 16 ' 12
Family/Employer Interview 1339 612
Rehabilitation Agency Check 37 6
Other Contacts , 797 341
Classification Agency
Drinker Classifications 2991 1696
Problem 998 845
Non-Problem 1340 715
Undefined 653 136
Rehabilitation Activity
Referred to Rehabilitation 2890 1879
Court Alcohol School 1722 1268
DICP 968 553
Defensive Driving 40 30
Referred to Alcoholics Ananymous 39 28

Note: Rehabilitation flow volumes are given in two figures, those referred
and those who attended. The attendance figures are present only for Court
Alcohol School, DICP and Defensive Driving. These are the only agencies that
report data back to the ASAP project. Volumes of referrals are based on data
from the presentence investigators. Data for treatment no-shows or drop-outs
is not collected.
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The conviction rate for the ASAP operational period 1974-1975 was 89.7 percent,
Of those convicted, 43.4 percent received presentence investigations. This
represents an average caseload of 231 investigations for presentence investigator
per year or an average of 19 per month.

Of those convicted DWI's who received presentence investigations, 37.4 percent
were referred to some rehabilitation modality. Exhibit 2.1-3 presents a
distribution of those referred to rehabilitation.

EXHIBIT 2.1-3
DISTRIBUTION OF REFERRALS

1974 1975
Court Alcohol School .596 ,675
DICP . 335 . 294
Defensive Driving ‘ .014 .016
Alcoholics Anonymous .013 .015

Exhibit 2,1-4 presents a distribution of referrals for problem, non-problem
and undefined drinker classes for the ASAP operational period 1974 - 1975,

EXHIBIT 2.1-4
REHABILITATION REFERRALS BY DRINKER CLASS

Problem ' Non-Problem Undefined

No % No ' % No %
Court Alcohol School 998 L334 1044 . 349 948 .317
DICP 532 .350 504 .331 485 .319
Defensive Driving 0 ———- 46 .657 24 .343
Alcoholics Anonymous 65 1.000 0 -———— 0 ———-
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2.2 REHABILITATION MODALITY ASSIGNMENT CRITERIA

In formulating a rehabilitation treatment modality or combination of modalities,
the presentence investigation must consider a number of variables, The flexi-
bility of the investigator's decision depends to a great extent on the availa-
bility of resources which are at his disposal. ‘For non-problem drinkers, the
presentence investigator may make referrals of Court Alcohol School and the
Driver Improvement Counseling Program. For problem drinkers, these programs
may not be as effective but, in lieu of other alternatives, the presentence
investigator may make the referral, hoping that an open analysis of drinking
driver behavior and attitudes may have an impact on the individual. For severe
alcoholics, the presentence investigator may recommend detoxification and some
form of mental or psychiatric counseling. The patient in this case may need
vocational rehabilitation or extended family counseling to help him readjust,
In making these decisions, the presentence investigator must consider the sub-
ject's attitude to being rehabilitated, the success or failure of past efforts,
and the likelihood that the subject would benefit sufficiently given the
restricted availability of community resources.

2.3 REHABILITATION PARTICIPATION INCENTIVES IN IDAHO

Probation and withheld judgment are widely used by the magistrates to
keep a convicted DWI under the jurisdiction of the court. The normal
probation term is six months, but the law has been revised to provide
for periods of up to two year probations,

Issuing a withheld judgment gives the magistrate the ability to wait

for a period of up to six months while the defendant attends required
rehabilitation treatment before judgment is passed. Upon successful -
completion of the required rehabilitation, the case is usually dismissed.

2.4 REHABILITATION FOLLOW UP AND MONITORING

There is no formal probation agency in Idaho that tracks misdemeanor DWI
probations. If a DWI case is prosecuted as a felony, the case may then
be assigned to a probation agency, but the DWI conviction is usually a
misdemeanor. Presentence investigators assist court clerks in obtaining
record checks on individuals to determine compliance with terms of proba-
tion or withheld judgment. The presentence investigator monitors probation
in some cases. A records check will be conducted after six months to
determine compliance. Presentence investigators also utilize a service
provided by the Evaluation Information System which automatically notifies
the appropriate PSI if a subsequent DWI arrest occurs within six months of
the original investigation. The Evaluation Information System will also
provide a notification to the original presentence investigator when any
presentence investigator requests information on the same person. This
allows the presentence investigators to exchange previously-gathered
information.
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2.5 INTERACTION OF ASAP WITH COMMUNITY TREATMENT RESOURCES AND THE COURTS

The focal point of all ASAP activities with the courts and treatment
resources is with the presentence investigator. The extent of their involve-
ment depends totally on the rapport built during the performance of their
duties. As the investigators work with magistrates and court personnel,

the courts slowly change their habits and begin to gain confidence in the
abilities and judgment of the investigator. Referral to a presentence
investigator is entirely voluntary on the part of the magistrates, and after
two and a half years of operation, the percentage of presentence investigations
is increasing. The interaction of the presentence investigators with
treatment resources also depends on the individual personalities of the
presentence investigators. Two of the presentence investigators in

the ASAP Eastern Idaho region helped set up a Halfway House because of

the lack of treatment agencies in that region. They also spend their

own time aiding their clients in entering treatment, detoxification, and
other rehabilitation measures.

Other interaction consists of the information flow between ASAP and the
courts. Court information is gathered by the presentence investigator
whenever he is involved and, in other cases, notification of convictions
are sent to the Department of Law Enforcement. The ASAP Evaluation
Information System has been used to report presentence investigations
by each magistrate to provide Project Management with information which
can be used to improve the volume of investigations.

Information flow between ASAP and treatment modalities is provided for
Court Alcohol School, Driver Improvement Counseling Program (DICP), and
Defen§ive Driving when it has been referred by a DICP Counselor. Other
agencies do not report attendance, and knowledge is based on referrals
by the presentence investigator. If a client is referred and does not
attend, the project will not be informed except when the presentence
investigator sends a notification of probation violation.
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3.0 EFFECTIVENESS OF REHABILITATION

In the following sections, constraints of rehabilitation evaluation
and the effectiveness of Court Alcohol School, Driver Improvement
Counseling Program and the Defensive Driving Course are discussed.

3.0.1 CONSTRAINTS OF REHABILITATION EVALUATION

In order to determine if rehabilitation has had any effect on reducing
alcohol related crashes or DWI arrest recidivism, it is necessary to
determine that for a number of individuals who have attended a treatment
modality, a significant number of them have changed their driving behavior
to the extent that this could not be attributed to random fluctuations of
data measuring behavior changes. Measuring a change in driving behavior
implies that there is a standard of behavior which can be compared to
their behavior after having attended rehabilitation. This standard cannot
'be a comparison of before and after measures, such as arrests or crashes-:
per time period, because the risk of arrest has more than doubled since
ASAP began operation and the crash reporting system has been improved to
report a much higher percentage of crashes than were reported during
baseline years. Therefore, even if a group of individuals experience

no change in driving behavior, a higher crash and arrest recidivism rate
would be expected.

The theoretical approach to circumvent the problem would be to set up a
control group which would compare like groups, one sent to a rehabilitation
modality and one not sent, during equal time periods with pertinent variables
controlled or with large enough random samples to take care of differences.
However, to implement control groups on a statewide basis would be an impos-
sibility. Magistrates in urban localities are independent and their partici-
pation would be purely voluntary.

Further problems complicating an evaluation of rehabilitation are the -
quality of data received. For example, arrest data is gathered from the
PSI, the Idaho State Police, and the Department of Law Enforcement. An
individual may be arrested by an Idaho State Policeman and later issued
a withheld judgment. This will not be reported to the Department of Law
Enforcement by the courts, so only an arrest record will be received. If

the individual is arrested by a local agency, issued a withheld judgment,

and given a presentence investigation, then a record of arrest and convic-
tion will be received from the PSI. If an individual is arrested by a

local agency, convicted, but receives no presentence investigation, then

a record of the arrest date and conviction will be received from the court.
Thus, the ASAP Project must rely on three sources of data. If one of these
sources reports the arrest or conviction data incorrectly, then multiple
arrests and convictions may be received when in fact there was only one

arrest and one conviction. There is no way to verify whether or not a

person was re-arrested the same day as his case was disposed of for a
previous arrest or whether the arrest data was erroneously reported as

the conviction date by one of the originating agencies. Given the large
volume of arrests that the ASAP project deals with yearly, there are not
enough resources to begin to identify incorrect data and make corrections.

The only consolation is that these data problems exist relatively constant

by time, location and treatment modality so that if intra-modality comparisons
are made, the data problems should affect comparison data in the same way.
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3.0.1 CONSTRAINTS OF REHABILITATION EVALUATION

The recidivism data in Table 15 of the Appendix H data gives number of
recidivists. for different time periods by the most frequently used combina-
tions of treatment modalities. This may be used to calculate percentages
of recidivists for each modality. The Evaluation Information System has
been used to create profiles of the people who were referred to the various
modalities presented in Table 15. This information was then analyzed to
determine if significant differences exist,

3.0.2 PROFILES OF GROUPS REFERRED TO REHABILITATION MODALITIES

Detailed profiles of groups of individuals arrested during the ASAP operation
and referred to a specific modality and presented in Section 8 of this study,
These exhibits are:

Exhibit 8.0-1 Individuals Not Referred to Rehabilitation

Exhibit 8.0-2 Individuals Referred to Rehabilitation

Exhibit 8.0-3 Individuals Referred to Court Alcohol School

Exhibit 8.0-4 Individuals Referred to Driver Improvement Counseling Program
Exhibit 8.0-5 Individuals Referred to Defensive Driving Course

Exhibit 8.0-6 Individuals Referred to CAS and DICP

Exhibit 8.0-7 Individuals Referred to CAS and DDC

Exhibit 8.0-8 Individuals Referred to CAS and Other Rehabilitation

Exhibit 8.,0-9 Individuals Referred to Othg¢r Rehabilitation

Summary data from these exhibits are presented in the following subsections.

3.0.3 RECIDIVISM ANALYSIS

Exhibit 3.0-1 presents recidivism rates for non-treatment groups, treatment
groups, DICP treatment groups, and DICP and CAS treatment groups, the number
of persons entering and the number of persons who subsequently were rearrested
prior to January 1, 1976, These rates are presented based on the year in which
the offenders entered in order to reduce the effects of exposure time during
which the subjects could become recidivists.

Exhibit 3.0-2 presents a distribution of drinker classification for each treat-
ment modality.

We compared and tested the recidivism rates for the total project for signifi-
cant differences utilizing the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described in Section
7.3. We found no significant differences in the no treatment modality when

measured against any treatment modality. We also found no significant differences

in the composite treatment modality when measured against any treatment modality.
We expected to find that some treatment would reduce recidivism rates and
suspected that a distribution of drinker classifications might provide a reason
why we found none.
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EXHIBIT 3.0-1
RECIDIVISM RATES FOR

TREATMENT MODALITIES

Year No All CAS DICP CAS & DICP
Entered Treatment Treatments
otal Recid % Total Recid % Total Recid % Total Recid % Total Recid %
1972 (1) 2147 763 35.5 403 130 32, 108 38 35.2 15 6 4.0 2 0 -
1973 4123 744 18.8 1997 485 24, 767 173 22.6 190 54 28.4 229 49 21,
1974 4409 459 10.4 2125 277 13, 846 90 10.6 305 42 13.8 430 61 14..
1975 (2) 3259 162 5.0 1612 98 6. 620 24 3.9 165 15 9.1 204 12 5.!
Total 13939 2158 . 185 6137 990 16. 2341 325 13.9 675 117 17.3 865 122 14,
(1) July - December only data available.
(2) January - June only data available,
KS Values P £ .05 P .01

No Treatment vs All Treatments .021

No Treatment vs CAS .030

No Treatment vs DICP .054

No Treatment vs CAS § DICP .048

All Treatments vs CAS .033

All Treatments vs DICP .055

All Treatments vs CAS § DICP .049

CAS vs DICP .059
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We compared and tested the distribution of problem drinkers classified by
a Presentence Investigation using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described
in Section7.3. We found that Court Alcohol School was the only modality
that had a significantly lower (P « .01) number of problem drinkers. That
was disturbing because by the definition of a problem drinker, we expected
the recidivism rates for Court Alcohol School to significantly lower also.

However, we also compared and tested the distribution of problem drinkers as
estimated by the Evaluation Information System based upon NHTSA guidelines
using the Kolmogorov—-Smirnov technique described in Section 7.3, We found
that the Driver Improvement Counseling Program had a singificantly higher

(P < .01) number of problem drinkers than the no treatment, composite treat-
ment or Court Alcohol School modalities. This was encouraging because the
significant overrepresentation of problem drinkers in the DICP modality did
not produce a significant difference in the recidivism rate.

We performed the same comparison on Court Alcohol School with DICP and the
composite of Court Alcohol School and DICP, We found both DICP and the com-
posite of CAS and DICP to be significantly overrepresented with problem
drinkers, whether classified as such by a presentence investigation or
estimated by the Evaluation Information System,

3.0.4 EFFICIENCY ANALYSIS

Efficiency analyses are not possible because in most cases, hours expended,
costs incurred, and the numbers of persons treated are not reported to the

Idaho ASAP, Without the use of either 403 funding, NIAAA funding or funding
from ASAP, there is little benefit to the rehabilitation agency to provide this
information. Without complete data, meaningful cost and efficiency analyses are
impossible,

Until the NIAAA Services for Drinking Drivers grant monies were received in
late 1974, few, if any, alcohol rehabilitation resources existed. Resources
such as the Driver Improvement Counseling Program, and Court Alcohol School
received the majority of persons seeking treatment. These programs, however,
are primarily reeducative with limited counseling. In a few instances, notably
the CARES Center in Idaho Falls, attempts to mobilize community resources have
been made. Two presentence investigators in Southern Idaho helped set up a
half-way house in Pocatello.
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EXHIBIT 3.0-2

DISTRIBUTION OF DRINKER CLASSIFICATIONS BY TREATMENT MODALITY

No All
Treatment Treatments CAS DICP CAS & DICP
N 120 % 384 % 375 % 339 % 391 %
Problem 54 .450 165 .430 82 . 219 144 .425 153 .391
Non-Problem 56 .467 183 .477 265 .707 145 .428 194 .496
Undefined 10 .083 36 .093 29 .073 50 .147 44 113
Est. Problem 107 .214 167 - .334 93 .186 181 .362 164 .328
KS Values P .05 P .01
No Treatment vs All Treatments . 142
No Treatment vs CAS .143
No Treatment vs DICP . 144
No Treatment vs CAS & DICP .142
All Treatments vs CAS .099 .119
All Treatments vs DICP .101 .121
All Treatments vs CAS § DICP .098 J117
CAS vs DICP .102 .122
CAS vs DICP & CAS .098 .119
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4.0 ANALYSIS OF REHABILITATION MODALITY PROFILES

In order to make statements about the profile groups, those group
characteristics which are most indicative of alcohol-involvement were
used in a ranking system to order the modality types by most to least
alcohol-involved. The following characteristics were chosen:

Average positive BAC

Average ALCADD

Percent problem drinker (determined by PSI)

Percent problem drinker (estimated by the Evaluation Information
System)

Average number of DWI's

e Average number of accidents

The modalities were then compared on each point with the highest alcohol-
involvement receiving 1 point and the lowest 8 points. The number of
points was doubled for the number of DWI arrests, because this was

judged to be the single most indicative indicator of alcohol-involvement.

Ties split the number of points. The resulting point scores are shown

in Exhibit 4.0-1. The percentage of estimated problem drinkers was

ranked with Other Treatment receiving 1 point (highest alcohol-involvement)
and CAS receiving 8 points (lowest alcohol-involvement). The resulting
SCORE column was then ordered on the basis of lowest to highest score
Tesulting in a final ordering of the rehabilitation modalities. A compari-
son of the ordering of the component indicators used (example: average
positive BAC, average ALCADD) resulted in a determination of the indicator
that most highly correlated with the final scoring order. That indicator
is the number of estimated problem drinkers developed by the Evaluation
Information System. The individual modalities may now be ranked according
to their alcohol-involvement and profile comparisons made relative to them.

EXHIBIT 4.0-1

MODALITY ORDER BY ALCOHOL INVOLVEMENT

Modality Description Score Order EPD EPD Order
Not Referred 40 -7 19.0 7
CAS* 5S4 8 18.2 8
CAS and DICP 38 6 29.4 6
CAS and DDC 23 3 33.1 3
DICP** 34 S 30.6 5
DDC*** 33 4 33.7 2
CAS and Other Rehab 20 2 32.1 4
Other Treatment 10 1 52.5 1

* Court Alcohol School
** Driver Improvement Counseling Program
***Defensive Driver Course
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4.0.1 ANALYSIS OF ALCOHOL-RELATED PROFILE INDICATORS

Exhibit 4.0-2 summarizes characteristics from the profiles which may
be used to imply the extent of the drinking driving problem of indi-
viduals in the group.

Note that the days to recidivism is taken from the column Average Days

to Type 1 (Arrest) Recidivism in the profiles. This does not necessarily
mean recidivism from the program as explained in Section 5.0, Profile
Methodology. This indicates the number of persons in the modality who were
arrested twice during the five-year driver history. The days are averages

of the time between arrests and this indicator is intended to tell something
about the group itself and not the relative success or failure of the modality
in reducing recidivism.

If the ordering of the modalities is truly largest percent drinker-drivers
to smallest percent drinker-drivers, the alcohol indicators should follow
relatively the same order. If they do not, then the orderin may not

be completely correct or the size of the group that had ALCAED test
scores, for example, may have been so small that random fluctuations
caused the average ALCADD score to deviate.

An examination of Exhibit 4.0-2 shows that Other Treatment has the highest
average ALCADD score, largest percent problem drinkers, and highest
percentage problem drinkers. The percent of drinker-drivers in other
groups is closer together to the extent that conclusions about the

group populations cannot be made. The group referred to Court Alcohol
School had the lowest average number of DWI's and the smallest percent

of problem drinkers.

The most useful indicator appears to average number of DWI's because it
corrects automatically for the sample size and roughly follows the same
order as the average positive BAC.

4.0.2 AN ANALYSIS OF DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE CHARACTERISTICS

The treatment modalities were again ordered by the extent of alcohol-
involvement and relevant demographic data summarized in Exhibit 4.0-3.
For some of these characteristics, no apparent relationship with the
ordering of the treatment modalities was found. The percent male seemed
to be stable at about 90%. Other characteristics such as average age
and average years in Idaho also do not appear related.

The percentage of unemployed seems to relate highly with large percent-
ages of drinker-drivers. The percentage of the group that is married
appears to be smaller for high drinker-driver groups and larger for those
groups with fewer drinker-drivers.
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EXHIBIT 4,0-2
ALCOHOL-RELATED PROFILE INDICATORS

Avg  Avg  Per-  Avg Avg Avg  Days No. Est.
Modality Pos ALCADD Cent No. No. Drvng to Recids Prob Sample

BAC Prob DWIs Accdnts Viols Recid (1 time) Drnkrs Size

Drnkr .

Other Treatmnt .163 17.1 71.5 1.79 .60 1.41 297 138 49,0 500
CAS and Other
Rehab .167 12.3 48 1.63 .56 1.88 407 29 34.7 115
CAS and DDC .153 ‘14.4 37 1.67 .67 1.72 426 60 35.6 230
DDC . 166 10.5 29.1 1.62 .47 1.34 367 38 34.1 167
DICP . 166 11.4 43 1,66 .48 1.39 270 124 36.2 500
CAS and DICP . 160 13.4 39 1.52 .44 1.24 309 135 32.8 500
Not Referred .157 13.0 45 1.51 .31 1.13 324 110 21.4 500
CAS .154 9.4 22 1.35 .46 1.21 313 89 18.6 500
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EXHIBIT 4.0-3

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF PROFILES

Per- Per- Per-

Avg Per-
cent Cent Income Avg Cent Years cent Sample
Modality Unem- White $6000 Age Male in Married Size

ployed -Idaho
Other Treatment 21,0 81.6 51.8° 35.1  87.9 22.0 47.5 500
CAS & Other Rehab 14.0 88.5 59.7. 35.8 91.7 18.7 47.6 115
CAS and DDC 9.9 85.7 50.1 34.6 92.0 22.7 47.7 230
DDC 10.9 88.9 56.8 34,0 86,2 19.5 49,3 167
DICP 18,6 90.2 45.9 35.4 90.9 23.2 45.5 500
CAS and DICP 10.7 87.4 41.8 35.1 89.8 22,2 52.4 500
Not Referred 16.6 85.6 46.7 36.0 92.7 19.7 47.6 500
CAS 10.3 90.5 48.8 35.0 85.3 21.4 43.8 500



5.0 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 5.0-1 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 a random sample of one hundred individuals arrested for DWI, this
information was present in only 71 percent of the cases, because the
arrest population is drawn not only from licensed Idaho drivers but
also from out-of-state drivers touring in Idaho, migrant farm laborers,
unlicensed rural inhabitants and Indian populations, and out-of-state
military servicemen temporarily stationed in Idaho. PERSONAL DATA

.is collected by the presentence investigator in the process of
.gathering subject information but, in 1973, only 46 percent of the
.convicted DWIs received a presentence investigation and, of those,
.only approximately 90 percent required an in-depth investigation.
Therefore, presentence investigation data that is presented cannot

be represented as a percentage of the sample group, but as a percent-
age of the number in the sample group which had presentence investiga-
tions done on’them. For example, the RACIAL CHARACTERISTICS for the
profile of drivers arrested and referred to the combined treatment
modalities of Court Alcohol School and the Driver Improvement Counsel-
ing Program are presented below.

Race Percent
White 160 88.3
Black : 1 .5
American Indian 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 Tepresents
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 Teported
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EXHIBIT 5.0-1

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

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

Estimated Drinker Classification

ASAP Evaluation Information System
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5.0 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 recported
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. In addition, the number of subjects having only one BAC
record, the number of subjects having two BAC records, thrce 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 S .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 defendant contact interview., Although every presentence investiga-
tion is supposed to include the test, use varies widely according to
the habits of the individual presentence investigators. In a sample of
300 presentence investigations, an ALCADD score greater than 00 was
reported in 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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5.0 PRUFILE DEVELOPMENT METHODOLOGY (Continued)

Another consideration is that there is a high probability that even
an occasional drinker will answer yes to at least one qucstion, 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 cach 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-Preblem 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 follow1ng criteria in
identifying problem drinkers.

1. PsT' ‘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

S. 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 dr1v1ng) 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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5.0 PROFILE DEVELOPMENT METHODOLOGY (Continued)

The average number of DWIs is calculated by adding the total of all

DWIs 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
S+ Misdemeanors 24 28.5

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

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

Type 1 DWI arrest

Type 2 DWI arrest or crash

.Type 3 DWI arrest, crash, or A/R violation
s

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

Average days to recidivism are calculated for 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 time re-
cidivists for each of the three classes of recidivists.
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6.0 PROFILE ANALYSIS OF TREATMENT GROUPS

In order to determine if there is a significant difference in socio-economic
factors of persons that are referred to rehabilitation, profiles were created
using the methodology described in Section 5.0 for the following groups.

Not Referred to Treatment
CAS

DICP

CAS and DICP

These profiles were compared using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov technique described
in Section 7.3 for the following categories.

BAC Distributions
Employment Status
Marital Status
Income

Age Distribution
Education

We noted no significant variations in the soci-economic factors of those not
referred to some treatment modality. This was surprising because the treatment
groups had a significantly higher representation of problem drinkers as reported
in Section 3.03 of this study.
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EXHIBIT ¢_0-1
BAC DISTRIBUTIONS

9

No Treatment CAS DICP CAS § DICP
Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum %
N 270 382 431 424
Negative . 5 .018 .018 11 .028 .028 7 .016 .016 6 .014 ,014
.01 - .04 3 .011 029 1 .002 .030 3 .006 .022 S .011 ,025
.05 - ,09 31 .114 .143 38 .099 129 . 31. .071 .093 34 .080 105
.10 - .14 85 .314 .457 127 .332 .461 125 .290 .383 150 .353 458
.15 - .19 ' 85 .314 771 135 .353 .814 153 .354 .737 123 .290 748
.20 - .24 41 151 921 56 .146 .960 72 .167 .904 66 .155  ,903
.25 + 20 .074 .995 14 .036 .999 40 .092 .996 - 40 .094 997
KS Values P £.05
No Treatment vs CAS . 108
No Treatment vs DICP . 106
No Treatment vs CAS § DICP . 106
CAS vs DICP ’ .106
CAS vs CAS § DICP .096

DICP vs CAS § DICP ’ .093
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EXHIBIT ¢, 0-2
EMPLOYMENT STATUS

No Treatment CAS DICP CAS & DICP
Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum %
N 126 426 343 392
Full Time 88 .698 318 .746 - 229 .667 304 .775
Part Time 8 .063 26 .061 18 .052 16 .040
Not Employed 21 . 166 44 .103 64 . . 186 42 .107
Housewi fe 3 .023 10 .023 4 011 7 .017
Students 3 .023 18 .042 13 .037 10 .025
Retired 3 .023 10 .023 15 .043 13 .033
KS Values P {,.05
No Treatment vs CAS .138
No Treatment vs DICP .142
No Treatment vs CAS § DICP .140
CAS vs DICP .099
CAS vs CAS § DICP .095

DICP vs CAS § DICP
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EXHIBIT 6.0-3
MARITAL STATUS

134

No Treatment CAS DICP CAS § DICP
Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum %
N 126 422 340 395
Married 60 .476 185 .438 155 .455 207 .524
Single 39 .309 110 . 260 97 .285 91 .230
Divorced 15 .119 85 .201 60 .176 64 .162
Separated S .039 24 .056 19 .055 18 .045
Whdowed 7 . 055 16 .037 "7 .020 . 15 .037
Other 0 ———- . 2 .004 2 .005 0 ————
KS Values P < .05
No Treatment vs CAS .138
No Treatment vs DICP . 142
No Treatment vs CAS § DICP . 139
CAS vs DICP . ‘ .099
CAS vs CAS § DICP . 095

DICP vs CAS § DICP .101



EXHIBIT6.0-4

6V

INCOME
No Treatment CAS DICP ‘CAS § DICP
Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum %
N : 124 413 324 362
Less Than 4000 38 . 306 . 306 112 .271 .217 101 .311 .311 76 .209 209
4000 -~ 7999 41 .330 .636 168 .405 .676 123 .379 .690 171 .471 680
8000 - 11999 28 .225 .861 86 .207 .883 69 .212 .902 79 217,897
12000 + 17 .236 .997 47 .111 .994 31 .094 . 996 36 .098 995
KS Values P« 05
No Treatment vs CAS .139
No Treatment vs DICP . 145
No Treatment vs CAS § DICP .141
CAS vs DICP .101
CAS vs CAS § DICP .098

DICP vs CAS § DICP .104
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EXHIBIT 6.0-5
AGE DISTRIBUTION
No Treatment CAS DICP CAS § DICP
Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum %
N 442 421 439 434
Less Than 19 47 .106 . 106 47 111 111 41 .093 .093 45 .103 ,103
20 - 24 73 . 165 .271 77 .182 .293 100 .227 .320 75 L1720 273
25 - 29 73 . 165 .436 60 .142 .435 57 .129 .449 66 L1552  .425
30 - 34 39 .088 .524 38 .090 .525 S0 .113 .562 51 .117 542
35 - 39 29 .065 .589 38 .090 .615 39 .088 .650 43 .099 641
40 - 44 43 .097 .686 46 .109 .724 21 .047 .697 44 .101 742
45 - 49 47 . 106 .792 42 .099 .823 38 .086 .783 40 .092 _834
50 - 59 60 .135 .927 53 .125 .948 64 . 145 .928 42 .096 ,930
60 + 31 .070 .997 20 .047 .995 29 .066 .998 28 .064 .094
KS Values - P & .05

No Treatment vs CAS .093

No Treatment vs DICP .092

No Treatment vs CAS § DICP .092

CAS vs DICP .093

CAS vs CAS § DICP .093

DICP § CAS & DICP .092



EXHIBIT 6.0-6

1S

EDUCATION
No Treatment CAS DICP TAS § DICP
Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum % Total % Cum %
N 124 425 339 380
Less Than 7 8 .070 .070 9 .047 .047 14 .066 .066 17 .064 .064
Less Than 10 20 .161 .231 75 .176 .223 76 224 .290 67 176,240
Less Than 12 32 . 257 .488 81 .189 .412 76 .223 .513 96 .251 .491
12 43 . 346 .834 167 .392 .804 124 .365 .878 136 | .357 .848
Less Than 16 13 .104 .938 70 .164 .968 41 . 120 .998 50 .130 .978
16 and Up 8 .064 1,002 23 .053 1.021 8 .022 1.020 14 .035 1,013
KS Values P < .05
No Treatment vs CAS .139
No Treatment vs DICP . 143
No Treatment vs CAS & DICP .141
CAS vs DICP .099
CAS vs CAS § DICP ' .096

DICP vs CAS § DICP .102




7.0 METHODOLOGY

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

7.1 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 set up the hypothesis that no true difference exists as between
the percentages cheating in the two groups and that, with respect to
cheating, both samples have been randomly drawn from the same pouplation.
A useful procedure in testing this null hypothesis is to consider 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 obtained from the equation:

p = NP1t NoPy

Ni+ N,

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 P1 and Py.

Dy = TP Py = Vere, + 75,

or

(SE of the difference between two uncorrelated percentages)

In the present example, P = 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

Opy_py = 452x$8[£§+§%]=¢%%

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

and dividing by 4.06 (CR= (Plv;' Pz; — 0 we get a CR of 2.17. Entering
(o] —
"1 2
the table of CR values presented in Exhibit 7.1-1, we find that our CR
exceeds 1.96 (.05 level) but does not reach 2.58 (.01 level).
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EXHIBIT 7.1-1

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 S5 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 Probability (P)
Fieedom 0.10 0.05 0.02 001
1 CR=634 CR=1271 CR=3182 CR=6366
2 292 430 6.96 992
3 235 3.18 454 534
4 213 278 3.75 460
s 202 257 338 -3
6 194 245 3.14 3.71
7 1.90 236 3.00 350
8 186 231 290 338
9 183 226 252 325
10 181 23 276 3.17
11 1380 220 272 an
12 1.78 218 268 3.06
13 .77 216 265 3.01
14 1.76 2.14 262 298
15 1.75 213 2.60 285
18 1.78 2132 258 292
17 1.4 2.11 257 290
18 1.73 210 258 288
19 1.73 2.09 254 236
20 1.72 2.09 253 254
21 1.72 2.08 252 243
2 1.72 207 251 252
23 1.71 207 250 2381
24 1.71 2.06 2.49 280
25 1.71 2.06 248 279
26 1.71 2.06 248 2.78
27 1.70 205 247 2.7
28 1.70 2.05 247 2.76
29 1.70 2.04 2.46 2.76
30 1.70 2.04 2.46 275
35 169 203 244 272
40 1.68 202 242 271
45 168 202 2.41 269
50 1.68 201 240 268
60 167 2.00 239 266
70 167 2.00 238 265
80 1.66 1.99 238 264
90 1.66 199 237 263
300 1.66 1.98 238 263
125 1566 198 238 262
150 1.68 198 235 261
200 1.65 1.97 23S 260
300 165 197 234 259
400 1.685 1.97 234 259
500 165 1.96 233 259
1000 165 196 233 258
© 1.65 196 233 258
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7.2 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 situatijons 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 (0p) WHEN MEANS ARE UNCORRELATED AND SAMPLES
ARE LARGE. , ‘

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

- [Th, o3
PEVN TN,

(standard error of the difference between uncorrelated meahs)

in which;

“ux1 = the SE of the mean of the §;st sample
92 = the SE of the mean of the second sample

@p = the SE of the difference between the two samp]
N, and N, = sizes of the two samples mpe meant

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 ]
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 = (7.81)'+ (11.56)3
83 9s

= VETATS

= 1148 (10 two decimals)
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7.2 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

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 enables us to measure it off along the base line of the sampling
distribution of differences. In the present problem, CR = 1.71/1.46

or 1.17. 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(op). 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 7.2-1, we can
determine that 38% X 2 or 76% of the cases in a normal distribution

fall between the mean and + 1.17a,; and .24% of the cases fall outside
these limits. This means that under the null hypothesis we can expect
CR's as large as or larger than + 1.17 to occur "by  chance' 24 times in
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 population.
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TABLE OF AREAS OF THE NORMAL CURVE

EXHIBIT 7.

2-1

R .00 .01 [ .02 .03 .04 .08 06 r—.or .08 .09
0.0 | .0000 [.0040 [ .0080] .0120] .0139 | .0199] .0239 | .0279] 0319 .0359
0.1 ] .0398 f.0438| 0478 .0517] 0557 .0596 | .0636 | 0675 | 0714 L0753
0.2 | .0793 |.o832 | .0871] .0910 | .094a| .0987 ) .1026 | .1064 ] .1103 L1141
0.3 1 1199 a1y ] cvass| L1293 ) L1331 La3es ] L1c06 | 1443 L1480 | .1527
0.4 1 1554 L1591 | L2628 ] 1664 .1700 | 1736 | . 1772 | . 1nos .1rse | L 1n79
0.5 1 .1918 |.1950] .2985 | 2019 | .2054 | . 2088 | 2123 ) .2157 ] . 2190 L2224
0.6 | .2257 |.2291 | .2324 | 2357 2389 | .2422 | . 2454 | . 2406 | (2518 L2549
0.7 1 .2580 |.2612] .2642] .2673] .2704 | .2734 | . 2764 . 2794 ] | 2823 L2882
0.8 | .2a81 1.2910.2939 | .2967 | . 2995 | .3023 | .3051 | . 3070 | . 3108 L3133
0.9 ] .3139 |.3186.3212 | .3238 | .3264 | .3289 | . 3315 | 3340 ] 3365 L1189
1.0 | L3418 |. 3438 ] 3461 ) .3¢ns | . 3508 ] . 3532 | . 3554 ] . 3577 L3599 | 2621
V.1 | 3643 }.3665 | .36a6 ) .3708 ) .3729 ] .3749 | .3770 | 3750 | _3m10 .3n30
.21 .3n49 [ 3869 | L3888 ] 3907 .3928 | .394¢ | .3962] . 39m0 ] 3997 L4018
1.3 | 4032 | <049 | .4066] .4082] . 4099 ] .an15 | . 131 4147 | 162 L4177
L4} 4192 4207 | 4222 ) (4236 | 4251 | .4265 | 4279 | _a292 | . 4306 L4319
1.8 L4332 1.a3¢S | 4387 | 4370 . 43a2] . 439¢ L4406 | L 441R ] L4430 ] . ¢24)
1.6 1 . 4452 {4463 | 4474 | . 4ans | . aa9s | . as0s | 4515 | . as2s | as3s L4548
1.7 L4554 1.4564 | . 4573 L4582 ] . 4591 ] . 4599 | . 4808 L4616 | L4625 ) . 4633
1.8 L4641 ].4649 | . 4656 ] . 4664 ] . 4671 4678 | .46R6 | . 4693 | . 4699 ] . 4706
Lot a3 1am9o] . e126 | 4732 ) 4738 .av4a | .a150] . a786 | Car62] . <167
2.0 1 .4773 L4778 | 4783 ) 4788 | . 4793 | .«798 | .ano3 [ . «008 | .c012] .<n17
1] . an21 1oan26 | «a30 ) Lana ] an38 | a8z | . cae6 ] .caso | qnsa| a8y
2.2 <4861 |.4R6S | .4n6B | . 4RT71 CARTS | L4RTR | . 4RAY | . 4BRG .4RB7 | .48%0
2.3 .4R93 1.4R96 | . 4898 | . 4901 .4904 | . 4906 | . 4909 | . 4911 ] . 4913 . 4916
24 4910 L4920 | . 4922 L4928 | 4927 | . 4929 | 4931 | 4532 | . «93¢] (4936
2.8 L4938 1.4940 | . 4941 | . 494) L4945 | L4946 | L4948 | . 4949 L4951 | L4952
1.6 1 . 4953 1. 4955 | 4956 | 4957 | . 4959 | . 4960 | . 4961 | .4962 | . 4963 ] . 4964
2.7 | L4965 |.4966 | .4967 | . 4968 | .4969 | . 4970 | 4971 | 4972 | _a973 L4974
2.8 1 L4974 14975 | 4976 [ . 4977 | L4977 . 978 [ . 4979 | . 49n0 | . 4980 L4981
2.9 | 4901 14982 | -49n3 [ 4983 | .45h4 | .49R4 | . «5nS | <988 | . ¢sm6 L4986
3.0 | .49865(.4987 [ . 4987 | . 4980 | . 4988 | 4989 | . 4989 | .4989 | . <990 | 4990
3.1 1 .499031.4991 | . 4991 | . 4991 [ 4992 | 4992 | .4992 4992 ] 4993 . 4993
3.2} L4991 :
3.3 | 49952
3.4 ] .49966
3.8 | .49977
3.6 | .49984
3.7 ] 49989
3.8 | . 49993
3.9 | .49995
4.0 | . 49997
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7.3 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):

D, = max |F(x) - Fow)].
(To be mathematically accurate, the word "'sup"--for supremum or least
upper bound--should be used in place of "max," but it is not assumed
that the reader is aware of this fine point.) The distribution of the
random variable D_, which is indeed a statistic and varies from sample
to sample, has been computed under the assumption that the null hypo-
thesis holds. The results are given in Exhibit .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 Fo(X)
is, so the same table can be used in all such problems. For large
values of n there are given asymptotic formulas.

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

In an analysis‘of income 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 S5.4 7 40.4 15.0 N.S
6000-7999 22 78.8 11 61.6 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 mn
where: .
m = number in sample 1
n = number in sample 2
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7.3 KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST FOR GOODNESS OF FIT (Continued)

In this case we have

1.36 3838~ 2%

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 7.1) shows a 51gn1f1cant difference between these
samples. Using the formula:

= 1 1
cD"s ‘/PQ(E+F)

1 2
where:
p = P1N1 . PNy
N1 + N2
Q=1-P
We have
p=T4+32 | 45
146
Q = .274

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

CR = Pl - Pz -0
o%
CR = .788 - .616 _
— 77 "~ %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=.0S5,
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 7.3-1

ACCEPTANCE LIMITS FOR THE KOLMOGOROV-SMIRNOV TEST OF
GOODNESS OF FIT

Sample size Significance level
(n) 1 .20 .15 .10 .0$ o1
1 900  .925 950 975  .995
2 684 726 776 842  .929
3 .56 .597 642 708 .829
4 494 525 .564 624 734
s 446 474 510 .563 .669
6 410 .436  .470 521 618
7 .38) .405 438 486 577
8 .358 .381 .41 457 543
9 .339 .360 388 432 .514
10 322 342 © 368 .409  .486
1 307 326 352 .39 .468
12 .295 313 338 .37 .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
s .18 .19 .21 23 .27
40 21 ' .25
S0 19 .23
60 17 .21
70 .16 .19
80 , .15 .18
90 .4
100 24
Asymototic formuta:| 1:27 1.14 1.22 1.36 1.63
ymp va » ~a Va a

Reject the hypotherical distribution F(s) If Da = max |Fal{x) = F(s)] excecds the 1abulated

valua,
(For a = .01 and .03, ssympiotic formulas give values which are 100 high—by 1.5 percent

for s - 80)
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7.4 "t" TEST OF SIGNIFICANCE BETWEEN TWO SAMPLE MEANS (PAIRED VARIATES)

For purposes of analysis of pre- and post-test scores, the "t" test for
significance between two sample means is appropriate. In this case, a
paired variant formula is used where t is calculated as follows:

d
{ = ————— with N — 1 degrees of {reedom
’Z(d" —ay
VNN =)
whered = 2, — 2,
' d, = zy — 2

dy = )3 — zps elen
N = sample size

The calculated "t'" value is then compared to values obtained from a "t"
Table similar to the table presented in Exhibit 7.4-1.
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EXHIBIT 7.4-1 .
TABLE FOR 't' TEST OF SIGNIFICANCE BETWEEN TWO SAMPLE MEANS

19

Degrees of | 4p.g9 .8 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.02 0.0l
Freedom

1 0.158  0.325 0.510 0.727 1.000 1.376 1.963 3.078 6.314 12.706 31.821 63.657
2 0.142  0.289 0.445 0.617 0.816 1.061 1.386 1.886 2.920 4.303  6.965 .9.925
3 0.137 ~ 0.277 0.424 0.584 0.765 0.978 1.250 1.638 2.353  3.182  4.541 5.841
4 0.134  0.271 0.414 0.569 0.741 0.941 1.190 1.533 2.132  2.776  3.747 4.604
5 0.132  0.267 0.408 0.559 0.727 0.920 1.156 1.476 2.015  2.571  3.365 4.032
6 0.131  0.265 0.404 0.553 0.718 0.906 1.134 1.440 1.943  2.447  3.143  3.707
7 0.130  0.263 0.402 0.549 0.711 0.896 1.119 1.415 1.895  2.365 2.998 3.499
8 0.130  0.262 0.399 0.546 0.706 0.889 1.108 1.397 1.860  2.306  2.896 3.355
9 0.129  0.261 0.398 0.543 0.703 0.883 1.100 1.383 1.833  2.262  2.821 3.250
10 0.129  0.260 0.397 0.542 0.700 0.879 1.093 1.372° 1.812  2.228  2.764 3.169
11 ° 0.129  0.260 0.396 0.540 0.697 0.876 1.088 1.363 1.796  2.201  2.718 3.106
12 0.128  0.259 0.395 0.539 0.695 0.873 1.083 1.356 1.782  2.179  2.681 3.055
13 0.128  0.259 0.394 0.538 0.694 0.870 1.079 1.350 1.771  2.160  2.650 3.012
14 0.128  0.258 0.393 0.537 0.692 0.868 1.076 1.345 1.761  2.145  2.624 2.977
15 0.128  0.258 0.393 0.536 0.691 0.866 1.074 1.341 1.753  2.131  2.602 2.947
16 0.128  0.258 0.392 0.535 0.690 0.865 1.071 1.337 1.746  2.120  2.583 2.921
17 0.128  0.257 0.392 0.534 0.689 0.863 1.069 1.333. 1.740  2.110  2.567 2.898
18 0.127  0.257 0.392 0.534 0.688 0.862 1.067 1.330 1.734  2.101  2.552 2.878
19 0.127  0.257 0.391 0.533 0.688 0.861 1.066 1.328 1.729  2.093  2.539 2.861
20 0.127  0.257 0.391 0.533 0.687 0.860 1.064 1.325 1.725  2.086  2.528 2.845
21 0.127  0.257 0.391 0.532 0.686 0.859 1.063 1.323 1.721  2.080 2.518 2.831
22 0.127  0.256 0.390 0.532 0.686 0.858 1.061 1.321 1.717  2.074  2.508 2.819
23 0.127  0.256 0.390 0.532 0.685 0.858 1.060 1.319 1.714  2.069  2.500 2.807
24 0.127 0.256 0.390 0.531 0.685 0.857 1.059 1.318 1.711  2.064  2.492 2.797
25 0.127  0.256 0.390 0.531 0.684° 0.856 1.058 1.316 1.708  2.060  2.485 2.787
26 0.127  0.256 0.390 0.531 0.684 0.856 1.058 1.315 1.706  2.056  2.479 2.779
27 0.127 0.256 0.389 0.531 0.684 0.855 1.057 1.314 1.703  2.052  2.473 2.771
28 0.127  0.256 0.389 0.530 0.683 0.855 1.056 1.313 1.701  2.048  2.467 2.763
29 0.127  0.256 0.389 0.530 0.683 0.854 1.055 1.311 1.699  2.045  2.462 2.756
30 0.127  0.256 0.389 0.530 0.683 0.854 1.055 1.310 1.697  2.042  2.457 2.750
® 0.12566 0.25335 0.38532 0.52440 0.67449 0.84162 1.03643 1.28155 1.64485 1.95996 2.32634 2.57582

* P is the probability of having t this large or larger in size by chance.




8.0 SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
Detailed profiles of various treatment and no treatment groups, as well

as recidivists and non-recidivists are presented in this section for
those readers desiring more detailed information.
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EXHIBIT 8.0-1

IDAHO ALCOHCL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 NOT REFERRED

SAMPLE SIZE : 500
SEX N=( 356)
MALES 333 G2.77%
FEMALES 26 7.2¢%
HE IGHT N=( 342)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 68.9
WE IGHT N=( 342)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 162.7
AGE N={ 442)
AVERAGE AGE 36.C
AGE 19 NR LESS 47 10.67
AGE 20 - 24 73 16.5%
AGE 25 - 29 73 l€.57
AGE 30 - 34 39 8.82
AGE 35 - 39 29 6.5%
AGE 40 - 44 43 9.7%
AGE 45 - 49 47 10.67
AGE 50 - 59 60 13.52
AGE 60 4aND nDver 31 : 7.012
RACE : N={ 125)
WHITE 107 85.59
BL ACK 0] 0.02
AMERICAN INDIAN 13 10.4%2
MEXICAN 5 4.02
ORIENTAL 0 0.07
LATIN 0] 0.0%
CTHER RACFS 0] 0.0%2
EMPLOYMENT STATUS N=( 126)
FULL-TIVE . 88 69.8%
PART -TIME 8 6.3%
NOT EMPLCYZED 21 l6.6%
HOUSEWIER 3 2.3%
STUDENTS 3 2.32
RETIRED 3 2.3%
CCCUPATINN TYPZ N=( 124)
UNEMPLIYED 18 14.5%
PRCE / TFCH 12 9.6%
CLFRICAIL / SALES 7 5.6%
SEQVICES 12 9.6%
AGRICULTUFRE 12 S.6%
PRCCESSING ’ 13 10.42
MACHINE TRADES 2 l.6%
FABPICATION / FEPAIR 12 9.6%
STRUCTUR AL () 4.8
NTHE® 30 24.17
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EXHIBIT 8.0-1 (Continued)

YEARS IN IDAHO N={

AVERAGF YEARS IN [DA

U & WA -

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND NvER

REHABILITATION DATA N=(

CAULRT ALCUHGL

MARITAL STATUS

OEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

ATTENDE"N DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOCL

SCHOGL DATA N=(
NEGATIVF [MPROVEMENT
IERO IMPKOVEMENT
IMPROVE4ENT 1-4
5-9

10-14

15-19

20-p

MARRIED
SINGLE
DIVORCEN
Wl COWED
SEPERATZD
CTHER

-
OVONOVHPWNF-O

11+

PRCTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MORMCN
CTHER

64

19.

m

NN~
-

126)
60
39
15

93)
30
24
10

15

0O O re N g g

87)
34
17

14
22

9.3%
6.92
2.3%
6.92
l.1%
8.1%
6.9%
20.92
37.2%

10.2%
16.22
15.6%

2.52
0.02
34.6%2
34,62
20.5%
3.82
3.82

“7.62
30.9%2
l11.9?
5.5%
3.9%
0.02

32.2¢%
25 .8%
10.7%
8.6%
16.12
1.02
l.0%
2.12
1.0:
0.02
0.0%
1.02

39.02
19.52

0.0%2
16.0%
25.2¢2



YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATION

INCOME

3AC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 8.0-1 (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
17 AND uP

LESS THAN $4000
40C0-5G59
6000-7999
8000-9999

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

AVERAGE PNSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIvVE
001 - «04
.05 - <09
.10 - ol
el5 - «19
.20 - .24
«25 ¢+
ONCE
TWICE

3 OR MOFE

65

N=A(

N={

N={

£&H

NESENODWWD -~

—
N
[

—

124)
11.0

20
12
20

NN O

124)
38
20
21
18

()
S =W NO

270)
«1542
«157%

31
85
85
41
20

500)
17

17.37
10.8%
6.5%
6.5%
16.52
4.3%
8.61
26.0%

7T.02
16.12
9.62
16,172
34,62
4,82
4.0%
1.6%
4.R%
1.6%2

30.6%
16.1%
16.92
14.5%
8.0%
5.6%
2.47
1.67
0.82
3.27

1.8%
l1.1%
11.4%
3l.47
31 .42
15.1%
Teb?

3.43
0.0%
0.07




EXHIBIT 8.0-1 (Continued)

OIAGNCSTIC TEST SCCRES N=( 76)
AVERAGE ALCACD 13.0
1-11 42
12-19 19
20~29 12
30-39 2
40-49 1
50-uP 0
DRINKER CLASS CATA N=( 120)
PRCBLEM S4
NON=-PRCBLEM Sé
UNDEFINED 10
EST. PROAR, DRINKERS 107
VIOLATIONS CN ADS N=( 500)
1 OwWI 332
2 OWI ‘ 110
3 oWl 38
4 DWl 10
5+ DWI 9
AVERAGEZE NC OWIS le51
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATICNS 151
3-4 43
5-6 21
7-8 10
7 ue : 3
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL l.13
1 ACCIDENT a2
2 ACCIDENTS 25
3 ACCIDENTS 9
4 CR MQRE 0
AVER NO ACCICENTS «31
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATICN CATA N=( 33)
1-2 MISDEMEANDRS l4
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 12
5+« MISDEMEANGRS ) 7
AVG N0, MISDEMEANGORS 3.33
1-2 FELONIES 1
3-4 FEL'INIES 0
5+ FELONIES 0
AVG NO FELONIES .03
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 7
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANQORS 7
5¢ A/R MISDEMEANCKS 1
AVG NN A/R MISDEMEANORS 1.18
1-2 A/R FELONIES 0
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5¢# A/R FELONIES 0
AVG ND A/R FELONIES «00

66

55.27
25.0%
15.72
2.6%
1.37
0.0%

45.0%
46.6%
8.32
2l .4%

66.,4%
22.0%
7.6%
2.0%
1.82

30.2%
8.6%
4.27
2.07
0.6%

16.4%
5.0%
l1.8%
0.0%

42.4%
36.37
21.2%

3.0%
0.0%
0.0%

21.2%
21.2%
3.0%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%




AVG NAYS TC TYPE 1

[V R SR S

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2

VS W -

AVG CAYS TC TYPE 3

NN -

AS AP

_EXHIBIT 8,0-1 (Continued)

RECID
110
76
30
28
12

RECID
98
84
42
44
12

RECID
98
84
42
44
12

RECIDIVISM 8e

67

213
225
141
1C1

23

221
218
133
81
33

221
219
133
€l
33

324

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS




EXHIBIT 8.0-2

IDAHO ALCOHGL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 REFERREC

SAMPLE SIZE : 500
SeX N=( 421)
MALES 374 88.8%
FEMALES 47 11.12
HE IGHT : N=( 416)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 68.9
WE IGHT N=( 416)
AVERAGE WE IGHT 163.5
AGE N=( 428)
AVERAGE AGE 35.8
AGE 19 JR LESS 41 F.5%
AGE 20 - 24 68 15.8%2
AGE 25 - 29 72 16 .82
AGE 30 - 34 47 10.97
AGE 35 - 139 36 Bea?
AGE 40 - 44 38 8.87
AGE 45 - 49 43 10.0%
AGE 50 - 59 56 13.07
AGE 60 ANC OVER 27 €.32
RACE N={ 419)
WHITE 366 87.3%
BLACK 0] 0.0%
AMERICAN [NDIAN 27 .47
MEXTCAN 23 S.4%
CRIENT AL 1 0.2%
LATIN 0 0.0%
CTHER RACES 2 O.4%
EMPLCYMENT STATUS N=( 420)
FULL-TIVE _ 305 72.6%
PART -T [ME 24 5.7%2
NOT EMPLOYED 52 12.32
HOUSEWICE 6 l.42
STUDENTS 15 3.5%
RETIRED 18 4.2%
CCCUPATION TYPE N=( 414)
UNEMPLOYED 49 11.8%3
PROF / TECH : 34 8.2%
CLERICAL / SALES 19 452
SERVICES 47 11.32
AGRICULTURE 31 7.4%
PRCCESSING 43 10.3%
MACHINE TR ADES 25 6.02
FARRICATION / REPAIR 32 T.7%2
STRUCTUR AL 18 4.32
JTHZER 116 28.07

AR

A —— —



— 1 w3 /Ty

YEARS IN IDAHO

REHARILITATION

COLRT ALCOHGL

MARITAL STATUS

DE PENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-2 (Continued)

N=( 262)

AVERAGE YEARS [N [DA 21.4
1 22
2 10
3 7
4 6
5 8
6-10 37
l11-15 21
16-20 34
21 AND OVER 147
DAT A N=( 500)
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 68
ATTENDED DICP 120
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOCL 212
SCHOGL DATA N=( 212)
NEGATIVc IMPROVEMENT 5
ZERQ IMPROVEMENT 0
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 60
5-9 95

10-14 41

15-19 3

20-UP 8

N={ 420)

MARRIED 189
SINGLE 98
DIVORCED 86
WIDNWED 14
SEPERATFED 30
CTHER 3
N=( 314}

0 99

1 67

2 46

3 39

4 217

5 18

6 6

7 S

8 6

9 1
10 0
11+ 0
N=( 297)

PROTESTANT 100
CATHOLIC 60
JEWISH 0
MORMCN 51
DTHER 86

69

7.52
3.4%
2.3%
2.0%
2.7%
12.6%
T.1%
11.6Z
50.3%2

13.6%
24.0%
42 .4%

2.3%
0.0%
28.3%
44,87
19.3%
1.4%
3.7%

45,0%
23.32
20.4%
3,37
T.17
0.7%

31.52
21.37
14.62

12,42 -

8.52%
5.7%
1.9%
1.5¢%
1.92
0.37
0.0%
0.0%

33.62
20.27

0.0%
17.12

28.9%



YEARS MARRIED

EXHIBIT 8.0-2 (Continued)

AVERAGE
1
2
3
4
5-10
11-15
16-20
20+
EDUCATICN
AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
L4
15
16
17 AND UP
INCOME
LESS THAN $4000
4000-5995
6000-~7999
8200-9999
10000-11999
12000-13999
14000~15999
16300-17999
18000-19999
20000~-uP
RAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC
NEGATIVE
col - 04
005 - .09
10 - i
015 - .lq
«20 = 24
«25 ¢+
REFUSED TEST
ONCE
TWICE
3 0OR MDPRE

70

N={ 164)
12.0

23

l4

9

10

36

19

14

39

N=( 418)
11.2
la
81
46
33
157
27
24
14
L5

7

N=( 410)
2131

89

81

46

36

14

10

N=( 399)
« 1532
«157%

11

35
131
134

60

24

N={ 500)
30

14.0%
8.57
5.4%
6.0’

21.9%

l11.5%
8.5%

23.72

6.,3%
19.3%
11.0%

7.8%
37.5%2

6.4%

5.7%

3.32

3.52

l.6%

31.92
19.5%
19.7%
11.2%
8.77
3.4%
2.42
0.72
Q.42
1.72

2.7
1.0%
8.7%
32.83
33.5¢%
15.0%
6.0%

6.02
0.4%
0.02




_—

~ Y /Y

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 227)
AVERAGE ALCACD 11.7
1-11 134
12-19 67
20-29 20
30-39 4
20-49 2
50~-JP 0
NDRINKER CLASS DATA N=( 384)
PRGBLEM 165
NON=-PRCBLEM 183
UNDEFINSD 36
€ST. PRNOR, DRINKEKS 167
VIOLATICNS CN ADEB N=( 500)
: 1 OWI . 312
2 Dwl 116
3 Dwl 43
4 Dwl 12
5¢ DwWl 12
AVERAGE NO DWIS l1.56
1-2 NON A/R VIDLATIONS 175
3-4 57
5=6 26
7-8 11
9 y°p 4
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1.42
1 ACCICENT 118
2 ACCIDENTS 40
3 ACCIDENTS 18
4 CR MCRE 1
AVER NC ACCICENTS «51
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATICN DATA N={ 133}
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 67
3=-4 MISDEMEANORS 33
5+ MISDEME ANORS 33
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 4,00
1-2 FELONIES ' 4
3-4 FELONIES 1l
5+ FELONIES 2
AVG NN FELONIES o122
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANDRS 59
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANDRS 9
5+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 6
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1l.36
1-2 A/R FELONIES 1
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
S+ A/R FELCNIES 0
AVG NO A/R FELONIES <00

EXHIBIT 8.0-2 (Continued)

71

59.0%
29.5%
B.8%
1.72
0.8%2
0.0%

42.9%
4T.6%

5.32
33.47

62.4%
23.27
8.62
2.47
2.“:

35.02
l1.4%
5,22
2.2%
0.8%

23.6%2
8.0%
3.6%
0.27

50.3%
24.82
24. 8%

3.0%
0.7%
1.5%

44.32
6.7%
4.5%

0.7%
0.0%
0.0%



_EXHIBIT 8.0-2 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TQ TYPE 1 RECID

VIS W N

AVG DAYS TQ TYPE 2 RECID
§

o W N

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID
1

NS W

ASAP RECIDIVISM

72

116
86
36
40
10

102
82
69
52
20

102
82
69
52
20

86

281
213
123
117

S3

320
192
113
107

79

320
192
113
107

75

298

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
CAYS
DAYS

DAYS
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EXHIBIT 8.0-3

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 CAS

SAMPLE SIZE =

SE X
MALES
FEMALES

HE IGHT
AVERAGE HEIGHT

WE IGHT
AVERAGE WEIGHT

AGE ,

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

RACE
WHITE
BLACK
AMERICAN INDIAN
MEXICAN
ORIENTAL
LATIN
OTHER RACES

EMPLOYMENT STATUS
FULL-TIME
PART ~-T IME
NOT EMPLOYED
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRED

CCCUPATION TYPE
UNEMPLOYED
PROF / TECH
CLERICAL / SALES
SERVICES
AGRICULTURE
PROCESSING
MACHINE TRADES

FABRICATION / REPAIR

STRUCTURAL
OTHER

73

500

N=( 415)
354
61

Ns{ 415)
6849

N={ 415)
163.5

N=(  421)
35.0
47
77
60
38
38
46
42
53
20

N=( 424)
384

16
21

N=( 426)
318

26

44

10

18

10

N=( 421)
«7
38
42
45
27
41
17
21

122

85.3%
14.6%

11.1%
18.2%
14.2%
9.0%
9.0%
10.92
9.9%
12.5%

90.5%
0.22
3.72
4.9%
0.2%
0.0%
0.2%

T4.62
6.1%
10.3%
2.3%
4.2%
2.3%

11.1%
9.0%
9.92

10.6%
6.4%
9.7%
4.0%
4. 92
4.92

28.92



EXHIBIT 8.0-3 (Continued)

YEARS IN IDAHO
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA

NS WN -

6-10
11-15
16-20
21 AND OVER

REHABILITATION DATA
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVIN
ATTENDED DICP
ATTENDED COURT=SCHAO

COURT ALCOHOL SCHOOL DATA
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT
LERD IMPROVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4
5-9
10-14
15-19
20-UP

MARITAL STATUS
MARRIED
SINGLE
DIVORCED
WIDOWED
SEPERATED
CTHER

OE PENDENTS

O 0®®~NOWVMPWN~O

p—

RELIGICN
PROTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MORMON
OTHER

74

N={

N=(
G

L

N={

N=(

N={(

306)
21.4
16
12
8
10
12
34
20
45
149

500)
37
43

286

286)
4
0

70
142
56
8

6

422)

185

110
85
16
24

330)

120
67
55
30
28
16

O ey = L D

308)
i21
69

42
76

5.27
3.972
2.6%
3.2%
3.92
11.1%
6.52
14.7%
48.6%

T.6%F
8.6%
57.2%

1.3%
0.0%
24.4%
49.67
19.5%
2.7%
2.0%

43.3%
26.0%
20.1%
3.772
5¢6%
0.4%

36.3%
20.3%
16.6%
95.0%
8.42
4.9%
2 .4:
0.9%
0.3%
0.37
0.3%
0.0%

19.2%
22.47

0.0%
13.6,
24.6%




YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATION

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 8.0-3 (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
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 PQOSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVF
«01l - .04
«05 - ,09
.10 - ola
15 - ,19
020 - 24
«25 ¢
ONCE
TWICE

3 DR MQRE

75

N=( 173)
12.8

14

11

6

13

46

22

19

42

N=( 425)
ll.4
9

75
36
45
167
26
32
12
18

5

N=( 413)
112

90

78

46

40

20

11

N=( 382)
. 1492
e154%

11

38
127
135

56

14

N=( 500)
27

8.0%
6.37
3.4%
T.5%
26.52
12.7%
10.9%
24,27

L.72
17.6%
8.4%
10.5¢2
39.2¢%
6.1%
T.5¢%
2.8%
4.2%
1.1%

27.17
21.7%
18.87
11.1%
F.6%
4.8?
2.67
0.9%
0.%7%
1.92

2.8%
0.22
9.9%7
33.2%
35.3%
14.6%
3.62

5.4%
0.27
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-3 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 244)
AVERAGE ALCADD 9.4
1-11 177
12-19 53
20-29 12
30-39 2
40-49 ’ 0
50-UP 0
DR INKER CLASS DATA ‘ N=( 1379)
PROBLEM A 82
NON-PRC3ILEM 265
UNDEFINED 28
" EST. PRNOB. DRINKERS 93
VIOLATIONS CN ADB N={ $500)
1 DW! 368
2 OW! 89
3 OW! ' 28
4 DWI 6
S+ DWI 4
AVERAGE NO DOWIS l.35
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 159
3-4 50
5-6 . 22
7-8 4
9 uP 6
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL l1.21
1 ACCIDENT 124
2 ACCIDENTS 26
3 ACCIDENTS 15
4 OR MORE 3
AVER NO ACCIDENTS Y
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 130)
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 76
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 32
5¢ MISDEME ANORS : 22
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 2.78
1=-2 FELONIES 6
3-4 FELOANIES . 1
S+ FELONIES 1
AVG NO FELONIES .10
l=-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 38
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 4
S+ A/R MISDEMEANORS 2
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS .56
1-2 A/R FELONIES 1
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5+ A/R FELONIES 0
AVG NO A/R FELONIES .01
76

T72.5%
21.7%
4.9%
0.8%
0.0%
0.0%

21.8%
70.6%

Te4%
18.6%

73.6%
17.8%
5.62
1.2%
0.8%

31.8%
10.0%
4,42
0.8%
1.2%

24,.8%
5.2%
3.0%2
0.62

58.4%
24,63
16.92

4.6%
0.7%
0.7%

29.2¢2
3.0%2
1.5%

0.7%
0.0%
0.0%

|
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EXHIBIT 8,0-3 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID

Vit W N e

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID

WVt SN

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3 RECID

VLS BN -

ASAP RECIDIVISM

77

89
56
18

8
10

T4
68
39
16
10

74
68
39
16
10

67

324
176
116
197

87

274
180
8s
142
e

274
180
85

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
cCAYS
DAYS

DAYS

‘DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

142 DAYS

87

313

DAYS

DAYS



EXHIBIT 8.0-4

PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 DICP

SAMPLE SIZE :

SE X N=(
MALES
FEMALES
HE IGHT N=(
AVERAGE HEIGHT
WE IGHT N=(
AVERAGE. WE IGHT
AGE N=(
AVERAGE AGE
AGE 19 0OR LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
AGE 40 ~ 44
AGE 45 =- 49
AGE 50 - 59
AGE 60 AND QVER
RACE N=(
WHITE
BLACK
AMERICAN INDIAN
MEX I CAN
DR ISNT AL
LATIN
OTHER RACES
EMFLOYMENT STATUS N={
FULL-TIME :
PART ~TIME
NOT EMPLOYED
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRED
CCCUPATION TYPE N=(
UNEMPLAYED

PRCF / TECH

CLERICAL /7 SALES
SERVICES

AGRICULTURE
PRCCESSING

MACHINE TRADES
FABRICATION / REPAIR
STRUCTURAL

JTHER

78

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

500

429)

390
39

406)

69.1

406)

16l.6

439)

35.4

41
100
57
S0
39
21
38
64
29

340)
307

10
15

343)

229
18
)

13
15

339)
32
23
15
48
26

10
35
110

90.9%
9,02

9.3%2
22.72
12.97
11.3%

8.8%

4.7%

8.62
14.52

6.6%

90.2%
2.0%
2.9%
4,47
0.2%
0.0%
0.0%

66.7%
5.2%
18.6%
l.1%
3.7%
4.32

.62
6.7%
4.4%
i4.12
T.6%
9.7%
2.0%
2.9’
10.32
32.4%
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YEARS IN [0AHO

REHABILITATION

COURT ALCOHGCL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-4 (Continued

N={(
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA

Vi Wi -

6-10

11-15
16-20°

21 AND OVER

DAT A N={
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOCL

SCHOQL DATA N=A(
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT
LERC IMPPOVEMENT
IMPROVEMENT 1-4
5-9

10-14

15-19

20-UP

MARRIED
SINGLE
DIVCRCED
WIDAOWED
SEPERATED
CTHER

N={

~ O VO~NOCWVMPWN~O

—

N=(
PRCTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MORMON
OTHER

79

290)

23.3

13
4
15
9

6
23
18
43
159

500)
102
220
107

107)
2
0
41
47
11
2
4

340)

155
97
60

19

315)

116
71
41

32
11

OCOONWWM

306)
140
52

46
68

4.4%
1.3%
5.12
3.12
2.0%
T.9%
6.27
14.8%
54.8%

20.4%
44,07
21 .4%

1.8%
0.0%
38.32
43.9%
10.27
1.8%
3.77

45.5%
28.5%
17.6%
2.07
5.5%
0.5%2

36.3%2
22.27
12.82
11.9%
10.0%
3.47
1.5%
C.9%
0.6%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%

45.77
16.9%

0.0%2
15.0%
22,27



YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATINON

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE 34AC

EXHIBIT 8.0-4 (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
L7 ANG UP

LESS THAN $4000
4000-5999
6000-7999
3000-9999

10000-11999
12000-1399S
14000-15999
16000-17999
18000-19999
20090-uP

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
001 - N4
«05 - ,09
010 - ol"
-15 - olq
«20 - 24
«25 ¢+
CONCE
TWICE

3 OR MQRE

80

N=( 166)
12.8

21

‘20

6

7

33

25

17

37

N=( 339)
10.8
14
76
43
33
124
17
15

9

5

3

N=( 324)
101
48
15
43
26

—
oMMV

N={ 431)
« 163%
«166%

31
125
153

72

40

N={ 500)
33

12.6%
12.0%

3.6%

4.2
19.8%2
15.0%
10.2%
22.2%

6.6%
22.4%
12.6%

9.7%
36.5%

5.0%

4.4%

2.6%

1.42

0.82

3l.1%
14.82
23.1%
13.22
8.02
4 .9%
1.5%
0.6%
0.07
2.47%

1.67%
0062
T.12
29.0%
35.42
16,72
9.2%

6.6%
0.6%
0.0%

‘ .
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EXHIBIT 8.0-4 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 208)

AVERAGE ALCADD 11.4
1-11 123
12-19 s8
20-29 20
30-39 6
40-49 1
50-1)P 0
ORINKER CLASS DATA N=(  239)
PROBLEM 144
NON-PRCSLEM 145
UNDEFINED 50
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 181
VIOLATICNS GN ADB , N=( 500)
1 Owl 288
2 DwlI 124
3 DWI 64
4 DWl 14
S+ Owl 9
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.66
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 161
3-4 61
5-6 24
7-8 11
9 up 5
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1.39
1 ACCIDENT 112
2 ACCIDENTS 45
3 ACCIDENTS 11
4 CR MQORE 2
AVER NO ACCICENTS 48
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 103)
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 52
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 21
5+ MISDFME ANORS 30
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 3.57
1-2 FELONIES 4
3-4 FELONIES 0
5+ FELONIES 0
AVG NO FELONIES 04
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 40
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 9
5¢ A/R MISDEMEANORS 5
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1.06
1-2 A/R FELONIES 1
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5¢ A/R FELONIES 0
AVG NO A/R FELONIES .00

81

59.1%
27.8%2
9.6:
2.8%
Qet?
0.0%2

42.47
42.7%
14 .7:
36.2%

57.6%
24.82
12.8%
2.8%
1.8%

32.2%
12.2%
4.8%
242%
1.0%

22.4%
9.0%2
2.22
.42

50.4%
20.3%
29.1%

3.8%2
0.07
0.0%

38.8%
8.7%
4.8%

0.9%
0.0%
0.0%



AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1

NS WN -

AVvG DAYS TQ TYPE 2

NS WN -

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 3
1
2
3
4
5

AS AP

EXHIBIT 8.0-4 (Continued)

RECID
124
128
42
28
10

RECIC
109
136
57
44
20

RECID
109
136
57

44

20

RECIDIVISM a8

82

255
225
134

63

285
211
129

65

-

285
211
129
65
52

270

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS




pu——.. 4

/‘4444*

SEX

HE IGHT

WE IGHT

AGE

RACE

EXHIBIT 8.0-5
IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION

PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 COC
SAMPLE SIZE :

MALES
FEMALZES

AVERAGE HKHEIGHT
AVERAGE WEIGHT

AVERAGE AGE

AGE 19 "R LESS
AGE 20 - 24

AGE 25 - 29

AGE 30 - 3¢

AGE 35 - 39

AGE 40 - 44

AGE 45 - 49

AGE 50 -~ 59

AGE 60 AND OVER

WHITE

BLACK

AMERICAN [NDIAMN
MEXTICAN
ORIENTAL

LATIN

OTHER RACES

EMPLOYMENT STATUS

FULL-TIME
PART-TIME
NOT EMPLOYED
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRED

CCCUPATION TYPE

UNEMPLCYED
PROF / TECH

CLERICAL / SALES

SERVICES
AGPRICULTURE
PROCESSING
MACHINE TRADES

FABRICATION / REPAIR

STRUCTURAL
OTHER

83

167

N=( 131)
113
18

N=( 132)
68.5

N=( 132)
159.1

N=( 132)
34.0

16

22

27

11

15

13

11

N=( 145)
129

—
~Or=NN O

N=( 146)
100

16

13

N=( 145)
17

10
14

15
57

PROJECT

86.2%
13.7%

12.1%
16.67
20.4%
8.3%
11.3%2
9.8%
6.8%
6.oz
8.3%

88.9%
0.0%
l.3%
B.2%
0.62
0.0%
0.6%

68.4%
6.12
10.9%
2.0%
8.9%
J.o%

6.27
11.72
6.8%2
9.6%
4.8%
3.4%
4.12
10.32
3.4%2
39,32



YEARS IN [DAHQO

REHABILITATION

CJURT ALCOHOL

MARITAL STATHS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8,0-5 (Continued)

N={
AVERAGE YEARS [IN [DA

NI W N

6-10
11-15
16-20
21 AND CVER

DATA N=(
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOCL

SCHJOL DATA N={
NEGATIVE [MPROVEMENT
LERD IMPSOVEMENT
[MFROVEMENT 1-4
5-9
10~14
15~-19
20~-UP

N={(
MARRIED
SINGLE
DIVORCED
Wl OOWED
SEPERATED
CTHER

~ O VE~NCTWVMESEWNEFO

——
*

N=(
PROTESTANT
CATHOL IC
JEWISH
MORMCN
GTHER

84

51)

19.5

NO=UBI—~WwWriN O

N -

—
OO r~rNOO &

146)

45

20

53)

— N
= OO, = O Wre o NW P

48)
24
11

11.7%
3.9%
1.9%
5.8%
l1.9%
9.82
l.9%

19.6%

43.12

29.9%
30.52
8.3%

0.0%
0.0%2
14.27%
78.5%
7.17
0.0%
0.02

49.3%
30.8%
13.6%
1.3%
4.7%
0.02

45,22
264,52
9.4%
7.5%
1.8%
5.6%
0.07
1.8%
1.8%
0.0%
0.0%
1.8%

50,02
22.9%
0.02
8.3%
18.7%




YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATICN

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

AVERAGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
I11-15
16-20

20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
1-9
10
11
12
13
l4
15
16
17 AND uP

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

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

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
01l - 04
005 - +09
10 - 14
el5 - .19
020 - 24
25 +
ONCE
TWICE

3 CR MORE

85

EXHIBIT 8.0-5 (Continued)

-

NENOVDO= W OW

N=( 14T7)
11.5

22
13
18
54

© 10

N=( 144)
45
37
25
20

—
NN O =N O

N=( 138)
+«+161%
» 166%

8.6%2
13.0%
4.37
0.0%
39.1%
B.67
17.37
B.6%

8.37
14.92
8.8%
12.2%2
36.77%
6.1%
6.87
2.7%
6.12
l.3%2

31.27%
25.6%
17.3%2
13.82
6.9%
l.3%
0.62
0.0%
1.3%2
1.3%

2.8%
0.72
10.8%
21.0%
3B8.47
20.22
5.7%

T.1%
l.17
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-5 (Continued)

DIAGNQSTIC TEST SCORES N= 1 68)
‘ AVERAGE ALCADD 10.5
1-11 50
12-19 11
20-29 3
30-39 1
40-49 2
50-uP 1
DRINKER CLASS DATA N={ 120)
PRCBLEM 35
NON=PRCOBLEM 8l
UNCEFINED 4
EST. PR(IP. DRINKERS ST
VIOLATIONS ON ADSB N={ 167)
1 OWI 101
2 OWI 38
3 DWWl ‘ 18
4 DWl T
5+ DWI 2
AVERAGE NO DWIS l.62
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 53
3-4 20
5-6 12
7-8 2
9 uyp 1
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL l.34
1 ACCIDENT 49
2 ACCIOENTS 10
3 ACCIDENTS 1
4 CR MORE 2
AVER NO ACCICENTS 4?7
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATINN DATA N={ ST)
1-2 MISDEMEANGORS 32
3-4 MISDEMEANQRS 15
5S¢ MISDEMEANORS . 10
AVG NO. MISDEMEANGORS 2.98
1-2 FRELONIES 3
3-4 FELONIES 0
5¢ FELOMIES 2
AVG NO FELONIES 35
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS 25
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANQRS 2
5¢ A/R MISCEMEANORS l
AVG NO A/R MISOEMEANQORS 1.00
1-2 A/R FELONIES 2
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5+ A/R FELONIES 0
AVG NO A/R FELONIES «03
86

73.5%
16.1%
4.4%
le4?
2.92
l.4%

25.1%
67.52

3.3%
34.1%

60.4%
22.7%
10.7%
4,12
l.12

31.7%
11.9%
7.12
1.1%
0.5%

29.3%
5.92
0.5%
lel?®

56.1%
26432
17.5%

5.2%
0.0%2
3.5%

43.82
3.5%
1.7%

3.52
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-5 (Continued)
AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID

N $H WN -

AvG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID

N N

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID

m & WN -

ASAP RECIDIVISM

87

38
36
21

33
34
36

33
34
36

42

322
168
68
36
34

308
140
86
36
34

308
140
86
36
34

367

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS



EXHIBIT 8.0-6

IDAHO ALCOHMOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 CAS & DICP

SAMPLE SIZE : 500
SEX N=( 415)
MALES 373 89.8%
FEMALES 42 10.1%
HE IGHT N=( 416)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 69.3
WE IGHT N=( 416)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 166.3
AGE N=( 434)
AVERAGE AGE 35.1
AGE 19 OR LESS 45 10.3%
AGE 20 - 24 75 17.2%
AGE 25 - 29 66 15.2%
AGE 30 - 34 S1 11.72
AGE 35 - 39 43 9.9%
AGE 40 -~ 44 44 10.1%
AGE 45 - 49 40 9.22
AGE 50 - 59 42 9.62
AGE 60 AND OVER 28 6.42
RACE N=( 382)
WHITE 334 8T7T.4%
BLACK 3 0.7%
AMERICAN INDIAN 14 3.6%
ME XI CAN 28 7.3%
ORIENTAL 0 0.0%
LATIN 1 0.2%
OTHER RACES 2 0.5%
EMPLOYMENT STATUS N=( 392)
FULL-TIME . 304 77.5%
PART-TIME 16 4.0%
NOT EMPLOYED 42 10. 7%
HOUSEWIFE 7 l1.7%
STUDENTS 10 2.5%
RETIRED 13 3.3%
OCCUPATION TYPE N=( - 380)
UNEMPLOYED 27 T.1l2
PROF / TECH 30 7.8%
CLERICAL / SALES 20 5.22
SERVICES 40 10.5%
AGRICULTURE 37 9.7%
PROCESSING 29 T.6%
MACHINE TRADES l4 3.6%
FABRICATION / REPAIR 12 3.12
STRUCTURAL 34 8.9%2
OTHER 137 36.0%

88



YEARS IN IDAHO

EXHIBIT 8.0-6 (Continued)

Na( 349)

AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 22.2

REHABILITATION DATA

COURT ALCOHOL

MARITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGION

1 23

2 19

3 8

4 11

5 7

6-10 35

11-15 23

16-20 43

21 AND OVER 180

N=( 500)

ATTENDED DEF, DRIVING T2

ATTENDED DICP 230

ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 301

SCHOOL DATA N=( 301)

NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 5

ZERQO IMPROVEMENT 0

IMPROVEMENT 1-4 104

5-9 136

10-14 44

15-19 2

20-UyP 10

N={ 395)

MARRIED 207

SINGLE 91

DIVORCED 64

WI DOWED 15

SEPERATED 18

OTHER 0

N=( 378)

0 85

1 90

2 66

3 . 52

4 42

5 19

6 6

7 9

8 5

9 0

10 2

11+ 2

N=( 363)

PROTESTANT 166

CATHOLIC 71

JEWISH 0

MORMON S3

CTHER 73
89

6.5%
5.4:
2.2%
3.1%
2.0%
10.0%
6.5%
12.3%
51.5%

14.4%
46,02
60.22

l.6%
0.0%
34.5%
45.1%
14.6%
0.6%
3.3%

52.42
23.0%
16.2%
3.7%
4.5%

22.42
23.8%
17.4%
13.7%
11.12
5.0%2
1.5%
2.3%
1.3%
0.0%
0.5%
0.5%

“5.7%
19.5%

0.0%
14.6%
20.1%



EXHIBIT 8.0-6 (Continued)

YEARS MARRIED

AVERAGE
1
2
3
4
5-10
11-15
16-20
20+
EDUCATION
AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND UP
INCOME
LESS THAN $4000
4000-5999
6000-7999
8000-9999
10000-11999
12000-13999
14000-15999
16000-17999
18000-19999
20000-UP
BAC DATA

AVERAGE BAC
AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

NEGATIVE
.ol - 04
«05 - .09
010 - Jl4
15 - .19
«20 - 2%
«25 +
REFUSED TEST
ONCE
TWICE
3 OR MNRE

90

N=( 213)

11.5
32
16
12

9
56
27
21
40

Ns( 380)
11.0
17
67
44
52
136
23
20

7

11

3

N=( 362)
76
76
95
53
26
14
11

0
4
7

N=( 424)
.158%
«160%

34
150
123

66

40

N=( 500)
23

15.0%
T.5%
5.6%
4.2%

26.27

12.6%
9.8%

18.7%

6.4%
17.6%
11.5%
13.6%
35.7%

6.0%

5.2%

1.8%

2.8%

0.7%

20.9%
20.9%
26.2%
14.6%
7.1%
3.8%
3.0%
0.0%
l1.1%2
l1.9%

l.4%
1.12
8.0%
35.3%
29.02
15.5%
9.4%

4.6%
0.42
0.0%

L-—-.——-'_



EXHIBIT 8.0-6 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES . N=( 281)
AVERAGE ALCADD 13.4
1-11 144
12-19 83
20-29 40
30-39 10
40-49 2
50-UP 2
DRINKER CLASS DATA N=( 391)
PROBLEM 153
NON=-PROBLEM 194
UNDEFINED 44
EST. PROB., DRINKERS 164
VIOLATIONS ON ADB N={ 500)
1 DWI 305
2 DWI 135
3 DWI 46
4 Dwl 9
5+ DWI 2
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.52
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 168
3-4 60
5=6 24
7-8 9
9 UpP 0
AVERAGE NON A/R VvIOL 1.24
1 ACCIDENT 113
2 ACCIDENTS 39
3 ACCIDENTS 9
4 OR MQORE 1
AVER NO ACCIDENTS o b4
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N={ 102)
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 57T
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 21
5+ MISOEMEANORS 24
AVG NO, MISDEMEANORS 3.18
1-2 FELONIES 2
3-4 FELONIES 0
5+ FELONIES 0
AVG NO FELONIES «02
1-2 A/R M]SDEMEANORS 59
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 6
5¢ A/R MISDEMEANQRS 3
AVG ND A/R MISDEMEANORS 1.16
1-2 A/R FELONIES 2
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5¢ A/R FELONIES 0
AVG NOD A/R FELONIES .02

91

51.2%
29.5%
14.2%
3.5%
C.7%
0.7%

39.1%
45.6%
11.2¥%
32.8%

61.0%

27.0%
9.2%2
1.8%
0.47

33.6%
12.0%
4.8%2
1.8%2
0.0%

22 .6%
7.8%
1.87
0.2%

55.8%
20.5%
23.5%

1.9%
0.0%
0.0%2

57.8%
5.8%
2.9%

1.92
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-6 (Continued)

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1 RECID
1
2
3

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID

VI & W iN e

ASAP RECIDIVISM

92

135
92
27

117
110
48
4
17

117
110
48
17

71

223
192
134

261
183
118
120

261
183
118
120

62

309

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS



EXHIBIT 8.0-7

IDAHO ALCCHOL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT
PROFILE ANALYSIS

1675 CAS & OCC

SAMPLE SIZE : 230
SEX N=( 200)
MALES 184 92.0%2
FEMALES 16 8.0%
HEIGHT N={ 200)
AVERAGE FKEIGHT 68.8
WE IGHT N=( 200)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 161.3
AGE N=( 200)
AVERAGE AGE 34.6
AGE 19 OR LESS 16 ’ 8.0%
AGE 20 -~ 24 42 21.02
AGE 25 - 29 32 16,02
AGE 30 =~ 34 25 12.5%
AGE 35 - 139 19 9.5%
AGE 40 - 44 16 8.0%
AGE 45 - 49 17 8.5%
AGE 50 - 59 19 9.5%
AGE 60 AND OVER l4 7.0%
RACE N=( 203)
WHITE ‘ 174 85.7%
BLACK 2 C.9%
AMERICAN INCIAN 9 4.4%
MEXICAN 18 8.8%7
CRIENTAL 0 0.02
LATIN 0 0.0%
CTHER RACES 0 C.0%
EMPFLCYMENT STATUS N=( 202)
FULL-TIME : 158 78.2%
PART =T [MF . 10 4.9%
NOT EMPLNOYED 20 9.9%
HOUSEWIFE 1 ' 0.4%
STUDENTS - 8 3.9%
RETIRED 5 2.4%
CCCUPATION TYPE N=( 202)
UNEMPLOYED 16 7.9%
PRCF / TECFKF 23 11.3%
CLERICAL / SALES 13 6.42
SERVICES 18 8.9%
AGRICULTURE : 15 T.4%
PROCESSING 22 10.82
MACHINE TRADES 13 6.4%
FABRICAT ION / REPAIR 16 7.92
STRUCTUR AL 13 6.4%
CTHER 53 26.2%

93



EXHIBIT 8.0-7 (Continued)

YEARS IN 10AHOD N=(
AVERAGE YEARS IN D2

N HWN -

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND QOVER

REHABILITATION DATA N={
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDED DICP
ATTENDEN CQUPT-SCHUCL

COURT ALCOHCL SCHOCL DATA N=d
NEGATIVE IMFROVEMENT
ZERQ IMPROVEMENT
IMFROVEMENT 1-4
5-9
10-14
15-19
20-UP

MARITAL STATUS N={
MARRIED
SINGLE
NIVORCED
Wl COWED
SEPERATED
CTHER

CEPENDENTS N={

~OWVO~NOCWMSLEWNS~O

- g

RELIGICN N=(
PRCTESTANT
CATHOLIC
JEWISH
MORMCN
CTHER

94

N
N
.

N
-

=~ ONWENOrFeN~®

W -

230)

92
148

148)
39
70
17
14

199)
S5

€5
27

66)

- N
OCOOoOONFNOMVM~NNO

3.4%
1.72
3.4%
1.72
5.1%
3.4%
27.5%
53.4%

30.8%
40,02
€4.37

3.3%
0.0%
26.3%
47.2%
11.42
2.0%
9.4%

47.7%
32.6%
13.5%
2.0%
3.0%
1.0%2

39.3%
18.1%
10.6%
7.52
5.0%
7.5%
3.0%
1.5%2
3.0%
0.0%
0.02
0.0%

22.0%
18.6%

0.0%
30.5%
28.82



YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATION

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 8.0-7 (Continued)

AVERAGE POSITIVE BRAC

REFUSED TEST

N=( 31)

AVERAGE 8.9
1 5

2 6

3 2

4 2
5-10 5
11-15 5
16-20 4
20+ 2
N=( 201)

AVERAGE YEARS 11.1
1-6 8
7-9 35
10 19

11 18

12 80

13 l4

14 13

15 8

16 5

17 AND UP 1
N={( 2C1)

LESS THAN $4000 55
4000-5999 %6
6000-7999 4l
8000-9999 26
10000~11999 20
12000-13999 7
14000-15999 2
16000-17999 1
18000-19999 1
20000-uP 2

N={ 216)

+150%

«153%

NEGATIVE 5
0l - .04 2
«05 - .09 16
010 - ol4 71
015 - 19 83
020 - .24 35
«25 ¢+ 4
N=( 230)

ONCE 7
TWICE 0
3 CR MOFE 0

95

16.1%
19.3%
€.4%
6 .4:
l16.1¥%
16.1%°
12.9%
6.4%

7.0%
17.4%
9.4%
39.8%
6.9%
6.4%
3.97
2442
0.4%

27.32
22.87
20.3%
12.9%
9.92
3.42
0.9%2
0.4%
0.4%
0.92

2.3%
C.9%
T.4%
32.8%
38.4%
16.27
1.8%

3.0%
0.0%
0.0%



DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 112)
-AVERAGE ALCACD 14.4
1-11 S1
12-19 34
20-29 19
30-39 : 5
40-49 2
50-UP 1
DRINKER CLASS DATA Na( 191)
PROBLEM 70
NON~PRCBLEM 109
UNDEFINED 12
EST. PROB. DRINKERS 82
VIOLATICNS CN ADB N=( 230)
1 OWl 127
2 DwWI 60
3 DwWl ' 32
4 DWl 7
5+ DWI 3
AVERAGE NO CwWIS 1.67
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATICNS 64
3-4 37
5-6 15
7-8 7
9 uUpP 5
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1.72
1 ACCIDENT 62
2 ACCICENTS 21
3 ACCIDENTS 9
4 CR MORE 5
AVER NQO ACCICENTS 67
CRIMIAAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 105)
1-2 MISDEMEANORS 38
3-4 MISDEMEANQORS 25
5+ MISDEMEANCRS : 42
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 4.63
1-2 FELONIES S
3-4 FELONIES 0
S+ FELONIES 1
AVG NO FELCNIES «25
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANGRS 50
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS 8
5+ A/R MISCEMEANCRS 6
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 1.29
1-2 A/R FELONIES 2
3-4 A/R FELONIES 0
5¢ A/R FELCNIES 0
AVG NQO A/R FELONIES .01

EXHIBIT 8.0-7 (Continued)

96

45.5%
30.3%
16.9%
4.42
1.73
0.8%2

36.6%
57.0%

6.23
35.6%

55.2%
26.0%
13.9%2
3.02
1.3%

27.82
16.0%
6.5%
3.02
2.1%

26 .92
9.1%
3.9%
2.1%

36.1%
23.8%
40.0%

8.5%
0.0%
0.9%

47.6%
7.62
5.7%

1.9%

0.0% .

0.02



. EXHIBIT 8.0-7 (Continued)
AVG DAYS TC TYPE 1 RECID

1 60 364 LAYS
2 64 179 DAYS
3 21 S4 DAYS
4 12 71 DAYS
AVG CAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID
1 51 365 DAYS
2 62 166 DAYS
3 24 118 DAYS
4 40 60 DAYS
5 10 45 DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID
1 51 365 DAYS
2 62 166 DAYS
3 24 118 DAYS
4 40 60 DAYS
5 10 45 DAYS
ASAP RECIDIVISM S5 426 DAYS
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EXHIBIT 8,0-8

IOAHO ALCTHCL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

PROFILE ANALYSIS

1975 CAS & OTHER
SANPLE SIZE : 115
SE X N=(  97)
MALES 89 91.7%
FEMALES 8 8.2%
HEIGHT Ns(  97)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 69.6
WE IGHT N=(  97)
AVERAGE WE IGHT 166.2
AGE N=(  97)
AVERAGE AGE 35.8
AGE 19 OR LESS 3 3.0%
AGE 20 - 24 20 20.6%
AGE 25 - 29 17 17.5%
AGE 30 - 34 13 13.47
AGE 35 - 39 10 10.3%
AGE 40 - 44 | 8 8.2%
AGE 45 - 49 9 9.2%
AGE S50 - 59 12 12.3%
AGE 60 AND QOVER 5 5.1%
RACE N=( 105)
WHITE 93 88.5%
BLACK 0 0.0%
AMERICAN INDIAN 5 .73
MEXTCAN 4 3.8%
ORIENT AL 1 0.9%
LATIN 0 0.08%
OTHER RACES 2 1.9%
SMFLOYMENT STATUS N=( 107)
FULL-TIME : 82 76.6%
PART =T IME 8 T.42
NOT EMPLOYED 15 14.0%
HOUSEWIFE 1 0.9%
STUDENTS 0 0.0%
RETIRED 1 0.9%
CCCUPATION TYPE N=( 107)
UNEMPLOYED 11 10.2%
PRCF / TECH 5 4.62
CLERICAL 7/ SALES 3 2.8%
SERVICES 14 13.0%
AGRICULTURE 17 15.82
PROCESSING 8 T.42
MACHINE TRADES 7 6.5%
FABRICATION / REPAIR 11 10.2%
STRUCTUR AL 6 5.6%
CTHER 25 23.3%
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s b

YEARS I[N [DAHN

REHABILITATION

COURT ALCOHOL

MARITAL STATUS

DE PENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-8 (Continued)

N=( 17

AVERAGE YEARS [N DA 18.7
1 1
2 1
3 0
4 0
5 1
6-10 2
11-15 1
16-20 2
21 AND NVER 9
DAT A N=( 115
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 21
ATTENDED DICP 52
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 67
SCHOOL DATA N=( 67
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 1
ZERO IMPROVEMENT 0
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 24
5-9 29

10-14 7

15-19 1

20-UP 5

N=( 107

MARRIED 51
SINGLE 29
DIVARCED 20
WIDOWED 2
SEPERATED 5
CTHER (o]
N=( 21

0] 6

1 7

2 3

3 1

4 4

5 0

6 0

7 o]

8 0

9 0]
10 0
11+ 0
N=( 20

PROTESTANT 8
CATHAOLIC 2
JEWISH 0
MORMCN 2
OTHER a

99

)

)

-

5.87

' 5.8%

0.0%
0.0%
5.8%
11.7%
5+ 8%
l1.77
$2.92

18,22
45,272
58.2%

l.42
0.0%
35.8%2
43.22
10.42
l.42
Te&?

47.6%
27.17
18.6%2
1.82
0.0?

28.52
33.3%2
14.22
4.72
19.02
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.07%
C.0Y
0.07

40.0%
10.0%

0.0%
10.0%
40.0%



YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATIGN

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 8.0-8 (Continued)

AVERAGE
1
2
3
.
5-10
11-15
16-20 \
20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
l4
15
L6
17 ANC UP

LESS THAN $4000
40C0-5999
6000-7999
8000-9999

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

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
001 - 04
005 - .09
.10 - ol"
015 - +19
020 - .24
25 ¢+
CNCE
TWICE

3 CR MCORE

100

N=( 1
lé.

WORNOOr—~ONO

N={ 107)

N=( 107)

N={ 83)
«1672
o 167%

0.0%
10.0%
0.0%2
0.0%
50.0%
10.0%
0.02
30.07

5.1%
22.4%
12.1%

9.3%
31.7%

5.6%

€.5%

4.6%

1.82

0.9%2

36.47
23.3%
20.5%
9.32
5.,6%
0.9%
1.8%
1.8%
0.0%
0.0%

0.0%
0.0%
3.6%
30.1%
38.5%
21.6%
6.02

6.0%
0.0%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-8 (Continued)

DIAGNOSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 36)
AVERAGE ALCADD 12.3
1-11 21
12-19 11
20-29 2
30-39 2
40-49 0
50-uP 0
DRINKER CLASS DATA N=1 60)
PROBLEM 29
NON-PROBLEM 26
UNDEFINED 5
EST. PRIB. DRINKERS 40
VIOLATIONS ON AaDB N={ 115)
1 DwI! 66
2 OWl 29
3 DWl 8
4 DWI 7
5+ DWWl 2
AVERAGE NO DWIS 1.63
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATIONS 46
3-4 19
5-6 .5
7-8 2
3 ue 4
AVERAGE NOUN A/R VINL 1.88
1 ACCIDENT 32
2 ACCIDENTS 10
3 ACCICENTS 3
4 CR MORE 1
AVER NN ACCIDENTS 56
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA N=( 52)
1-2 MISDEMEANNRS 17
3-4 MISDEMEANORS 16
5¢ MISDEMEANORS 19
AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS 4457

" 1=2 FELNNIES 1
3-4 FELONIES 0
5+ FELONIES 2
AVG NO FELONIES .21
1-2 A/R M[SDEMEANORS 28
3-4 A/FK MI[SDEMEANORS 7
S+ A/R MISDEMEANQORS 3
AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANNRS 1.61
1-2 A/R FELONIES 1
3-4 A/R FELONIES ' 0
S¢ A/R FFLONIES 0
AVG NN A/R FELONIES .01

101

58.37
30.5%
5.5%
5.52
0.0%
0.0t

48.3%
43.37

8.3%
34.77

57.32
25.2%
6.9¢7
6.0’
1.7%

40.0%
16.5%
4,37
1.72
3.4%

27.8%
B.62
2462
C.8%

32:67%
30.7%
36.5%

1.9%
0.0%
3.8%2

53.82
13.42
5.7%

1.92
0.0%7
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8,0-8

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 1 RECID

VW e

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2 RECID

l

NS Wi

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RECID

[V VY I\ Ve

ASAP RECINIVISM

102

(Continued)

29
16
21
4
6

24
20
27
8
6

24
20
27
8
6

18

413
248
103
101

36

446
228
120
17
36

446

228

120
17
36

4Q7

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
CAYS
DAYS

DAYS
pAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS



EXHIBIT 8.0-9

IDAHO ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTIOM PROJECT
PRICFILE ANALYSIS

1375 CTHER REHAB

SAMPLE SIZE : 500
SEX N=( 406)
MALES 357 87.92
FEMALES 49 12.0%
HE IGHT N=( 40Q6)
AVERAGE HEIGHT 68.8
WE IGHT N=( 406)
AVERAGE WEIGHT 161.3
AGE N={ 418)
AVERAGE AGE 35.1
AGE 19 OR LESS 39 9,3%
AGE 20 - 24 79 18.8%
AGE 25 - 29 68 16.2%
AGE 30 - 34 50 11.9%
AGE 35 - 39 25 5.92
AGE 40 — 44 42 10.07
AGE 45 - 49 41 9.8%
AGE 50 - 59 52 12.4%
AGE 60 AND 0OVER 22 5.2%
RACE N={ 409)
WHITE 334 81.6%
BL ACK 3 0.7%
AMERICAN INDIAN 56 13.6%
MEXICAN 15 3.6%
ORIENTAL 0 0.02
LATIN o] 0.0%
OTHER RACES 1 0.2%
EMPLOYMENT STATUS - N=( 409)
FULL-TIME 268 65.52
PART-T IME 25 6.1%
NOT EMPLIYED 86 21.0%
HOUSEWIFZ 11 2.6%
STUDENTS 8 1.9%
RETIRED 11 2.6%
NCCUPATION TYPE N={ 404)
UNEMPLOYED 79 19.5%
PROF 7/ TFECH 30 T.42
CLERICAL /7 SALES 20 4.9%
SERVICES 38 9.4%
AGRICULTURE 32 T.9%2
PROCESSING 43 10.6%
MACHINE TRADES 25 6.17
FABRICATION / REPAIR 33 8.1%
STRUCTURAL 20 4.9%
OTHER 84 20.7%
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EXHIBIT 8.0-9 (Continued)

YEARS IN TDAHO N=( 280)
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA 22.0
1 21 7.5%
2 13 4.63
3 7 2.5%
4 10 3.5%
5 4 l.4%
6-10 25 8.92
L1-15 21 T.5%
16-20 32 l1l1.4%
21 AND OVER 147 52.5%
REHABILITATION DATA N={ 500)
ATTENDED DEFe. DRIVING 64 12.8%
ATTENDED DICP 115 23.0%
ATTENDED COURT-SCHOOL 144 28.8%
COURT ALCOHOL SCHOCL DATA N=( 144)
NEGATIVE IMPROVEMENT 5 3.42
ZERO [ MPROVEMENT 0 0.0%
IMPROVEMENT 1-4 48 33.3%2
5-9 61 42.3%
10-14 20 13.8%
15-19 6 4.1%3
20-UP 4 2.7%
MARTITAL STATUS N={ 412)
MARRIED 196 47.53
SINGLE 91 22.0%
DIVORCED 83 20.1%
WIDOWED 12 2.9%
SEPERATED 29 7.0%
CTHER 1 0.22%
DEPENDENTS N=( 300)
0 91 30.3%
1 69 23.0%
2 36 12.0%
3 35 11.6%
4 31 10.3%
5 14 4.6%
6 12 4.02
. 7 6 2.0%
8 4 1.32
9 2 0.62
10 0 0.0%
11+ 0 0.02
RELIGICN -N=(  27T7)
PROTESTANT 79 28.52
CATHOLIC 46 16.6%
JEWISH 0 0.0%
MORMCN 71 25.6%
OTHER 81 29.2%
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YEARS MARRIED

EDUCATION

INCOME

BAC DATA
AVERAGE RAC

EXHIBIT 8.0-9 (Continued)

AVERAGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16-20

20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
§
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-uypP

AVERAGE POSITIVE BAC

REFUSED TEST

NEGATIVE
001 - 04
«05 - .09
.lO - 01"
015 - .19
«20 = 424
25 ¢

ONCE

TWICE

3 OR MORFE

105

N=(

N=(

N={

N=(

155}

10.3
20
19

9

13
36
20
13
25

409)
10.9
18
101
36
41
136
30
27
8
6
6

395)
139

500)

12.9%
12.2%
5.82
8.3%2
23.2%
12.9%2
8.3%
l6.1%2

S5.2%
24 .6%
8.8%
10.0%
33.2%
732
6.6%
1.92
l.4%
l.4%

35.1%
16.7%
16.7%
12.6%
S.8%
3.7%
2.2%
0.7%
0.0%
2.0%

2.4%
1.3%
S5.4%
32.1%
33.1%
17.6%
7.7%

5.4%
0.8%
0.0%3



EXHIBIT 8.0-9 (Continued)

OIAGNQOSTIC TEST SCORES

AVERAGE ALCAD
1-11

12-19

20-29

30-39

40-49

50-yp

DRINKER CLASS DATA
PROBLEM
NON~-PROBLEM
UNCEFINED

€ST. PROR. DORINKERS

VIQLATIGCNS ON ADSA
1 OWlI
2 DWl
3 DWI
4 Dwl!
5S¢ DWI
AVERAGE NO Dw

1-2
3-4
5-6
7-8
9 ue
AV ER

1 ACCIDENT
2 ACCIDENTS
3 ACCIDENTS
4 ‘OR MORE

A

VER NO ACCIDENTS

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA

1-2 MISDEMEANORS
3-4 MISDEMEANGRS

5¢ MISDEMEANO

AVG NO. MISDEMEANORS

1-2 FELONIES
3-4 FELONMIES
5¢ FELONIES

AVG NO FELONI

1-2 A/R MISDEMEANORS
3-4 A/R MISDEMEANORS
5¢ A/R MISDEMEANOURS

0

[S

AGE NON A/R VIOL

RS

ES

N={

N={(

NON A/R VIOLATIONS

N=(

234)

17.7

84
86
42
17
1
4

386)

276
79
31

245

500)

263

138
52
29
16

1.79

164
60
25
11

5

l.4l

115
53
19

6

«60

138)
48
40
50

4.71

4
3

3
«22
65
19
12

AVG NO A/R MISDEMEANORS 2.0S

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

5S¢ A/R FELONI

AVG NO A/R FELONIES

ES

106

3
0
0
.02

35.8%
36.7%
17.9%
T.2¥%
0.42
1.7%

71.5%
20.4%

8.02
49.0%

52.62
27.6%
10.4%
5.8%
3.2%

32.8%
12.0%
5.0%
2.2%
l1.0%

23.02
10.6%
3.8%
l1.2%

34.7%
28.9%
36.2%

2.8%
2.1%
2.1%

47.1%
13.7%
8.6%

2.1%
0.0%
0.0%



AVG DAYS TO TYPE 1

B WA e

AVG DAYS TO TYPE 2

VB N

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3
1

2
3
4
5

AS AP

EXHIBIT 8,0-9 (Continued)

RECID

RECID

RECID

RECIDIVISM

107

138
104
87
48
20

119
110
105
76
38

119
119
105
76
38

85

229
225
129
78
17

268
241
131
85
58

268
241
131
es
58

297

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS



SEX

HEIGHT

WEIGHT

Y-

28C=

SMFLCYNMENT

CCCUFPATICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-10

IDAHY ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION
PROFTILE AMNALYSIS

LS€78 MO TRZATMZINT

SavoLg SIZE ¢

AVERAGE HEIGHT

AVERAGE WEIGHT

AVERAGE AGE

AGE 15 'R LESS
AGE 20 - 24

AGFE 25 - 29

5C 30 - 34

AGE 35 - 39

AGE 40 - 44

AGZ 435 ~ 49

AGE 50 - 59

AGSE 60 AKD QVESR

WHITE

3Lack

AVERICAN INTIAN
MEXTCAN
CRIESNTAL

LATIN

fTHER RiCES

STATHS

EJLL-TIvE
PART-TI1E
NOT EMFLCYED
HOUSEWILFE
STUDENTS
RETIRED

TYPE

UNEMFELCYED
PRFF / TECH

CLERICAL / SALES

SEFVICES
AGHICLILTURE
PICCESSING
MACHINE TZATES

SARR[CATION / 2EPAILR

STRUCTURAL
ZTHZR

108

PRNJECT

NON-ReC ID

500
341)

214
27

102)
lae

10

10

E
27

52.07
TeG%

11.6%
15.82
16.7%
B.42
T.7%
10.5%
10.5%
12.3%
5.92

2Q,3%
0.0%
Te77
2.9%
0.0’
C.0%
C.02

€8.2%
5.72
15.3%
2.8¢%
3.8%
3.8?2

13.7%
8.8?
4.92
G.8%
R.R2
S.3%
C.9%
8.8%
5.8%

28,47




. ; - -

—— e
. i

Ly S B

YEARS IN IDAHD

REHABTLITATION

CCURT ALCCKHCL

MVASTTAL STATUS

DEFENDENTS

CELIGICA

EXHIBIT 8.0-10 (Continued)

N=
VE2AGE YEAKS N [DA

6-10
11-15
16-20
21 ANY wvER

DaAT A N={
ATTENDZO DEF. DRIVING
ATTZNOE™ DICP
ATTENS D CCUPT-SCHOGCL

SCHACL NATA N=
NEGATIVE IMFROVEMENT
IERC [MPINVEMENT
[MEBROVEMENT 1-4
' 5-9

10-14

15-19

20-11P

N=(
MARRTIED
SINGLE
DIVORCED
wlDCvEn
SEPERAT.C
CTHER

— 0O 0DW~NTPTVMESWNN-C

—

PROTESTANT
CATHLLIC
JEWISH
MORMDY
CTHER

109

79)
19.¢

~N L NVVOVWwWU S

N o—

sce)
46
70
68

68)

21
24
1¢é

1C4)
46
35
13

17)

- N
-~ 0

—_ OO MmO~ ~ND

71)
26
13

11
<l

5.7
7.1%
4.29
7.12
C.0%
7.1
10.0%
20.0%
38.52

G.2%
1l4.0%
13,62

2.9%
0.0%
30,87
35,27
23.5%
" .’02
2.8%

44,2%
313.¢62%2
12.5%
S.7%
3.8’
0.0%

17.6%
22.0%
1l1.6%
9,072
14,22
1.27
0.0%
l1.27
1.2%
C.07
0.0%2
1.22

36.6%
18.32

0.0%
15.42
29.5%



YEARS MARRIED

SCucaTICN

[ACOME

8AC DATA
AVERAGE 24AC

EXHIBIT 8.0-10 (Continued)

AV CRAGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16-20
20+

AVERAGFE YEARS
1-6
71-9
10
11
1e
13
la
15
16
17 aAND P

LESS THAN $4000
+000-5699
6100-7599
8J00-9699

10000-11999
120J0C-13999
140J0-15699
16000-1799S
1803G-19999

2000J0-UP

AVERAGE POSITIVE BaAC

REFUSEC TEST

NEGATIV:
0l - e )b
«05 - )9
10 - 14
015 - .19
20 = 24
25 ¢+

CNCE

TWICE

3 CR MIRE

110

ped
1]
-
»
~—

-—
w
.
NN WRW S

-

N=( 102)
11.0

NeNN

N=( 210)
.« 155%
«158%

4

3
27
63
€3
34
16

N=(  5CC)
17
0
0

8.8%
14.7%
8.8?
5.8%
17.6%
5.8%
S.8%

32.37

S5.67
15.6%
1C.7%
16 6%
34.32

3.9¢%

1.92

2.9%
4,97

1.92

24,67
15.82
14.8%2
14.8%2
T.92
4.37
l.97%
1.9%
C.97
1 '9’

1.97
le4?%
12.8%
30.0%
3C.07
16.1%
T.62

1,69
0.02
0.0%




EXHIBIT 8.0-10 (Continued)

DIAGMNCSTIC TEST SCCREn. N= 63)
AVERAGE ALCACD 12.5
1-11 3¢
12-19 14
20-29 11
30-39 2
40-49 0
SQo-ur 0
DRINMNKER CLASS CATa N= | 58)
PRORLEM 27
NON=F2CHLEM 51
UNNEFINED 10
£ST. PRIR, DRIMKERS 62
VICLATICNS CN ADSR AN=( 500)
1 Cwl 19¢
2 Dw! 77
3 pPwl 18
4 DWWl &
S+ CwWli 2
AVERAGE NO CwWIS 1.27
1-2 NON A/R VIOLATICNS 132
3-4 40
5-6 20
7-8 7
9 e 1
AV IRAGS NON A/R VIOL e3¢
1 ACCIDENTY 20
2 ACCIDEINTS 21
3 ACCICENTS 4
4 CR MOKRE 0
AVFR NG ACCICENTS o2&
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATICON DATA N=d( <6)
1-2 VISPDEMEAMNRS 14
3—-4 MISOEMEANIRS 8
5S¢ MISDZMEANUQRS 4
AVG NO. MISDOEMEAANNRS 2.50
1-2 FELGNIES J
3=4 FELINLES 0
S+ FELCNIES 0
AVG NI FELCNIES .00
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANIRS 6
3-4 A/R M]SDEMEANQJRS 2
S+ A/2 41SCEMEANQORS 0

AVNG NN 4/R MISDEMEANCRS .61

1-2 A/P FELONTES J
3-4 A/R FELCNIES 0
5¢ A/R FELCNIES 0
AVG NO A/R FELONIES «00

111

57.12
22.27
1T.4%
3.17%
0.0%
0.0?

37.7%
52.0%
10.2%
12.42

79.2%
15.4%
3.6%
1.2%
O.4%

26.61
8.0%
4.0¥
| Y 4
0.2%

16.0%
4.27
0.8%
0.0%

£3.82
30.7%
15.37

0.0%
0.0%

23.0?
T.6%
0.0%

J.0%
0.0%
0.0%



... .. EXHIBIT 8,0-10 (Continued)

A\NG DAYS TC TYPE 1 RECID
1

2
3
4
5

A\G CAYS TC TYPE 2 QtCID

\_\

VS W -

ANG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RETID
1

W N

112

77
36
138
4
5

71
40
24
12

5

71
40
24
12

5

418
213
124
122

25

457
2€7
126
€S
25

457

267
126
69
25

rays
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
NAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
TAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS



EXHIBIT 8,0-11

IDAHO ALCOHCL SAFETY aCTINN PROJECT
PROFILE ANALYSIS

1S7S NO TREATMENT RECID

SAMPLE SI2¢ : s0C
SEA N={ 403)
MALES , 170 Gl.82
EENMALZS 33 B.17
HEIGHT N={ 3E1l)
AVERAGE HEIGFT 69.0
WEIGHT N={ 380C)
AVERAGE wE IGKT 16€.2
ACE N=( 487)
AVERAGE &LGE 6.7
AGS 19 NR LESS 28 5.72
AGE 20 - 24 99 2C.3¢2
AGE 25 - 29 57 11.79
AGE 30 - 34 54 11.02
AGF 35 - 39 53 1C.8%
AGE 40 - 44 49 10.0%
AGE 45 - 49 49 1C.0%
AGE 50 - 59 65 13.3¢%
AGZ 60 AND GVER 33 6.72
RACE N=( 196)
WHITE 155 77.8%
BLACK ' 2 l1.02
AMERICA™ INCIAN 25 12.5%
MEXICAN 15 7.57
CRIENT AL 0 0.02
LATIN 1 0.5%
CTHER P2CES 1 0.5%
EMFLCYMENT STATUS N=( 1¢€9) '
FULL-TIHE : 125 €2.8%
PART-TIME 17 8.52
NOT EMPLOYED 47 23.6%
HOUSEWIFF 1 0.5%
STUDENTS 2 1.0%2
RETIREDN 7 3.52
CCCUPATION TYPE N=( 16%5)
UNEMFLCY ED 29 14.8%
PRCF / TECH 12 €el®
CLERICAL / SALES 12 6.12
SCRVICES 24 12.32
AGRICULTURF 23 11.7%
PRCCESSING 3 €62
MACHIME TR ADES 8 4,12
FARRICATION / REPAIK® 14 7.12
STRUCTUR AL 9 4.6%
CTHER 51 26.1%

13



YEARS [N ICAHD

REHABRILITATION

CCLRT ALCCHCL

MERTTAL STATUS

DEFENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-11 (Continued)

N=(

AVERAGEZ YFARS IN [DA
1
2
3
4

5

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND IygR

DAT A N={(

ATTENDZ) 0DEF., DRIVING
ATTENDEL DICP
ATT:ENDE! CCURT-SCHOCL

SCrRECL CLATA N=(
NEGATIVE IMFROVEMENT
ZEQF [MDRUVEMENT
[MPFRIOVZYENT 1-4
5-9

10-14

15=-19

20-yp

MARRICED
SINGLE
NLvaoRrCEeEn
W] OQuED
SEPERATECEC
CTHER

OO NOC NS WNN—O

—

Ll+

PRCTESTANT
CATHOL T
JEWISH
MORMCN
CTHER

114

146)
23.3

S NP> wm-~d

~ N
o JJRV B )

s50C)
54

109

104

1C4)
36

42
15

200)
87
44
43

18

1£0)

4.7%
5.42
2.07
2.7%
3.4%
G.5%
2.7¢2
17.1%
€2.02

10.9%
21.8%
20.8%

2.82
0.0%
34,62
40.3%
14.42
1.9%
5,72

43,.,5%
22.07%
21.5%
4.0%
S.0%2
C.07

24.07
24.,0%
12.0%
.62
13.3%
2.0?
2.07
l1.32
1.32
0.0%
1.3%
J.07

27.0%
20.2%

0.0%2
17.47
25.1%

—_



YEARS MAGRIED

rCUCATICN

ReC DATA

EXHIBIT 8.0-11 (Continued)

AVZRAGZ

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
15-20

20+

AVE2AGE YFARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17 AND UUP

LESS TH4N $4000
4N0C=-565¢
6000-7999
4700-9999

13070~11999
12950-139993
143(:0-15999
16000-17999
130u:0-19999
203C0-uyP

PCSITIVE RAC

NEGATIVS
01 = <34
005 - .'-;q
010 - .110
.15 - olq
20 - o4
«25 +
CNCE
TWICE

3 C& MCRE

115

71)
11.6
10
G
4
5
10
14
8
i1

1685)

‘10.8

9
43
22
18
72
11
13

C

7

0

166)
72
41
31
24
15

HFPOOWD>

505)
«161%
o« lE4Y

24
L66é
167

85

41

50C)
4?

14.0%
12.6%

5 .6:

7.07
14.0%
19,72
11.2%
1€.4%

E.77
22.0%
11.2%

9.2%
3€.97

5.6%

E.6%

0.0%

3.5%

0.0%

6,72
2C.C7
15.82
12.2%
T.6%
3.0%
l1.5%
0.0%
C.0%
2.0%

le72
0.57
6. 7,
32.82
33,02
16.8%
8.12

8.4%
1.0%
0.0%



'EXHIBIT 8,0-11 (Continued)

DTAGNQSTIC TEST SCCRES N={ 121)
AVERAGE ALCACD 16.7
1-11 53
12-19 30
20-29 25
30-39 10
40-~-49 1
SQ-UpP 2
NFINKER CLASS CATA N={ 189)
PRCALEM 119
NCAN-FRCARLEM 51
UNTZFINED 16
ESTe. PRTR, DRINKERS 327
VICLATICNS CN ADE N={( SCQC)
1 Cw! 20
2 Ow! 262
3 OWl ' 124
4 Cwl Sé
S+ DWI 37
AVERAGE NJ CWIS 2467
1-2 NN A/R VIOLATICNS 166
3-4 - €5
5-6 27
7-8 la
2 1P é
AVERAGE NON A/R VIOL 1.€2
1 ACCIDULNT 86
2 ACCINGNTS 41
3 ACCIDUOAMNTS 1€
4 CR MOKE 3
AveR NO ACCICENTS «4S
CRIMINAL [ANVESTIGATION DATA N=( 79)
1-2 MISLEMZANORS 30
3-4 MISIEMEANNSS el
S5¢ MISD=MEANQRS . 28
AVG NO. MISNEMZAANQRS 4,63
l=-2 FRLMONTES 4
3-4 FEL INIES 0
S¢ CELOAIES 3
AVG N FOLEONTIZES .56
1=2 A/R MISAEMZANDFS 37
3-4 A/R MISDEMZANNRS 17
S¢ A/& SISOEMZANMECRS &
AVAG ANC /R MISDEMEANORS 1.S8
1-2 A/ FELONIES 2
3=4 A/ FLLINIES 0
S+ A/R =ELCNIES 0]
AVH NC L/R FELONILES «03

116

43.8%

. 26,12

20.6%
8.27
0.8’
1.6%

€2.97
2€E.9%
10.0%
€5.52

4.0%
£2.47
24.8%
11.27

T.4%

13,8%
13.0%
5.42
2.2
1.2%

17.2%
8.27
3.0%2
0.6%

17.92
2€.5%
315.42

5.')2
C.0?
3.7%

46,82
21.5%
7.52

2.53
C.0?
0.0%



T EXHIBIT 8,0-11 (Continued)
ANG DAYS TO TYOS 1 RICID

1 2€2 122 DAYS

2 246 131 DAYS

3 168 126 DAYS

4 100 g1 DAYS

J 5 62 . 78 DAYS
[ AVG GAYS TC TYPE 2 RECID

1 212 136 DAYS

2 258 126 DAYS

E 3 201 113 DAYS

) 4 132 80 DAYS

- 5 Q5 €3 DAYS
ANG DAYS TG TYPE 3 2ECID

1 232 136 DAYS

E 2 2se 126 DAYS

8 3 201 113 DAYS

4 132 80 DAYS

5 55 €3 CAYS

ASAP RECINIVISH 4SS 294 CAYS

1 117



EXHIBIT 8.0-
IDAHI ALCOKHIL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

12

PINFILE ANALYSIS

1975 CAS RECIC

SANMPLE STZ2E :

SEX
MALES
FEVALES
HEIGHT
AVERIAGE HEIGHT
WEIGHT
AVERAGE WE IGHT
ACC
AVERAGE AG¢E
AGE 19 72 LESS
AGE 2N - 24
AGF 2% -~ 23
AGE 30 - 3¢
AGZ 35 - 19
AGE 40 - 44
AGZ 45 - 45
AGE 50 - 59
AGE 60 AYND NVER
2 ACE
WHITE
BLACK
AMERICAN INTIAN
MEXICAN
ORTENT AL
LATIN
CTHZR PACES
SMFLCYMENT STATUS
FULL=-TIME
FART =T [MFE
NIT EMPBLIYED
HIUSEWIFC
STUDENTS
RETIOEN

CCCUPATICN TYPE
UNEMFLCY =D
PRFF / T3iCH
CLERICAL / SALES
STREVICES
AGEICUILTHnE
FRCCESSING
MACHTINE TR ADES
FARRI[CATINN / FEPAILIR
STRUCTY AL
CT4zQ

118

325
N=(  30¢)
273
33

N={ 305)
69.1

N

( 305)
1£7,8

N=( 309)
36.7
13
53
45
45
36
34
21
39
23

M= 250)
253

25
10

N=( 2G¢)
: 215
22
44

N=(  260)
37
22
20
37
24
23
1%
16
13
EE

86,272
10.7%

6,22
17.12
l4.52
14,52
11.6%
11.07

6.72
12.62

T4

€7.27
0.3%2
B.6%
3.4!
0.0%
0.32
0.0%

72.6%
Teo?
14.8%
1.3?
1.6%
2.02

12.72
7.572
6.8%

12.72
8.22

11.3%
4,.8%
5.5%
£.5%

23,42
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YEARS IN [24H)

FEHEABILITATION

CCLRT eLCOKCL

MASTTAL STATUS

DEPENCENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-12 (Continued)

N=(
VERAGE YELRIS IN IDA

21 AND NWVEFR

DAT A N={
ATTENDZD DeF. DRIVING
ATTENDGED NICP
ATTENDED CROUYRT=-SCHGCL

SCHOCL CaTA N=1{
NEGATIVE IMCGROVEMENT
ZERD IMDEVEMENT
IMFRAOVZMENT 1-4
£-9
10-14
15-16
20-1P

MARKIED
SINGLF
DIVARCEN
WIDOWZD
SEPERATEL
CTHER

WO~NCVmMSsWwWN—-O

10
11+

PRCTESTANT
CATHALIC
JEWISH
MORMCN
CTHER

119

2C0)
22.2
10
7
8
7
5
19
10
23
112

2295)
47
78

185

18¢)
43

93
30

2G4)
145

5.07
3.5¢%
4.07
3.52
2.57
9.07
5.0%
11.5%
£e¢.0%

14,42
24.0%
56.9%

4,37
0.0%
23.,2%
50.2%
l1€.22
2.12
3.7%

45.3%
21.47
20.7%
2.3%
5.42
Ceb6%

31.6%2
23.1%
1€.5%
l11.3%
10.8%
3.7¢
l.8%
0.02
O.4%
0.0%
C.0%
O.42

37.5%
22.3%

C.0%
14.2%
2%.8%



YEARS MAFRIED

zCLCATICM

[NCCME

RAC DATA
AVERAGE gaAC

AVE
1
2
3
4

EXHIBIT 8,0-12 (Continued)

RAGE

5-10

-

|

16=20
20+

AVERAGE YEARS

1-6

7-9

19

11

12

13

lé

15

16

17 AN UP

LESS THAN £4020
4000=-5933
60:)0-7999
39:2C-9999

10000-11933
12300-13999
14900-15699
1600N-17699
13900-139999
20:300Q-1P

AVEFACE POSITIVE dAC

AZFUSEC TEST

NEG
.31
05
«10
.ls
20
25

CNC
TWl
i C

ATIVE
- 0
- <07

«la

19

20

15
CFk
R MCK

120

N=(  1Cé6)
l12.8

12

é

¢

4

26

19

12

21

N=( 2G4)
1.1
10
€2
34
26
101
21
19
5

11

N={ 432)
«162%
« 1€5%

32
114
146

98

30

N={  329)
26

11.3%
5.6%
5.62
3.7%

24.57

lr.q,

11.3%

16.8%

7.4:
21.0%
11.5%2

8.A%
24,32

T.1%

6.47

l.7%

3.77

1.72

28,47
17.82
2C.3%
11.5%
S.R%
6.3%2
4.2%
0.7%
0.0%
0.7%

1.1%
1.6%
7.4?
26.3%
33.7%
22.6%
6.9%

8.0%
0.3%
0.0%2
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EXHIBIT 8.0-12 (Continued)

DIAGNISTIC TEST SCCRES

AVERAGE 4LCACD
L-11

12-19

20-29

30-39

40-49

50-UF

JRINKER CLASS DATA
PRCALEM
NON=FRZALEM
UNCEFINED

EST. PRNF. DRINKERS

VICLATICANS CN ADR
1 DwWl
2 OWI
3 Dwl
4 CwWwli
5+ NDwl
AVERLZE MO DwIS

-2
-4
-6

~N U W

9 uP

o o]

AVERAGE ANON A/R VIGL

1 ACCICENT
2 ACCIDENTS
3 ACCIDENTS
4 CR MOKE

A

VER NC ACCICENTS

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION DATA

1-2 MISD:MEANNRS
3=4 MISD=McANNFES

5¢ MISDEEANDORS

AVG N7, “2]SOEMEANQRS

1-2 FELINIES
3-4 FELDNIES
5¢ FELCNIcCS
AVG NN FELCNITES

1-2 A/R MISDEMEANNRS
3-4 A/R MISDEMZANORS
S5¢ A/R MISTZMZIANQES

M= (

NOIN A/R VIOLATIONS

N=(

166)
10.4
110
37
lé
3
C
0

264)
106
133
2%
2644

225)
21

194
77
21
12

2442

127
40
21

2
1

l1.38

CA
28
15

4
o €7

122)
64
30
28

3.25

5

2

2
22
€3
11
5

AVG NC A/F MISDEMZANCRS 1.13

1=-2 A/Q FELINIES
3-4 L/R FELINIES

5+ A/P FuLCNIES

CAVG ND a/R FELANIES

121

1
1
0
04

£6.2%
22.27%
9.6%
1.8’
0.0%
C.07

4C.1%2
£0.37

g .42
75.0%

6.4%
55.6%
23.62

€.42

3.6%

29,07%
12.3%
6.42%
0.6%
C.3%

30.4%
8.6%
4.6%
1.2%

€2.4%
24.5%
22.5¢%¢

4.C%
1.67
1.6%

43.4%
9.0%
4,07

0.82
0.8%
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-12 (Continued)
A\NG DAYS TC TYPE 1 RECID

1 154 164 DAYS
2 154 1€7 DAYS
3 63 134 DAYS
4 40 112 DAYS
5 12 €5 DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPE 2 RICID
1 164 154 DAYS
2 176 138 DAYS
3 93 147 DAYS
4 60 S5 DAYS
5 32 65 DAYS
AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3 RICID
1 164 1S4 DAYS
2 176 . 138 DAYS
3 93 147 DAYS
4 60 §5 DAYS
5 : 32 &5 DAYS
AS AP RICINIVISM 325 300 DAYS

1722



-

e
:

HEIGHT

»EIGHT

ACE

RACE

EXHIBIT 8.

IDAHO ALCOMCL SAFETY ACTIIN PFOJE:T

0-13

PPOFILT ANALYSIS

1375 CAS NON-

SAMPLE S1IZ¢

MALSS
FEMALES

AVERAG: KL IGHT
AVERAGE wEIGHT

AVERAGE AGE
GE 13 OR LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGec 25 - 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
AGE 4«0 - 44
AGE 45 - 49
AGE 50 - 5S¢
AGE 60 anND OVER

WHITE.

BL ACK

AMEJITCAN INDIAN
MEXICaN
ORIENTAL

LATIN

CTHER =SACES

EVFLOYMENT STATUS

FULL=-T IMF
PART =T INMZ
NOT EMPLAIYED
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRZC

OCCUPATION TYPE

UNEMPLCYLD

PRCF / TICH

CLERICAL / SALES
SERVICES

AGRICULTHPE
PRCCESSING

MACHINE TR ADES
FABRICATION / REPAIR
STRUCTUPRLL

OTHER

123

FECID .

500

N=( 4C6)
349
S7

N=( 406)
68.9

N={  406)
162.4

N=( 412)
34,8

81

- -

78
59
28
37
44
42
52
19

N=( 420)
282

12
21

N=(  422)

216
25
4¢

17
10

N=( 418)
4¢
41
42
42
27
43
17
1S
18

123

85.97
14,07

12.3%
18.9%
14.37
6.72
Be.9%
1C.6%
10.1%
12.6%
4.62

SC.9%
C.72
2.82
5.07
0022
0.0%
0.2%

T4.8%
%5 eS%
10.92
1.82
4.0%
2.3%

11.0%
9.8%
10.0%
1C.0%
6.4%
10.22
4,02
4.5%
4,32

. 29442



- EXHIRTT R.0.13 (Cantinned) ..

YEARS IN 1D4&H)D N={ 307)
AVERAGE YSARS IN [0A 2C.9
1 18 5.82
2 13 4.2%
3 Q 2.92
4 11 3.5%
5 11 3.5%
6-10 36 ‘ 11.72
11-15 21 6.8%
16-20 46 14.9%
21 AND NVER 142 46,272
IERARILITATINN DATA N=( S60)
ATTENDED DEF. DRIVING 39 7.8%
ATTENDFC DICP 38 7.6%
ATTENNER CQURT=-SCHOUL 281 56.22
CCLXT ALCCHCL SCHOML 0aTa N=(  281)
NEGATIVE [MPROVEMENT 3 1.02
7E2) IMPIIVEMENT 0 0.0%
[MERCYEMENT -4 72 25.6%
5~9 137 48,72
10-14 55 19.5%
15-19 a 3.27
20-1P 5 1.7%
MPITTAL STATUS N=( 419)
MAPSIFD 136 44,32
SINGLE 117 27.92
DIVARELED a2 19.5%
WICOWzZD , 15 3,5%
SEPEPATLD 17 4.0%
CTHER 2 0.4%
TEPENCENTS N=( 333)
G 120 26,02
1 €7 20.1%
2 58 17.42
3 31 9.3%
4 24 7.2%
5 18 Se4?¥
6 8 2.47%
7 3 0.9%
3 | 0.3%
9 2 0.6%
10 1 0e32
11+ 0 0.0%
AELIGICN N=( 314)
PRITESTANT 125 15,82
CATHCLIC €2 19.7%
JEWISH 0 0.02
MODBMCN 47 14.9%
CTHER 8G 25.42

124



AVERALGE

1

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
15-20

J: 20+
FCLCATION N
AVERAGE YEARS
1-5
7-9
- 10
L1
12
13
T4
15
16
17 AND yP

~ — ¥/ v

T, e ®

LESS THAN $4C0C
40N0=-RC¢GC
nJV0=-7999
5050=-59949

10003-11999
1200C-13699
1400N=15959¢G
16200-17999
13207-1993¢9
230JL-uP

K 4 -

A4C DATA N
- \VCRAGE 2aC
AVIRACE POSITIVE RAC
1B NEGATIVE
01 = 0%
) .05 - .00
010 - oll'
_ .lS - olq
. 020 - W24
25 +

- JEFYSELR TEST N
CNCE

TWICE

3 OR MNF:Z

o d

il 125

(

(

EXHIBIT 8.0-13 /Continued)
YEA?S MADSTED N=(

168)

13.3
11
10

7

13
41
24
18
44

421)
lll“
8
17
34
40
1¢8
26
32
13

20

3

410)

105
ge
a3
47
43

—
YoV I SN Y o)

237)
e 145%
«150%

10

35
117
124

28

12

500)
25

6.57
5.9%
4,17
T.7%
24s4%
14,27
10.77
26.1%

4.6%
18.2%
B.0%
9.5%
39,97
hel?
T.6%
3.0
4.7%
O. 71

25.62
21 .42
20,27
1l.42
1C0.4%
4.6%
l.72
C.9%
1.2%
2.17

2.92
0.27%
10.3%
34.772
36.7%
11.2’
3.5%

5.0%
0.2%
0.0%



EXHIBI™ 8.0-13 (Continued)

DTAGNCSTIC TEST SCORES N=( 245)

AVERAGC 4LCACD 9.5
1-11 ' 17¢
12-19 56
20-29 11
30-39 2
40-49 0
50-UP . 0
JRINKER CLASS CATA N=( 371)
PRCRLEM 72
NON=FRORLEM 271
UNGEFINED 28
EST. PRGA. DRINKERS £G
VIDLATISKS CN ADW N=( 5C0)
1 OWl 416
2 DWWl €0
3 DW! ' 18
4 DWl 0
S+ DwWl . 1
AVERAGE KJ CWIS 1.19
1-2 MCN A/ VIOLATICNS 161
3~4 ‘ 49
55 22
7~-3 5
9 Ur €
AVERAGE ~ON 478 VIOL 1.22
1 ACCICFNT 117
2 ACCIOINTS 25
3 ACCIGENTS 15
4 CR MCRr¢ 3
AVER M0 &CCICENTS .45
CIIMINAL INVESTIGATICN DATA N=( 121)
1-2 MISDIMZANCPS 75
3=4 MISTFAMEANIRS 23
S+ MISHE ™z ANCRS . 23
AVG NV, MISDEMFANORS 2.85
1=2 FELONTES 4
3-4 FELONIFS 0
5¢ FELTIIES 0
AVG ND FELCNIES .03
1-2 A/R V[SDEMEANORS 22
3=4 A/P MISDNEMEANIRS 3
Se¢ A/R VISDEMEANCRS 3
AVG NN A/R MISPEMELNDRS .60
1=2 A/R FELOMIFS 0
3-4 A/° CFELNNIES 0
S¢ A/F FELCMTES 0
AVG NO &/R FELONIES <00

126

71.82
22.82
4.4%
0.8%
0.0%
0.0%

19 .4’.
73.0%

T.52
11.82

81,22
12.0%
3.62
0.0%
0.2%

32.2%
G.82
LY &
1.0%2
1.2%

73.47
5.0%
3.02
0.6%

61.9%
15.0%
19.0%

3.32
- 0.0%
0.0

26 .42
2.42
2.64%

G.0%
G.02
0.07



b{'

-

AVG DAYS TC TYPE i PECID

AVh

ANG

l
2

aYsS TC TYPE 2 RECIC

W I —

CAYS TC TYPE 3
1
2
3

EXHIBIT 8.0-13 (Continued)

RECID

127

60
36

€3
38
18

513
38
18

345
186

277
228
71

2717
228
71

DAYS
CAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DaAYS



SEX

HEIGHT

WEIGHT

ACE

QRACE

EXHIBIT 8,0-14

IDARD ALCCHZL SAFETY ACTION PROJECT

PECFILE ANALYSIS

1575 OICP NON=-GeCIC

SMFLCYMENT STATUS

CCCMIPATICN

TYPE

SANMPLE SIZE :
VALES

FEMALZS
AVERAGE HEIGHT
AVERAGE WEIGHFT
AVERAGE AGE
AGE 19 1k LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 2§
AGE 30 - 134
AGE 35 - 39
AGE 40 - 44
AGE 45 - &9
AGE 50 - 59
AGE 60 AND DVER
WHITE

RLACK

AMERICAY INDCIAN
MEXICAN
CRIENT AL

LATIN

CTHER PACES
FULL-TIF
PAST-TTIME

NOT ZMPLCYED
HOUSEWIFF
STUNENTS
RETIREND
UNFMELIVED
E_RCF / TFCH
CLERTICAL / SALFS
SEOVICES
AGEICILTYR E
PREICZSSIMNG
MACHINE TQANZS

FABRICATI

NN / REPATR

STRUCTU AL

CTHZP

128

500

N={ 421)
384
37

N={ 3S5)
69,2

N=(  3S5)
161.7

N=( 427)
3.2
40
95
€2
cQ
33
24
35
56
29

M=(  331)
100

17

OO r-

N=( 235)

234
52

13
17

N=( 330)
33
22
17
47
26€
30

35
104

Gl.2%

9.3%
22.27
14.5%
11.7¢

T.7%

S.b’

8.1%
13.8%

b T¥

30.67
1.8:
2.1%
5.12
C.3%
0.0%
0.0%

6G.8%
4,73
15.5%
C.8%
3.8%
5.0%

10.02
b.6%
5.12

l4.2%
7.8%2
9.0%
2.1%
2.7%

10.62%2

31.5%2

-
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YZAPS IN ICAHD

QEHARILITATION

CCLRT ALCDHCL

NEQTITAL STATUS

DEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-14 (Continued)

N=( 277)

AVEIAGE YEARS [N [DA 22.2
1 15
2 5
3 18
4 10
5 9
6-19 23
11-15 17
16-20 35
21 AND OVER 141
DAT A N=( 500)
ATTENDED DEF. NRIVING <0
ATTZNTED) LICP 211
ATTENDED CONRT=SCHECL 97
SCHOCL DATaA N=({  §7)
NEGATIVE [MPRIOVEMENT 1
ZERD [ “OROVEMENT 0
IMFRCVE=4ENT 1-4 37
5-9 46

10-14 10

15-19 3

20-UP c

N=( 333)

MARRIED 157
SINGLE 92
DIVQRCZM 60
Wl COWZ3 7
SEPERATED , 15
CTHEFR 2
N=( 309)

0 110

1 65

2 4¢

3 37

4 25

5 15

6 &

7 2

8 2

) 0
10 0
11+ 0
N=( 261)

PROTESTANT 135
CATHCLIT 52
JEWISH . 0
VORMCN 44
CTHER 57

129

5.47
l.82
be64?
3.6%
3.27
Bel2
6.12
14.0%2
€C.97?

18.0%
42.,2%
19.42

1.02
0.0%
38.1%
47.42
10.32
3.0%
C.02

47.12
2T.6%
18.0%
2.12
4.5%
0.6%

35.5¢%
21.0%
14.8%
11.9%
8.0%
4.8%
1.9%
C.92
0.6%
0.02
0.02
0.0%

47.6%
17.82
0.02
15.12
19.5%



YEARS MAEQ[ED‘

ECUCATION

[NCOME

22C DATA
AVERAGE RAC

AVERAGE

l

2

3

4
5-10
11-15
16-20

20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
14
15
l6
L7 AND 'tP

LESS THAN $4000
4000-5599
6300-7999
8000-9999

10070-11999
12300-13999
14030-15699
16300-17999
1300G=19999
20030~-UP

AVERAGE PCSITIVE BAC

QREFYSED TEST

NEGATIV*F
01 - .04
005 - .9
«10 = .14
15 - ,19
.ZO - 024
25 +
CNCE
TWICE

3 CF MORE

130

EXHIBIT 8.0-14 (Continued)

N={ 162)
12.6

15

21

6

- 7

34

22

17

36

N=( 332)
10.9
13
67
41
3¢
120
17
16
12

7

3

N=( 317)
85
53
82
40
26

—
CONMUIMW

N=( 354)
« 1603
o 162%

27
112
125

57

27

N=( 5CC)
26

I1.7%
12.97

3.7%

4.3%
20.97
13.5%
10.4%
22.2%

6.72
20.1%
12.3%
10.87
3¢.17?

5.12

4,87

3.62

2.1%

C.9%

26.8%
16.7%
25.82
12.62
8.2%
5.623
1.5%
O.6%
C.0%2
1.8%

lel%
C.52
7«62
31.62
35.32
16.12
7.6%

5.2%
0.62
0.0%



R —

EXHIBIT 8.0-14 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCCHES N=

ORINKER CLASS

VICLATICHS

N

AVFRAGE ALC\CD
1-11

12-19

20=-29

3g-3¢

40~49

50-tJP

DATA N=t
PRIARLEM

NON=-FRCALEM

UNDEFIN-=D

EST. PRIR, DRINKERS

ADR N={
1 Al

2 Owl

3 Dwl

4 Dwl

5+ DWWl

AVeRAGE N] CwIS

NCN A/FR VIOLATINONS

—

1-2
3-4
5=6
7-8
9 uUP

AVZRAGE MNON A/R VIOL
1 ACCIDEENT

2 ACCIPZINTS

3 ACCIBENTS

4 CR MQO2E

AVER NT ACCICENTS

CRIMINAL INVESTIGATIOw DATA N=(

1=-2 MISUEMEANORS

3=4 M]STEMEANORS

S¢ MISDIMEANORS

AVG NOQ, MISTEMEANCPS
1-2 FEL3IMIES

3-4 FZLONIES

5+ FELCHIES

AVG NI FELCNIES

1=-2 A/# MISOFEMEANIRS
3=-4 £/3 MISTEMEANNRS
S5¢ A/F MISCEMEANQRS
AVG NO 2 /R MISTEMEANDRS
1=2 a/% FELONIES

3-4 A/R FRLONIZS

5¢ A/R FTLCNIES

AVG N7 /R FELONIES

131

222)
11.3
121
ST
18
4
2
0

220)
121
16l
48
122

5CC)
246
107
37
7
2
ledl

182
59
24

9
6

1.3¢

110
42
8

1
c44

9%)
49
2C

59.92
28.2%
8.9%
l1.97
0.92
C.07?

36,67
48.7%
14.52
24449

£9.21%
2l.4?
T.42
l1.42
0.4%2

20,47
11.8%
4,87
1.8%2
1.2

22.02
8.67
1.67
0.2?2

Z1.5%
21.0%
27.3%

4.,2%
0.07
C.0%

38.9%
8.43
3.12

1.0%
0.0%
G.0%



AVG QAYS T TYPE

S WN -

AVG CAYS TC TYPS

S W -

A\VG DAYS TC TYPE

S W N

EXHIBIT 8,0-14 (Continued)

1 RECID

2 RECID

3 RICID

132

107
74
21

8

52

S0
3s
12

Q?
99
2s
12

3C2
248
1€0

70

351
241
143

57

351
241
143

57

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
CAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS



EXHIBIT 8.0-15

INAHD ALCCHTL SAFETY ACTION

OROFILE ANALYSIS

1375 CICP RECIC

SANMPLE S12%

CSEX N=(
MALES
FEVALES
HEIGHT N=(
AVERQRAGE KEIGHT
WEIGHT N=(
AVERAGE Wt IGHT
AGE N=(
AVERAGE 4Gt
AGE 16 )R LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
AGF 40 - 44
AGE 45 - 49
AGe S0 - 59
AGE 60 AND JVER
RACE N=(
WHITE
BLACK
AMERICAY [INDIAN
MEXTCAN
CRIENT AL
LATIN
ATHSP RACES
_ENMFLCYMENT STATUS N={
FULL-TT4E
PART-TIVE
NOT EMPLPYED
HOUSEWIFE
STUDENTS
RETIRED
CCCUPATICN TYPE N= (
UNEMPLZYED

PRMNE / TECH

CLERICAL / SALES
SERVICES

AGRICHLTUr ¢
PRCCESSING

MACHINE TRADES
FARRICATION / RCPAIR
STRUCTURAL

CTHER

133

PRIJECT

117

113)
101

68.2

10¢)

156G.1

114)
36.0
-

91 .87
8.12

6.1%
21.97
9.6%
12.22
1l4.0%
7.0%
9.62
15.7%
3.5%

BE .S5%
2.0%
4.1%
$5.2%
0.0%
C.0%
C.0%

67.7%
5.22
23.9%
1.0%
2.07
0.07

4,27
S.4%
2.12
17.82
10.5%
11.5¢
2.17
4.2%
10.5%
27.3%



YEARS IN [TAHD

EXHIBIT 8.0-15 (Continued)

N=(
AVERAGT YEARS IN DA

U W N

6-10

11-15

16-20

21 AND 7Jv:zs

REHMARILITATION DATA N={(

CCLPT ALCCHCL

MerolTAL STATUS

JEPENDENTS

RELIGICN

ATTENUE) DEF. DRIVING
ATTENDEN UICP
ATTENDE) COURT-SCHACL

SCHJCL NaTa N=1(
NEGATIV: [MFROVEMECNT
IERZ [VORAVEMENT
[MPRCVIMENT 1-4
5-9

10-14

15-19

20-UP

MARRTED
SINGLE
UIVvIRC:ZD
WIDNWFN
ScPEearT-n
CTHER

VDO~ wNe— D

10
L1+

PRCTESTANT
cATHCLIC
JEwISH

MO MCN
CTHZR

134

N
(%)

e D
'

OWMPNOrFWwWwdHO

S

117)
21
58
31

EDN)
1
0

10

12
3
0
5

Gc6)
19
28
1é
4
9

0

Gl)
31
26
&
12
13

COCO~NO

4.5%
3.47
3.4%
l.12
C.07
5.7%
6.82
17.2%
£l.47

26.4%
49.57
26442

3.2¢%
O.o!
32.27
34,77
9.62
C.0%
1€.17

40.67
29.1%
16,67
“.l,
G.3%
C.C%

24,07
28.5¢
6.5%
13.1t
14.,2%
0.07
2.1%
1.02
C.0%
C.0%
0.0%
C.0%

40,22
20.6%

0.0%
13.72
25.2%

|

|



YEARS MACE [ED

ZCLCATICON

IACIVE

3AC DATA
AVERAGE BAC

EXHIBIT 8,0-15 (Continued)

AVIRAGS

& N

5-10

11-15

16-20
20+

AVERAGF YZARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
‘14
15
16
17 AN[: P

LESS THAM 84000
4000=55%5
600=-7999
3100-9959

100:9=-11%99
12990-13990
1400-15699
16050-17999
132)90-197999
20d30-UP

AVERAGE PCSITIVE 8AC

REFUSEC TEST

NEGATIV"®
Ol = $J4
.05 - .29
«l0 = 414
015 - olq
02:) - 24
025 +
ONCE
TWlCE

3 C9 MMEF

135

N={

&

N UL D e - O D
L4

—
P
[ ]

—

N=( S5

—
o

W ~N 3
o™ >r'n

N = VWD

Nz 63)

12
19
17

WO r——-—N s

M=( 181)

«172%
«1752

15.S2
13.6%2

2272
2.27
18.1%
29.5%

2.2%
15.6G%

3.5¢%
27.3%
S.4%
8.4%
34,77
5¢2%
4.27
1.0%
1.0¢%
2.1%

16.5%
12.6%
20,42
13.2%
4.3%
2.1%
l.C?
1.0%
0.0%
3.2%

1.6
0.5%
4,92

25.42

36.47

1€.5%

14.32

10.2%
D.RE
0.0%



EXHIBIT 8.0-15 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCLRES N=( 69)
AVERAGES AL CACD 12.7
1-11 31
12-19 17
20-29 e
30-39 4
40~-43 0
50-UP Q
NRINKER CLASS CATA N= q4)
PRCALEM &S5
NON=FRC3LEM 24
UNEEEIN=ET 15
2ST. PROF, GRINMKZERS 102
vICLATICMS CN ADR N=( 117)
1 Cwl ‘3
2 Wl 53
3 Cwl . 36
4 DAl 10
5S¢ CwI 12
AVEIAGE N WIS 282
1-2 NIM &/ VvIOULATIONS 46
3-4 l¢e
5-6 5
7-3 ]
3 uP 2
AVERAGE MON A/R VIOL 1.¢€9
1 ACCICEMT 20
2 ACCININTS 15
3 ACCIDNZNTS 4
4 0 MIE 2
AVES MO O ACCICENTS o £S
CAIMINAL INVESTIGATI O nATA N=( 14)
1=2 MIS"EMEAMDAS 12
3= MISUFMEANNSES 7
54+ M[ST-MIANDORS . 15
AVG NOQ, MISCEMEANINS 4.17
1=2 FELONIES ]
3=4 FZLNIES C
5S¢ FEZLTMIES Q
AVS NO SZLCMIES .00
1-2 A/& MISDFMZANDRS 15
3-4 A/ M[SUEYMZANIRS 3
S¢ A/% AISCEMEANQRS 3
AVG N7 /% MISDENMFANGRS l.47
1=-2 A/3 FEZLONILES Q
3-4 A/ ETLONICES ¢
5+ A/% TELCMIES 0
AVG N /R OESLONTES <0G

136

51.6%
28.3%
13.3%
6.62
C.0%
0.0%

SR,57
25.52
15.9%
97.12

2.5%
313.3%
R.52
10.22

26.3%
13.6%
4.27%
4 .22
1.7%

25.62
12.87
3.&2
l.72

315,27
2C5%
44,12

C.0%
0.07
0.0%

44.1%
8.8%
R.82

0.02
0.0*
0.0%
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EYHTRIT R.0.18

A\NG DAYS TC TYPE 1 RECID
1
2
3
4
5
AVG DAYS TC TYPE ? RECID
1
2
3
4
5

ANMG DAYS TO TYPE 3 R:ECIO

N DN e

ASAP REC IDIVISM

137

{Continued)

€3
T8
‘20
3¢
17

44
84
12
44
32

44
84
33
44
32

117

321
2C4
122
g4
44

3C0
l1ee
113
84
4C

3C0
188
113
€4
40

275

CCAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
CAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAYS
TAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
CAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS



HEIGHT
WEIGHT

ACE

RACE

EXHIBIT 8.0-16

PROFIL?F

INAHD ALCOMCL SAFETY ACTIIN PROJECT

ANALYSITS

1976 CAS & ClcP 210

ENMPLIOYMENT STATUS

OCCUPATICN TYDE

SANMPLE SIZE : 122

M= 114)
MALES 110
FEMALSS 4

N=( 114)
AVERAGE FEIGHT 69 .4

N= 1 113}
AVERAGE Wi IGKT 172.7

N=(  117)
AVERAGE AGE 3€.8
AGFE 19 &7 LESS 7
AGE 29 - 24 17
AGE 25 - 29 22
AGE 30 - 34 l4
AGE 3% - 36 7
AGE 40 = 44 10
AGE 45 - 49 19
AGE 50 - 59 15
AGE 60 ANL JVER é

N=(  1C3)
WHITE 86
BLACK 0
AMERIC AN INCIAN a
MEXICAN 8
CRIEANTAL o]
LATIN 0
CTH=zR RACES 1

N={ 1C9)
FULL-TIVE 81
PART-TIME 4
NOT EMPLAOYED 16
HOUSEWIFF 1
STUDENTS 2
RETIRER 5

N= { 106)
UNEMFLIYFED 10
PRCF / TZCHk S
CLERICAL /7 SALES 2.
SEQYIr:ZS 16
AGRICULTURE 13
PRCCESSIANG 7
MACHINZ TRADES 4
FARR ICATION / FEPAILR 2
STRUCTHT AL 8
CTHZR 23

138

26 .4%
3.5%

5.9%
13.82
11.92

5.5%

B.S%
16.27
12.8%2

5.1%2

33.42
D.0%2
T.7%
TeT2
0.02
0.0%
C.S%

T4.37
3.6!
la. 62
C.9%
.82
4,57

9.47
4.72
l.82
15.02
12.2°7
6.6%
3,72
2.8%
1.57
315.82



YZ23S IN ICAaHID

SEHABILITATION

CCLRT ALCCHCL

MAJITAL STATHS

CEPENNENTS

RELIGICN

N=( 133
AVERAGT YE LRS IN DA 26.1
1 5
2 1
3 3
4 2
5 0
5-10 11
L1-1% 9
16-20" 11
21 AND JvEPO 61
DAT A N=( 122)
ATTEMLED DEF. DRIVING 24
ATTENDE" DICP 70
ATTY=NCED CQOURT=-SCHOCL 79
SCHAOCL CATA N={ 1%)
NEGATIVE [MPEQVENMENT 1
I2RA0C TVPRJVEMENT 0
IMBERICVEMAENT 1-6 25
5-C 18
10-14 13
15=-19 2 .
© 20-=UP ]
N=( 110)
MARKTED .50
SIMNGL? 30
NIVARC=C 18
wiCOwz)D 5
SEPEPATED 7
CTHER 0
N=( 108)
0 14
1 38
2 17
3 10
4 15
5 9
¢ 2
7 1
8 0
9 0
10 1
11+ 1
N=(  107)
PROTESTANT 55
CATHCLIC 15
JEWISH 0]
MOQMCHN 15
NTHER 22

EXHIBIT 8.0-16 (Continued)

139

4 .02
C.G?
2.9%
L.97
0.0%
10.6%
8.7%
1C.6%
59.2%

19.67
€7.3%
€472

1.2%
C.0%
3l.6%
48,17
16.4%
2.5%
0.07

45.42
27.22
16,37
4.5%
6.37
0.0%

12.5%
35.1%
15.7%
9.2%
13.8%
8.3%
1.8%
C.92
0.0%2
0.02
C.5?
C.9%

51.42
14.0%

0.0%
14.0%
2C.52



YEA2S MAIRIED

SCLCATION

1 MNCCME

QAC DATA
AVFERACE

RaC

EXHIBIT 8.0-16 (Continued)

Al
-4
D
"

S WP =

5-12

11-15

16-20
20+

AVERAGE YEARS
1-6
7-9
10
11
12
13
lae
15
15
17 AND up

LESS THAM $40C0O

4JC0-56%¢
A020-74993
3303-9999
170C0-11999
12000-139G99
169002-15993
160C0-17%39
13330-19999

200U2-ypP

AVIPAGCE POSITIVE d4C

QEFUSED

TEST

NEGATIvVE
01 = G4
005 - .OQ
.10 - .1/4
el = o193
020 - 02'9
«25 ¢+
CNCE
TWICC

3 CR MTp<

140

N=( 52)

12.0

N A~ W W~

N={ 106)
10.4

30
13

("]
NNNOOe—~ O

N={ 1CC)

21
219
13
10

N =t e

N=( 174)
.173%
L1742

10
47
€4
28
23

N=( 122)
15

13,42
5.7%
T.67%
1.9%

25.07

13 .47
9.6%

23.0%

5.1%
28.3%2
12.2%

T.52
36.77

C.9?

Se6%

0.07

1.8’

1.2

19.0%
2l.0%
28.02
13.0%

1C0.0%

4,02
1.07
1.02
1.0%
2.0%2

C.5%
0.57
5.7T2%
27.02
36,72
1£.0%
13.2%

12.27
0.82
0.07?
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EXHIBIT 8.0-16 (Continued)

DTAGNCSTIC TEST SCNR=S N={ 31)
AVERAGE ALCACD 15.6
1-11 34
12-19 29
20-29 12
30-39 4
4)=-%S 0]
S0-uP 2
ULRINKER CLASS rATA N={ 1CS)
PRCJLEM &0
NON=F2CRLEWN 36
JNDEFINEZD 13
=ST, PR3, DOINKEZS 108
VISLATICONS N ADSY N={ 122)
1 TwW! 2
2 Dwl &4
3 B4 4Q
4 DWl 11
5¢ Dwl 5
AVERAGE NG DvIS . 2463
1=2 NN &/% VIULATICNS 42
3=4 16
5=6 11
7=-2 3
9 yYP 0
AV ERAGH ANIN A/ VIDL l.66
1 ACCIDENMT 34
2 ACCIDENTS 14
3 SCCIDENTS 1
4 [ MCEE 1
AvER N3 ACCICENTS «56
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATICN NATA N=o( 21])
1=-2 MISOTMZANMRS 15
3=64 MIST VM ZANNRS [
S5+ AL AR ANCRS 10
AVEG NO, MISOHEMZIANIRS 3.51
1-2 FELTNIES V]
3-4 FelLUNIES 0
5¢ FELOCMIES o]
AVG NN FELCNIES «00
1=-2 A4/ MISOEMEANNRS 21
3-4 A/R MISDEMERANORS 4
5¢ A/5 MISCEMZANCKS 2
AVG N L/R MISDEMEAMNOKS 1.80
1-2 A/ FELINIES 0
3-4 A/R FELNNIES 0
5¢ A/2 FELCONIES 0
AVE ND A/B EELNNTES .00

141

4l.9°
35.0¢2
14,.9%
4.9%2
C.0%
2447

55.0%
23.0%
11.q1
38.5%

1.67
52442
32.7¢

S.0%

4.0%

35.2%
15.5?
9.02
.42
C.0%2

27.82
11.42
O.872
C.87%

48.3%
15,32
227

0.07
0.0%
0.07%

67.7%
12.62
Heo?

0.02
0.0%2



AvG DAYS TC TyPE 1

N W e

AVG NAYS TC TYFE 2

NN

AVG DAYS TC TYPE 3

(SR S JRVUR VI

AS AP

EXHIBIT 8,0-16 (Continued)

2ECID
€4
a0
13
12
1l

FECID
55
76
60
16
17

REC1D
55
716
60
1¢
17

~ZCINIVISM 122

142

416
LE8
123
é3
€2

4C2
147
147
€0
46

4C2
147
147
€0
46

3Cé

DAYS
CAYS
DAYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
GAayS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS
DAYS
DAaYS
DAYS
DAYS

DAYS



b e s s

EXHIBIT 8.0-17

IDAHN ALCSHEL SVYFETY ACTIONM

PENFILE ANALYSIS

1675 CAS £ DICP NMOM=RECIN

SAMPLE STZE

CEX N=(
MALES
FeNMALEZS
HEIGHT N=(
AVERAGE HEIGHET
WEIGHT N={
AVERAGE WEIGHT
ACE N=(
AVERAGE A4GE
AGE 16 IF LESS
AGE 20 - 24
AGE 25 - 29
AGE 30 - 34
AGE 35 - 39
AGE 40 - 44
AGF 45 - 49
AGF 53 - 5S¢
AGE 60 4N JVE®
RACE N=(
WHITEe
RL ACK
AMEZICA) INCIAN
MIX]CAN
CRIENTAL
LATIN
CTHZR RAaCrFS
EMPLOYMIMNT STATUS N=(
FULL-TIwE
_PART-TIME
NOY EMFLOYEDR
HOUSEWI =<
STUNENT S
RETIRELD
NCCUPATINN TYPE M=o

UNEVELCYED

PRCF / T:ICH

CLEEICAL / SEALFES
SZPVICES

AGRICULTURE
PRCCESSING

MACKING TF BJES
FARRICATIUGN / PEPAIFR
STRUCTHZ AL

CTHeR

143

PROJECT

5C0

412)

366
46

413)

69,2

413)

162.7

429)

34,9

5%
78
64
51
44
44
28

374)
30
32
18
38
3z
28
13
14
25

134

F8.8%
11.1%

18.1%
14,92
11.8%
10.27
10.27%
6.5%
9,0?
t.C¥?

F9.4%
C.72
2.37
€.82
0.0%
0.27
C.2%

T4.42
4.6%
11.62
2.3!
3.67
3.37

8.0
8.57
4,02
10.1%
8.57
T.4%
3.47
3.7%
3.3%
35.8%



YELRS IN [DAH)

REHARILITATIGON

CCLRT ALCJHCL

MACTTAL STATUS

OEPENDEINTS

QELIGICN

EXHIBIT 8.0-17 (Continued)

N=1
AVERAGE YEARS IN IDA

S WN -

5

6=-10

11-15

16=-20

21 AND WVER

DAT A N=(
ATTEANENY LEF. DRIVING
ATTENCFD GICP
ETTENNED COUFT-SCHONL

SCHUCL DaTaA N=(
NEGATIVE I'MFROVEVMENT
IER] [TMPEOVEMENT
[MFRCVEYTMNT l=-6
5-Q
10-14
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EXHIBIT 8.0-17 (Continued)

I' YEARS MASI[ED Ne( 2172)
[ 1 36 16.¢2
2 16 7.5%
3 15 7.C2
). 4 S 4.2%
E? 5-10 54 25.3%
11-15 27 12.6%
) 16-29 20 $.3%
F- 20+ 3e 16 .9%
) - ECLCATION N={ 376)
- AVESAGE YEA3S 11.1
{: 1-6 14 6.CZ
7-9 55 15.67
. 10 39 10.3%
[, 11 &5 14.67
" 12 143 18,07
13 25 66X
[‘ 14 ' 1R 4.7T%
X 15 8 2.1%
16 12 3.1%
4- 17 &N" 1P 3 C.7%
h [ACCwE N={ 260)
LZSS THAN $40050 85 23.6%
'l AL0G=-593¢ 73 20,22
L 5100-79910 sa 27.5%
RICO-9999 49 13.67
,[ 102:36-11998 4 22 €.1%
i 127,0-13999 B O 3.0%
143100-15999 il 3.0%
- 1609C-17996 1 0.27
18900~-19999 4 lel%
20000-0P 5 1.3%
(8 AAC DATA N=( 374)
198 AVERAGE FAC .154%
! AVERAGE PISITIVE BAC .157%
| NECATIV: e 2.12
| 01 - .)4 . 5 1.37
.05 - .09 22 8.5%
{ <10 - .i4 138 36,87
= 020 - o7& 55 1‘007!
o W25 4 22 8.5%
W- KEFUSEC T&EST N=l  S00)
? CNCE 18 3.6%
|5 TWICE 2 0.47
- 3 02 MOC 0 0.0%
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EXHIBIT 8.0-17 (Continued)

DIAGNCSTIC TEST SCCRES N=( 279)
AVERAGF EALCACD 1.2
1-11 135 48.5%
12-19 8% 31.6%
20-29 40 14.3%2
30-39 1l 3.92
40-46 3 1.0%
50-1P 1 0.32
SFINKER (LLASS CATA N=( 387)
PRCALEM 127 35,47
NNON=FICRLEM 205 52.9%2
UNDEFINFD : 45 11.62
EST. PRIA, NRINKERS 12¢ 25.2%2
VIOLATICNS CN ADB N=( SCO)
1 NWl 4R 69.6%
2 DAl 11R 23.67
3 OwWl ' 25 5.0%
4 Cwl 5 1.0%
S+ DwWl 1 C.27
AVERAGE N CwlS le3¢
1-2 MON 4/% VIDLATIONS le6 313,22
3-4 €0 12.02
5-6 22 4,4%
7-8 7 l.42
9 y° 2 0.42
AVERAGE NGN A/&% vIOL l.26
1 ACCIRANT 112 22.4%
2 ACCIT+NTS 39 7.87
3 ACCININTS 9 1.8¢%
4 (R M2k 2 0.42
AV =2 NI OLCCIDENTS 045
CHIMINGL TANVESTIGATICN DATE N={ 1¢2)
1=2 MIS)HIMLANARS 58 5643%
3-4 MISNIMEANORS 20 15.47
S+ MISNIMIANCES : 25 2442%
AVG N3, AISOSMEAMNORS 3.18
1-2 FIL.NIES 3 2.92
3-4 FELIN[ES’ 0 0.0%
5¢ FELYIICS 0 0.0%
AVG N) SELCONIES .03
1-2 A/R MISDEMEANNRS €4 52.42
3=-6 3/2 MISDEMEANOIS 5 4.82
S5+ A/3 MISTEYCANCTS 4 3.82
WG ND A/R MISDEMSANIAS 1.08
1=2 A/ FILCNIES 2 1.52
3-4 A/R FILSMIES 0 0.0%
S+ 4/% TELCMIES ) 0.07
AVG N0 /P FELONIES .02
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EXHIBIT 8.0-17 (Continued) -

LayS TC TYPE 1 REZIN
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