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PREFACE 

The Highway S a f e t y  R e s e a r c h  I n s t i t u t e  h a s  u n d e r t a k e n  a  num- 

b e r  o f  a c t i v i t i e s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  its e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e  Washtenaw 

County A l c o h o l  S a f e t y  A c t i o n  Program,  i n c l u d i n g  r o a d s i d e  s u r v e y s ,  

s u r v e y s  o f  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  and  s e l e c t e d  t a r g e t  g r o u p s ,  a n d  

c o l l e c t i o n  and a n a l y s i s  o f  c r a s h ,  a r r e s t ,  and  r e c i d i v i s m  d a t , a ,  

These  a c t i v i t i e s  and  t h e i r  f i n d i n z s  a r e  d e s c r i b e d  i n  

s e p a r a t e l y  bound r e p o r t s  c o n s i s  t e n t  w i t h  t h e  r e p o r t i n g  s t r u c t u r e  

of t h e  s p o n s o r i n g  a g e n c i e s .  T h i s  s t ruc tu re  e n a b l e s  t h e  r e a d e r  

i n t e r e s t e d  i n  a  s i n g l e  t o p i c  t o  a c c e s s  t h e  r e l e v a n t  r e p o r t  con- 

v e n i e n t l y .  However, t h e  i n d i v i d u a l  r e p o r t s  i n  t h i s  s e r i o s  

l a r g e l y  do n o t '  c o n t a i n  c o m p a r a t i v e  d a t a  d e r i v e d  f rom s e p a r a t e  

e v a l u a t i v e  a c l - i v i t i e s .  Such c o m p a r i s o n s ,  when a p p r o p r i a t e ,  w i l l  

be f o u n d  i n  t h e  sumnary  r e p o r t  c i t e d  below.  

R e p o r t s  ir t h i s  s e r i e s  which a r e  c o m p l e t e d ,  i n  p r o c e s s ,  or  

p l a n n e d  fcr  t h e  F a l l  1973  a r c  l i s t e d  below:  

1. Washtenaw County 1 9 7 1 ,  1972 and 1973 BAC R o a d s i d e  S u r v e y ,  
UhI-HSRI-AL-73-6, 

2 .  1971  and 1973 ASAP S u r v e y s :  Wasktenaw -- and J a c k s o n  County  
Volui l tnry  O r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  Ui\I-HSkl- AL-73-7, 

3 .  1971  and 1973 AS.4P S u r v e y s :  Washvl2naw - County P h y s i c i a n s ,  
IAI-HSRI-AL-73-8. 

4 .  1971  ancl 1973 ASAP S u r v e y s :  Washt3naw County G e n e r a l  P u b l i c ,  
UhI-HSHI-AL-73-9, 

5. 1971  and 11373 ASAP S u r v e y s :  - \Yashte;iaw County A t t o r n e y s ,  
vn1-1rs~r - . A L - ~ ~ - I O .  

6 .  1971  and 1973 -- ASAP S u r v e y s  : Washteraw County Law E n f o r c e m e n t  
A g e n c i e s ,  GI-HSRI-AL-73-11. 

7 .  1 9 7 1  and 1973 ASAP S u r v e y s :  Washtenaw County  IIigh S c h o o l  
S t u d e n t s .  Ill-IiSRI-.AL-73-12. 

- 

8. A n a l y s i s  of U'ashtenxw County A l c o h o l  S a f e t y  A c t i o n  Program - - 
P o l i c e  Coun te rn leasure  A c t i v i t y ,  UII-HSRI-AL-73. 1 3 .  

9.  A n a l y s i s  o f  Kaslitenaw County  A l c o h o l  S a f e t y  A c t i o n  Ifi-ogram 
J u d i c i a l ,  R e f e r r a l  and  D i a g n o s t i c  -- A c t i v i t y ,  lJh1-HSRI-A~-73-14. 

iii 



1 0 .  Ana lys i s  of  Washtenaw County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Ac t ion  Program 
-- - -  . . - - -  
Treatment  Countermeasures ,  IAI-HSRI-AL-73-15, 

11. Ana lys i s  of Washtenaw County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Ac t ion  Program 
Crash .  C r i t e r  io11 Aieasures . b31-HSRI-AL-73-16. 

1 2 .  Washtenaw County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Act ion  Program E v a l u a t i o n  
Summary, UII-HSRI-AL-73-17. 

With r e g a r d  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t  r e p o r t ,  we would l i k e  t o  e x p r e s s  

o u r  a p p r e c i a t i o n  t o  t h e  law enforcement  o f f i c e r s  from t h e  Ann 

Arbor P o l i c e  Department ,  t h e  Y p s i l a n t i  P o l i c e  Department ,  and 

t h z  Washtenaw County S h e r i f f ' s  Department who p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  

t h e s e  s u r v e y s .  Without t h e i r  c o o p e r a t i o n ,  t h i s  r e s e a r c h  wouPd 

no L have been p o s s i b l e  . 
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1. SUMMARY 

Two s u r v e y s  of law enforcement  a g e n c i e s  i n  Washtenaw County 

were conducted f o r  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e  Washtenaw Alcohol  S a f e t y  

Ac t ion  Program (WASAP) p u b l i c  i n f o r m a t i o n  and e d u c a t i o n  campaign 

a s  i t  p e r t a i n e d  t o  t h o s e  a g e n c i e s .  The s u r v e y s  were conducted  by 

s e l f - a d m i n i s t e r e d  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  i n  1971 and 1973, t h e  f i r s t  t o  

c o l l e c t  b a s e l i n e  d a t a  b e f o r e  t h e  campaign and t h e  second  t o  c o l -  

l e c t  compara t ive  d a t a  f o r  e v a l u a t i o n  o f  campaign e f f e c t i v e n e s s .  

K ine ty - fou r  completed q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  were r e c e i v e d  i n  1971 ,  157 

i ,n  1973.  
The campaign sough t  t o  r a i s e  t h e  l e v e l  of  awareness  and know- 

l e d g e  about  t h e  drunk  d r i v i n g  problem g e n e r a l l y  and t h e  invo lve -  

c:ent o f  problem d r i n k e r s  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t o  in form law enforceinent  

clf f i c e r s  about  t h e  ASAP coun te rmeasu res  a g a i n s t  t h e  problem,  and 

t.o promote p o s i t i v e  a t t i t u d e s  toward t r e a t m e n t  o f  problem d r i n k e r s .  

Tne pr imary  campaign a c t i v i t y  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d  was t h e  p r o d u c t i o n  

of  a  series of  v i d e o t a p e s  f o r  use  by t h e  law enforcement  a g e n c i e s  

jn  t r a i n i n g  t h e i r  s t a f f .  P o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  would a l s o  be exposed t o  

t h e  mass media campaign a s  members of  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c .  Some 

e f f e c t  was e x p e c t e d  from t h e  i n t e r a c t i o n  of o f f i c e r s  a s s i g n e d  t o  

s p e c i a l  ASAP p a t r o l s  and unass igned  o f f i c e r s .  

The s u r v e y  f i n d i n g s  showed t h a t  a l c o h o l  was c o n s i d e r e d  a  con- 

t r i b u t i n g  f a c t o r  i n  somewhat fewer  c a s e s  of  a l l  t y p e s  handled  by 

t h e  o f f i c e r s  i n  a  y e a r .  I n  1971 ,  t h e  median e s t i m a t e  was t h a t  

a l c o h o l  was a  c o n t r i b u t i n g  f a c t o r  i n  50% of a r e s p o n d e n t ' s  t o t a l  

c a s e s ,  whereas  i n  1973, t h e  median e s t i m a t e  o f  a l c o h o l  involvement  

was 45% of  a  t o t a l  c a s e s .  

An i n c r e a s e  from 69% t o  82% was found i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  who 

thought  t h a t  h a l f  o r  more f a t a l  t r a f f i c  c r a s h e s  i nvo lved  a  d r i n k -  

i n g  d r i v e r , b u t  a  m a j o r i t y  t hough t  t h a t  s o c i a l  d r i n k e r s  r a t h e r  t h a n  

problem d r i n k e r s  were p r i m a r i l y  i nvo lved  i n  such  c r a s h e s .  

Seventy-two p e r c e n t  i n  1973 thought  t h a t  no more than  two d r i n k s  

consumed i n  one hour  would b e  t h e  l i m i t  t o  i n s u r e  s a f e  d r i v i n g ,  



compared wi th  35% i n  1971. M a j o r i t i e s  i n  b o t h  y e a r s  thought  t h r e e  

t o  f o u r  d r i n k s  i n  one  hour would be t h e  l i m i t  b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  a  

- 1 0  BAC, t h e  p re sumpt ive  minimum BAC f o r  impai red  d r i v i n g  i n  

Michigan i n  1971 and f o r  DUIL i n  1973 .*  M a j o r i t i e s  of r e sponden t s  

i n  bo th  y e a r s  underest i .mated t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  a c c i d e n t  r i s k  fo l l ow-  

i n g  consumption of s i x  o r  n i n e  d r i n k s  i n  one hou r .  

I n  comparison w i t h  t h e  general .  p u b l i c  su rveyed  i n  1973 i n  

Washtenaw County,  p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  i n  1973 were g e n e r a l l y  well- 

informed about  ASAP a c t i v i t i e s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h o s e  a c t i v i t i e s  

r e l a t e d  t o  law enforcement .  Ninety-one p e r c e n t  of t h e  p o l i c e  

vespondents  had h e a r d  of h a l f  o r  more o f  t h e  e i g h t  l i s t e d  a c t i v i -  

s ies  compared wi th  o n l y  20% o f  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c .  However, o n l y  

31% o f  t h e  o f f i c e r s  r e p o r t e d  hav ing  s e e n  t h e  v i d e o t a p e s  deve loped  

"or t r a i n i n g  pu rposes .  

P o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  i n  1973 made s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  e s t i m a t e s  ~f  t h e  

p r o p o r t i o n  of a d u l t s  i n  Washtenaw County who have a  s e r i o u s  d r i n k -  

Lng problem t h a n  i n  1971. The median e s t i m a t e  was 10% i n  1971 

and 12% i n  1973. They were o n l y  somewhat l e s s  p e s s i m i s t i c  i n  1973 

about  t h e  chance of  a  pe r son  wi th  a d r i n k i n g  problem overcoming t h e  

problem.  T h i r t y - e i g h t  p e r c e n t  gave such  pe r sons  a t  l e a s t  a  50-50 

chance ,  compared wi th  30% i n  1971. But a  m a j o r i t y  i n  bo th  y e a r s  

thought  t h a t  s u c c e s s  would occu r  o n l y  o c c a s i o n a l l y  o r  a lmost  neve r .  
I n  bo th  s u r v e y s ,  A l c o h o l i c s  Anonymous was t h e  most f r e q u e n t l y  

r e p o r t e d  s o u r c e  of h e l p  which had  been s u g g e s t e d  t o  pe r sons  p i cked  

up f o r  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  o f f e n s e s .  Although more r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  

1973 had s u g g e s t e d  t h e  Washtenaw Counci l  on Alcohol ism (WCA) a s  a  

s o u r c e  of  h e l p  (21%) t h a n  i n  1971 ( 3 % ) ,  t h e  WCA was t h e  l e a s t  

f r e q u e n t l y  r e p o r t e d  s u g g e s t i o n  of  e i g h t  t r e a t m e n t  a g e n c i e s  o r  

f a c i l i t i e s  i n  Washtenaw County l i s t e d  i n  t h e  19'73 s u r v e y .  

P o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  were more l i k e l y  i n  1973 than  i n  1971 t o  

approve o f  r e q u i r i n g  a  b r e a t h  t e s t  of pe r sons  s t o p p e d  i n  random 

road  checks and of pe r sons  i nvo lved  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  highway 

c r a s h e s  (20% v s .  42% f o r  random road  checks and 84% v s .  92% f o r  

*In A p r i l  1972,  t h e  p re sumpt ive  minimum BACs f o r  Dr iv ing  Under 
t h e  I n f l u e n c e  (DUIL) and f o r  t h e  l e s s e r  i n c l u d e d  o f f e n s e  of  
Impaired d r i v i n g  were reduced  from .15 t o  . 10  and from . l o  t o  
- 0 8  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  



a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  c r a s h e s  i n  1971 and 1973 r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .  There  

was a  d e c r e a s e  i n  suppo:rt  f o r  p a t r o l s  around p r i v a t e  p a r t i e s  (53% 

v s .  43%) ,  but  a n  i n c r e a s e  i n  s u p p g r t  was found f o r  r e q u i r i n g  b a r s  

and t a v e r n s  t o  p r o v i d e  b r e a t , h t e s t i n g  d e v i c e s  f o r  cus tomers '  own 

use (44% v s .  52%) .  Onl:y twenty-seven p e r c e n t  i n  1973 thought  t h e  

governme1:t s h ~ u P d  not. be inv.slveCl i n  r e h a b i l i t a t i v e  a c t i v i t i e s  f o r  

drunk d r i v e r s ,  ct~rnpared w i t 1 1  40% i n  1971.  

S ix ty-one  p e r c e n t  i n  1973 thought  t h a t  t h e  s p e c i a l  ASAP 

p a t r o l s  had had a t  l e a s t  some impact  on drunk d r i v i n g  awareness  of  

c t i l e r  p a t r o l s  bo th  a t  t h e  beg inn ing .  and d u r i n g  t h e  program, and 

t h e  m a j o r i t y  f e l t  t h a t  ASAP had  bt.c.11 a t  l e a s t  somewhat succe .3s fu l  

i n  r e d u c i n g  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  c ~ a s  hcs . A m a j o r i t y  approved o f  t h e  

c s e  of  Antabuse'"* by c o n v i c t e d  i r u a k  d r i v e r s  who were problem 

d r i n k e r s .  B u t  o n l y  15% thought  4:tltabuse wa.s even o f  some v a l u e  

I n  r e d u c i n g  drunk  d r i v i n g  r e c i d i v i s m .  

For ty-seven  p e r c e n t  of  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  1973 thought  t h a t  

2. n e g a t i v e  r e a c t  ion by p o l i c e  t o  t h e  lowered l e g a l  d r i n k i n g  age  

kad been somevhat o r  ve ry  importarl t  a s  a  f a c t o r  i n  c a u s i n g  t h e  

i n c r e a s e  i n  r e p o r t e d  a.',.c:ohoi-.a-~I.:-:.ted c r a s h e s  i n v o l v i n g  young 

d r i v e r s .  I n  t e rms  of a c t u a l  b e h a v i o r ,  22% s a i d  t h e y  were checking  

t h e  "had been d r i n k i n g "  box on t h e  a c c i d e n t  r e p o r t  form more f r e -  

q u e n t l y  t h a n  t h e y  had been two y e a r s  b e f o r e ,  bu t  o n l y  5% gave t h e  

lowered l e g a l  d r i n k i n g  a g e  a s  t h e i r  r e a s o n  f o r  chang ing .  

I n  b r i e f ,  some s u r v e y  r e s u l  ts were i n  a c c o r d  w i t h  WCASAP 

g o a l s .  I n c r e a s e s  were found i n  knowledge about  t h e  e x t e n t  o f  

a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  f a t a l  c r a s h e s ,  t h e  l i m i t  of  d r i n k s  f o r  s a f e  d r i v -  

i n g ,  and i n  awareness  o f  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  WCASAP a c t i v i t i e s .  

More t h a n  h a l f  of t h e  law enforcement  o f f i c e r s  su rveyed  f e l t  t h a t  

t h e  s p e c i a l  WCASAP p a t r o l s  had s t i m u l a t e d  o t h e r  o f f i c e r s  i n  t h e  

v a r i o u s  a g e n c i e s  t o  be more a l e r t  f o r  drunk d r i v e r s .  

Other  i n d i c a t o r s  of  change ,  however, were no t  s o  f a v o r a b l e ,  

The s u r v e y  f i n d i n g s  showed t h a t  o f f i c e r s  r e t a i n e d  a  t r a d i t i o n a l  

p e r c e p t i o n  o f  drunk d r i v e r s  a s  s o c i a l  d r i n k e r s  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of  t h e  

law who s h o u l d  be s e v e r e l y  p e n a l i z e d .  Although a  tendency toward 

dR) is t h e  r e g i s t e r e d  t r a d e  name f o r  t h e  d r u g ,  d i s u l f i r a m ,  
produced by t h e  Ayers t  ' L a b o r a t o r i e s .  



more accep tance  of  government i n t e r v e n t i o n  f o r  t r e a t m e n t  of  pro-  

blem d r i n k e r s  was found ,  o v e r a l l  pessimism about  t h e  chance 

of t r e a t m e n t  s u c c e s s  and s k e p t i c i s m  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  v a l u e  of  

Antabuse were a l s o  found .  

I n  c o n c l u s i o n ,  t h e  outcomes d i s c u s s e d  above were commensurate 

w i t h  t h e  e x t e n t  of campaign a c t i v i t y  w i t h  law enforcement  o f f i c e r s ,  

No s u b s t a n t i v e  changes  i n  a t t i t u d e s  or  behav io r  were expec ted  t o  

o c c u r  a s  a  r e s u l t  of  exposu re  t o  t h e  mass media campaign and under-  

~ t ~ i l i z a t i o n  of t h e  campaign v i d e o t a p e s  f u r t h e r  reduced  t h e  

. 3c r s s ib i l i t y  f o r  change .  The h i g h  l e v e l  o f  awareness  of  WCASAP 

a c t i v i t i e s  demons t r a t ed  by t h e  o f f i c e r s  was a s  l i k e l y  t h e  r e s u l t  

.>f d i r e c t  involvement i n  law enforcement  a c t  iv i t  i e s  a s s o c i a t e d  

w i t h  t h e  program a s  i t  was t h e  r e s u l t  of  exposure  t o  campaign 

x e s s a g e s  about  t h o s e  a c t i v i t i e s .  



2 .  PURPOSE AND METHODOLOGY 

Two s u r v e y s  of t h e  law enforcement  a g e n c i e s  o f  Washtenaw 

County were conducted a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  p rocedure s  f o r  t h e  

Washtenaw County Alcohol S a f e t y  Act i on  Program p u b l i c  i n fo rma t ion  

and e d u c a t i o n  campaign a s  i t  p e r t a i n e d  t o  t h e  a g e n c i e s .  The sur- 

veys were conducted by s e l f - a d m i n i s t e r e d  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  i n  1971 

and i n  1973.  The f i r s t  su rvey  o b t a i n e d  b a s e l i n e  d a t a  p r i o r  t o  t h e  

o p e r a t i o n a l  phase  of  t h e  campaign and t h e  second s u r v e y  produced 

post-campaign d a t a  f o r  compara t ive  pu rposes .  Both s u r v e y s  i n v e s t i -  

g , ~ t e d  knowledge about  t h e  r o l e  of a l c o h o l  i n  highway c r a s h e s ,  

a t t i t u d e s  abou t  drunk d r i v i n g ,  a l c o h o l i s m ,  and counte rmeasures  t o  

bo th  prob lems ,  and e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  c a s e s .  

The law enforcement  agenc i e s  involved  were t h e  Ann Arbor 

P o l i c e  Depar tment ,  t h e  Y p s i l a n t i  P o l i c e  Department and t h e  

Washtenaw County S h e r i f f  Depar tment .  

The o b j e c t i v e s  of t h e  campaign were t o  r a i s e  t h e  l e v e l  o f  

awareness  o f  drunk d r i v i n g  a s  a  s e r i o u s  problem and t o  encourage 

s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  ASAP counte rmeasures  t o  t h e  problem. The pr imary  

campaign a c t i v i t y  was t h e  p r o d u c t i o n  of  a  s e r i e s  of v i d e o t a p e s  

des igned  t o  be used a s  t r a i n i n g  m a t e r i a l s  f o r  members of t h e  

a g e n c i e s .  One of  t h e  f i n d i n g s  of t h e  1973 s u r v e y ,  however, was 

t h a t  o n l y  31% of t h e  r e sponden t s  remembered hav ing  s e e n  t h e  t a p e s .  

The e f f e c t  o f  t h e  t a p e s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  was not  expec t ed  t o  have been 

wide ly  f e l t  a t  t h e  t ime of  t h e  second s u r v e y .  Law enforcement  

o f f i c e r s  were a l s o  exposed t o  t h e  mass media campaign a s  members 

o f  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c ,  and some e f f e c t , w a s  expec ted  t o  r e s u l t  

from i n t e r a c t i o n  between o f f i c e r s  a s s i g n e d  t o  t h e  s p e c i a l  ASAP 

p a t r o l s  and unass igned  o f f i c e r s  w i t h i n  each  depar tment .  

In  1971, a  t o t a l  of 94 completed q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  were r e c e i v e d  

from law enforcement  a g e n c i e s  (53 from t h e  Ann Arbor P o l i c e  

Depar tment ,  28 from t h e  Y p s i l a n t i  P o l i c e  Depar tment ,  and 13 from 

t h e  Washtenaw County S h e r i f f  Depar tment ,  compared wi th  157 



q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  r e c e i v e d  i n  1973 (94 ,  31  and 32 from t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  

a g e n c i e s ) .  The i n c r e a s e d  numbers i n  1973 a r e  t h e  r e s u l t  of  a  

h i g h e r  r e s p o n s e  r a t e  from t h e  a g e n c i e s  r a t h e r  t h a n  a  r e a l  i n -  

c r e a s e  i n  t h e  s t a f f  of  any agency .  



3 .  ANALYSIS OF RESULTS 

3 . 1  EXPERIENCE WITH ALCOHOL-RELATED CASES 

The m a j o r i t y  of  r e s p o n d e n t s  had been law enforcement  

o f f i c e r s  f o r  one t o  t e n  y e a r s  and were a s s i g n e d  t o  road  p a t r o l  

d u t i e s .  There  was a  s l i g h t  d e c r e a s e  i n  t h e  r e p o r t e d  involvement  

o f  d r i n k i n g  i n  t h e  t o t a l  c a s e s  handled  by r e s p o n d e n t s .  The 

median e s t i m a t e  i n  1971 was t h a t  50% o f  t h o s e  c a s e s  were a l c o h o l -  

r e l a t e d  compared w i t h  a  median e s t i m a t e  o f  45% i n  1973.  

3 .  2 KNOWLEDGE OF THE ROLE OF ALCOHOL I N  HIGHWAY CRASHES 

E s t i m a t e s  o f  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  f a t a l  c r a s h e s  which invo lve  a  

d r i n k i n g  d r i v e r  o r  of  t h e  involvement  o f  problem d r i n k e r s  i n  

t h e s e  c r a s h e s  changed l i t t l e  between s u r v e y s .  A s l i g h t  i n c r e a s e  

from a  median e s t i m a t e  of  55% i n  1971 t o  60% i n  1973 was found 

c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  f a t a l  c r a s h e s  which i n v o l v e  a  d r i n k -  

i n g  d r i v e r .  The m a j o r i t y  of r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  bo th  s u r v e y s  thought  

t h a t  fewer  t h a n  h a l f  of t h o s e  c r a s h e s  i nvo lved  problem d r i n k e r s .  

A l a r g e  s h i f t  downward was found i n  t h e  number o f  d r i n k s  

r e s p o n d e n t s  t hough t  a  150-pound pe r son  cou ld  consume i n  one  hour  

and s t i l l  be a  s a f e  d r i v e r .  I n  1973, 80% thought  t h a t  two d r i n k s  

o r  l e s s  would be a  s a f e  l i m i t ,  compared w i t h  35% i n  1971. E s t i -  

mates  o f  t h e  number of  d r i n k s  one c o u l d  consume i n  one hour  

b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  . 10  BAC, however,  remained f a i r l y  s t a b l e ,  w i t h  

54% i n  1971 and 53% i n  1973 s a y i n g  3-4 d r i n k s .  

E s t i m a t e s  o f  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  a c c i d e n t  r i s k  which would o c c u r  

f o l l o w i n g  consumption o f  s i x  d r i n k s  and n i n e  d r i n k s  i n  one hour 

a l s o  changed l i t t l e  between s u r v e y s .  I n  bo th  y e a r s ,  r e sponden t s  

t ended  t o  u n d e r e s t i m a t e  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  r i s k ,  w i t h  median e s t i m a t e s  

o f  s i x  t imes  f o r  s i x  d r i n k s  and t e n  times f o r  nille d r i n k s .  

3 . 3  AWARENESS OF ASAP ACTIVITIES 

P o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  i n  1973 were wel l - in formed abou t  ASAP 

coun te rmeasu res  r e l a t e d  t o  enforcement  a c t i v i t i e s .  A s  shown 

by t h e  t a b l e  below, however, i n f o r m a t i o n  a b o u t  o t h e r  ASAP c o u n t e r -  

measures  was h e l d  l e s s  w i d e l y .  



AWARENESS OF ASAP ACTIVITIES 

A c t i v i t y  

S p e c i a l  p o l i c e  p a t r o l s  

Roadside b r e a t h t e s t i n g  s u r v e y s  

Antabuse f o r  c o n v i c t e d  drunk d r i v e r s  

Local  p u b l i c  i n fo rma t ion  campaign 

Inc reased  DUILs  

S p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  e d u c a t i o n  c l a s s e s  

S p e c i a l  p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s  

Counse l ing  i n  c o u p l e ' s  c l u b s  

Compared w i t h  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  surveyed  i n  Washtenaw County 

i n  1973,  however, p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  ve ry  wel l - informed on a l l  

c:ountermeasures. One-third  of  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  had hea rd  of t h e  

c p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  e d u c a t i o n  c l a s s e s  f o r  c o n v i c t e d  drunk d r i v e r s  and 

s m a l l e r  p r o p o r t i o n s  were found t o  have hea rd  of any of t h e  o t h e r  

e i g h t  countermeasures  l i s t e d .  An a n a l y s i s  of cumula t ive  p o s i t i v e  

r e sponses  t o  t h e  countermeasure  q u e s t i o n s  showed t h a t  91% o f  t h e  

p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  had hea rd  of h a l f  o r  more of t h e  a c t i v i t i e s ,  com- 

pa red  w i t h  20% of  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c .  

Respondents i n  1973 were asked  how much they  f e l t  t h e  s p e c i a l  

p a t r o l s  had he lped  t o  s t i m u l a t e  r e g u l a r  p a t r o l s  t o  be more aware 

o f  drunk d r i v i n g  both a t  t h e  beginning  of  ASAP and throughout  t h e  

program. Ana lys i s  o f  t h e  r e sponses  showed t h a t  61% thought  t h a t  

t h e  ASAP p a t r o l s  had had q u i t e  a  l o t  o r  some e f f e c t  on o t h e r  

p a t r o l s  a t  t h e  beginning  of t h e  program and t h a t  a t  l e a s t  some 

e f f e c t  had l a s t e d  th roughout  t h e  program. T h i r t y  p e r c e n t ,  however, 

f e l t  t h a t  no t  much o r  no s t i m u l a t i o n  a t  a l l  had r e s u l t e d  from 

ASAP p a t r o l s ,  and 7% gave no o p i n i o n .  O v e r a l l ,  o n l y  6% thought  

t h e  i n i t i a l  e f f e c t  had i n c r e a s e d  and 8% thought  i t  had dec reased  

d u r i n g  t h e  program, 



F i f t e e n  p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  r e sponden t s  i n  1973 though t h a t  t h e  ASAP 

had been "very" s u c c e s s f u l  i n  r e d u c i n g  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  t r a f f i c  

c r a s h e s ,  67% r a t e d  t h e  program a s  "somewhat" s u c c e s s f u l ,  and 17% 

s a i d  i t  was "not  very"  o r  "not  a t  a l l "  s u c c e s s f u l .  In a l l ,  89% 

approved o f  t h e  i n c l u s i o n  of  t h e  u s e  of Antabuse a s  a  c o n d i t i o n  of 

p r o b a t i o n  f o r  c o n v i c t e d  drunk  d r i v e r s  who were d iagnosed  a s  pro-  

blem d r i n k e r s .  But o n l y  15% thought  t h a t  Antabuse had " q u i t e  a  

l o t "  o r  "some" v a l u e  a s  a  means o f  r e d u c i n g  drunk d r i v i n g  r e c i d i -  

vism.  The v a s t  m a j o r i t y  (84%) though t  Antabuse was of  "not  much" 

or "no v a l u e  a t  a l l "  i n  r e d u c i n g  r e c i d i v i s m .  

3 . 4  INCIDENCE OF ALCOHOLISM AND SOURCE OF TREATMENT 

S l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  e s t i m a t e s  o f  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of  a d u l t s  i n  

Washtenaw County who have s e r i o u s  d r i n k i n g  problems were found i n  

1573. The median e s t i m a t e  was 10% i n  1971 and 12% i n  1973. 

Respondents i n  1973 were somewhat l e s s  p e s s i m i s t i c  about  t h e  

chance  of  overcoming a  s e r i o u s  d r i n k i n g  problem. I n  1971 ,  17% had 

f e l t  t h a t  s u c c e s s f u l  t r e a t m e n t  o c c u r r e d  "almost  never"  compared 

w i t h  o n l y  9% i n  1973,  and 30% i n  1973 had f e l t  t h a t  s u c c e s s  

o c c u r r e d  about  h a l f  t h e  t ime  compared w i t h  o n l y  23% i n  1971. The 

m a j o r i t y  i n  bo th  y e a r s  (52% i n  1971,  53% i n  1973) however, s t i l l  

f e l t  t h a t  s u c c e s s  would o c c u r  "only  o c c a s i o n a l l y " ,  and o n l y  7% i n  

1971 and 8% i n  1973 thought  s u c c e s s  would occu r  e i t h e r  "most of  t h e  

time" o r  "almost  a lways".  

There  was e v i d e n c e  of  i n c r e a s e d  a c t i v i t y  i n  r e s p o n d e n t s '  sug=  

g e s t i n g  p l a c e s  t o  go f o r  h e l p  f o r  a  d r i n k i n g  problem t o  pe r sons  

t h e y  p i cked  up. I n  b o t h  s u r v e y s ,  r e sponden t s  most f r e q u e n t l y  

r e p o r t e d  hav ing  s u g g e s t e d  A l c o h o l i c  Anonymous (76% i n  1973 and 37% 

i n  1 9 7 1 ) .  I n  1973,  61% a l s o  s u g g e s t e d  t h e  ASAP i t s e l f ,  39% sug-  

g e s t e d  a  c r i s i s  e l i n i c ,  27% a n o t h e r  s o c i a l  agency and 21% t h e  

Washtenaw Counci l  on Alcohol ism (WCA). The i n c r e a s e d  f r equency  

and d i v e r s i t y  o f  s u g g e s t i o n s  r e p o r t e d  by r e sponden t s  i n  1973 is 

i n  a c c o r d  w i t h  campaign o b j e c t i v e s .  The low o r d e r  o f  r e s p o n s e  t o  

t h e  WCA, however,  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e  agency was n o t  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  

a d e q u a t e l y  a s  a  s e p a r a t e  e lement  o f  ASAP. 



3 . 5  ATTITUDES TOWARD THE USE OF BREATH TESTS 

There were i n c r e a s e s  i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of  r e sponden t s  who 

s a i d  they  would approve o f  r e q u i r h g  a b r e a t h  tes t  i n  s i t u a t i o n s  

i n v o l v i n g  a random road  check  and i n v o l v i n g  a pe r son  s u s p e c t e d  

o f  d r i n k i n g  who was i n  a highway c r a s h .  I n  1971, o n l y  20% had 

approved of t e s t i n g  pe r sons  s t o p p e d  i n  a random road  check ,  com- 

pa red  w i t h  42% i n  1973. Approval o f  t e s t i n g  pe r sons  i n  highway 

c r a s h e s  r o s e  from 84% i n  1971 t o  92% i n  1973. No change was 

found i n  1973 from t h e  f i n d i n g  i n  1971 t h a t  42% approved of  tes t -  

ing an  a p p a r e n t l y  drunk pe r son  seen g e t t i n g  i n t o  a d r i v e r ' s  s e a t .  

3 . 6  ATTITUDES ABOUT OTHER DRUNK DRIVING COUNTERMEASURES 

Respondents i n  1973 were l e s s  i n c l i n e d  t o  a g r e e  t h a t  p o l i c e  

s h o u l d  p a t r o l  more around p l a c e s  where p r i v a t e  p a r t i e s  a r e  o c c u r r -  

i n g  (50% ag reed  i n  1971 and 43% ag reed  i n  1973) .  They were more 

L ike ly  i n  1973, however, t o  a g r e e  t h a t  b a r s  shou ld  p rov ide  

b r e a t h t e s t i n g  d e v i c e s  f o r  v o l u n t a r y  use by cus tomers  (44% agreed  

i n  1971 and 52% ag reed  i n  1973) .  

A s l i g h t  s h i f t  upward from 67% t o  73% was found i n  t h e  pro- 

p o r t i o n  who ag reed  t h a t  t h e  government shou ld  be invo lved  i n  

r e h a b i l i t a t i v e  a c t i v i t i e s  w i t h  problem d r i n k e r s  c o n v i c t e d  of 

drunk d r i v i n g .  A l a r g e r  i n c r e a s e  from 59% t o  74% was found i n  

t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  who d i s a g r e e d  t h a t  "no m a t t e r  how much e f f o r t  is 

i n v e s t e d ,  t h e r e  is not l i k e l y  t o  be much e f f e c t  on t h e  drunk 

d r i v e r  problem". But a s u b s t a n t i a l  i n c r e a s e  from 54% t o  79% was 

a l s o  found i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  who f e l t  t h a t  s t r o n g e r  punishment of 

drunk d r i v e r s  was needed t o  s o l v e  t h e  problem. 

Almost h a l f  (47%) o f  t h e  r e sponden t s  i n  1973 s a i d  t h a t  i n  t h e  

p a s t  two y e a r s  t h e y  had not changed t h e  f r equency  w i t h  which they  

checked t h e  "had been d r i n k i r g l '  (HBD) box on t h e  a c c i d e n t  r e p o r t  

form. Twenty-two p e r c e n t ,  however, s a i d  t h a t  they  checked HBD 

more f r e q u e n t l y  now than  t h e y  had two y e a r s  b e f o r e .  F ive  p e r c e n t  

s a i d  t h a t  i t  was because they  were more aware o f  t h e  drunk d r i v i n g  

problem,  5% because t h e  d r i n k i n g  age  had been lowered,  2% because 

drunk d r i v i n g  had i n  f a c t  i n c r e a s e d ,  5% f o r  o t h e r  r e a s o n s ,  and 5% 

gave no r e a s o n .  



Respondents i n  1973 were asked  how impor t an t  t h e y  f e l t  t h e  

o b j e c t i o n  of  o f f i c e r s  t o  t h e  lowered d r i n k i n g  a g e  had been i n  

c a u s i n g  an i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  r e p o r t e d  HBD a c c i d e n t s  i n v o l v i n g  

young peop le .  O n e - f i f t h  s a i d  i t  had been a  "very" impor tan t  

f a c t o r ,  27% s a i d  i t  was "somewhat" impor t an t ,  and 53% s a i d  i t  

was "not very" o r  "not  a t  a l l 1 '  impor t an t .  No s i g n i f i c a n t  co r -  
r e l a t i o n  was found ,  however, between r e p o r t e d  behavior  i n  check- 

i n g  HBD on a c c i d e n t  forms and t h e  p e r c e p t i o n  o f  r e sponden t s  re- 

g a r d i n g  p o l i c e  r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  l e g a l  change i n  d r i n k i n g  age .  



APPENDIX 

CODEBOOK WITH MARGINALS: 1971 AND 1973 
A S A P  SURVEYS O F  WASHTENAW COUNTY LAW 

ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES 



INTRODUCTION 

The f o l l o w i n g  codebook w i t h  m a r g i n a l s  c o n t a i n s  t h e  results o f  two 

s u r v e y s  conduc ted  o f  law en fo rcemen t  a g e n c i e s  i n  Washtenaw County i n  

1971 and 1973.  The s u r v e y s  were d e s i g n e d  t o  o b t a i n  b a s e l i n e  and com- 

p a r i s o n  d a t a  a s  p a r t  of t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  p r o c e d u r e s  f o r  t h e  Washtenaw 

County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Program. 

Marg ina l s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  f o r  t h e  t o t a l  sample  (TS) and t h r e e  sub- 

g r o u p s ,  t h e  Ann Arbor P o l i c e  Department ( A A ) ,  t h e  Y p s i l a n t i  P o l i c e  

Department (Y) , and t h e  Washtenaw County S h e r i f f ' s  Department (WS). 

I n  1971,  TS-94, AA=53, Y-28, and WS-13. I n  1973,  TS=157, AA-94, 
- ,. . 

Y - 3 1 ,  and WS332. 

The r e s u l t s  of c a t e g o r i c a l  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  a s  p e r c e n t -  

a g e s .  Column p e r c e n t a g e s  add t o  100 i n  most c a s e s .  But i n  m u l t i p l e  

r e s p o n s e  v a r i a b l e s ,  t h e  number o f  men t ions  were d i v i d e d  by t h e  number 

o f  r e s p o n d e n t s  and column p e r c e n t a g e s  u s u a l l y  add t o  more t h a n  100.  

Numeric v a r i a b l e s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  a s  p e r c e n t i l e s ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  

t e n t h ,  t h i r t i e t h ,  f i f t i e t h ,  s e v e n t i e t h ,  and n i n e t i e t h  p e r c e n t i l e s .  An 

a s t e r i s k  (*) is used t o  i d e n t i f y  a c t u a l  f r e q u e n c i e s  i n  t h e  m a r g i n a l s .  

Data  o b t a i n e d  from t h e  1971  s u r v e y  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  i n  p a r e n t h e s e s .  

Data o b t a i n e d  from t h e  1973 s u r v e y  a r e  f r e e - s t a n d i n g .  



INDEX TO VARIABLES 

Variable  
Number 

1 
2 
3 

Variable  Descr ip t ion  

Data Set  Number 
Respondent ID Number 
Department-3 

ALCOHOL AND ACCIDENTS 

County F a t a l i t i e s  
County F a t a l i t i e s - 8  
Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  % 
Alcohol F a t a l  %-8 
PD F a t a l i t i e s  % 
PD Fatalities %-8 
Safe  Drinks 
Impaired Drinks 
DUIL Drinks 
Safe-Impaired Rat io 
Safe-DUIL Rat io  , 

Impaired-DUIL R a t  l o  
Accident 6 Drinks 
Accident 6 Drinks-8 
Accident 9 Drinks 
Accident 9 Drinks-8 
C r i t e r i a  f o r  HBD 
How &, Why HBD Checked 
HBD-Young Drivers  
BAC Change E f f ec t  

EXPERIENCE WITH ALCOHOL-RELATED CASES 

% Alcohol Cases 
% Alcohol Cases-8 
No. of DAD Arres t s  
DAD Arres t s -8  
Years of Serv ice  
Primary Duty 

AWARENESS OF ASAP COUNTERMEASURES 

Spec ia l  P a t r o l s  
Roadside Tes t i ng  
Antabuse 
Local Campaign 
More DUIL's 
Spec ia l  Classes  
Probat ion O f f i c e r s  
Couple 's  Clubs 
To ta l  CM's Known 
See ASAP Videotapes 

INCIDENCE OF ALCOHOLISM AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 

Alcoholic  Percentage 
Alcoholic  8-8 
Alcoholism Overcome 
Suggest-ASAP 
Suggest -WCA 
Suggest -AA 
Suggest-Clinic-Ozone 
Sugges t  Soc i a  1 Agency 
Suggest Hospi ta l  
Suggest Church 
Suggest Other 
To ta l  Alc .Help Suggest ions 

Page 
1 
1 
1 



Var iab le  
Number V a r i a b l e  D e s c r i p t i o n  Page 

ATTITUDE TOWARD THE USE OF BREATH TESTS 

Bars  P rov ide  T e s t s  10 
R e f u s a l  E f f e c t  11 
Mandatory Random Check 14 
Mandatory D r l v e r  S e a t  14 
Mandatory DUIL 14 
Mandatory Crash 14 
B r e a t h t e s t  Now-4 14 

ATTITUDES ABOUT ASAP AND OTHER DRUNK DRIVING COUNTERbEASURES 

Too Much Fuss  9 
Most DAD no t  Caught 9 
Videotape  Opinion 10 
Host Limit  Dr inks  1 0  
P o l i c e  P a t r o l  P a r t i e s  1 0  
Bars  L i a b l e  1 0  
Record A l l  Alcohol 11 e 

S t r o n g e r  Punishment 11 
Counsel  Not J a i l  11 
Covt.Not Help 11 
Not Much E f f e c t  12 

12 D e t e r r e n c e  CM Score  
Law R e q u i r i n g  B e l t  9 
P a t r o l  S i m u l a t i o n  , 1 3  
Opinion on Antabuse 1 5  
Value of  Antabuse 1 5  
WASAP Success  1 5  
Reduct ion  Frequency 1 5  
Improve Legal  System 16 



Variable  

V l  R 1  Data Set  Number (16) 

T Freqs T %s - 
94 6 0 

Tota l  (94)Tota1(100) 

V2 R2 Respondent ID Number 

V3 R2A Department-3 

0. Ann Arbor Po l i ce  (AA) 

2 .  Yps i l an t i  Po l ice  (Y) 

3 .  Washtenaw County S h e r i f f ' s  Department (WS) 

V4 R3 County F a t a l i t i e s  (Ql. About how many persons would you e s t ima te  
were k i l l e d  i n  t r a f f i c  acc idents  i n  Washtenaw County i n  19727) 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 
M9-998,99 

996. 996-1000 
997. Over 1000 
998. DK 
999. NA 

V5 R3A County F a t a l i t i e s - 8  (R3 co l lapsed)  

0 .  None 
1. 1-9 
2 .  10-49 
3 .  50-69 
4.  70-99 
5. 100-199 
6 .  200-995 
7. Over 995 
8. DK 

V6 R4 Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s - $  (Q2. O u t  of every 100 t r a f f i c  acc idents  i n  
which someone is k i l l e d ,  how many would you e s t ima te  involve a  d r i v e r  
who has been dr ink ing?)  MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V7 R4A Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  %-8 (R4 co l lapsed)  

0. None 

1. 1-19% 

2. 20-3446 

3 .  35-491 

4. 50% 

5. 51-6546 

6 .  66-80% 
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V7 R4A Alcoho l  F a t a l i t i e s  %-8 ( c o n t ' d )  

7. 81-100% 

8. DK 

V8 R5 % PD F a t a l i t i e s  (Q3. OF t h e s e  d r i n k i n g  r e l a t e d  f a t a l  t r a f f i c  a c c i -  
d e n t s ,  i n  what p e r c e n t  would you e s t i m a t e  t h a t  t h e  d r i n k i n g  d r i v e r  is 
a p e r s o n  who h a s  a s e r i o u s  d r i n k i n g  problem t h a t  a f f e c t s  h i s  h e a l t h ,  
j o b  o r  f a m i l y  o r  s o c i a l  l i f e ? )  MD=98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V9 R5A % PD F a t a l i t i e s - 8  (R5 c o l l a p s e d )  

0 .  None 
1. 1-19% 
2 .  20-341 
3 .  35-4946 
4 .  50% 
5.  51-65% 
6 .  66-80% 
7 .  Over 80% 
8 .  DK 

V l O  R6 % Alcoho l  Cases  (64 .  Out o f  a l l  t h e  c a s e s  o f  a l l  k i n d s  which you 
have  hand led  i n  t h e  p a s t  y e a r ,  i n  what p e r c e n t  would you e s t i m a t e  t h a t  
d r i n k i n g  was a  c o n t r i b u t i n g  f a c t o r ? )  W 9 8  

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V 1 1  R6A % Alcoho l  Cases-8 (R6 c o l l a p s e d )  

1. 0-8% 

2 .  9-27% 

3. 28-44% 

4 .  45-55% 

5 .  56-728 

6 .  73-912 

7 .  92-100% 

8. DK 
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V12 R 7  Alcoholic Percent  (Q5. Out of every 100 a d u l t s  i n  Washtenaw County 
how many would you guess a r e  a l coho l i c s  o r  have a s  s e r i o u s  dr ink ing  
problem?) MD=98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V13 R7A Alcoholic Percent-8 (R7 co l lapsed)  

1. 1-3% 

3 .  6-101 

4. 11-20% 

5. 21-301 

6 .  31-502 

7. 51% o r  over 

8 .  DK 

V14 R8 Alcoholism Overcome (Q6. How o f t e n  do you t h ink  persDns with 
s e r i o u s  dr ink ing  problems a r e  ab l e  t o  overcome those problems?) MD=9 

1. Almost always 

2. Most of t h e  time 

3 .  About ha l f  t he  time 

4 .  Only occas iona l l y  

5.  Almost never 

R9 Suggest ASAP (Q7. Have you ever  sugges ted  t o  anyone t h a t  you 
picked up t h a t  he o r  she  could get  he lp  f o r  a d r ink ing  problem a t  any 
of t he  fo l lowing  p laces?  (a )  County a lcohol  Sa fe ty  Action Program 
(Antabuse program)?) MD-9 

1. Yes 
5.  No 

9.  NA 

V16 R10 Suggest WCA (Q7b. Council on Alcoholism?) 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9. NA 
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V17 R 1 1  Suggest AA (Q7c. Alcoholics  Anonymous?) 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

9. NA 

V18 R12 Suggest Clinie-Ozone (Q7d. Crisis C l i n i c ,  Ozone House, Drug h e l p ,  
e t c . ? )  MD MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

V19 R13 Suggest Soc i a l  Agency (Q7e. Soc ia l  s e r v i c e  agenc ies?)  MD=9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

V20 R14 Suggest Hospi ta l  (Q7f. Hospi tal  o r  medical o f f i c e s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes (3  a d d i t i o n a l  responses not coded) 
5. No 

9 .  NA 

V21 R15 Suggest Church (Q7g. Churches?) 

1. Yes 
5.  No 

V22 R16 Suggest Other (Q7h. Other?) Mb9  

1.  Yes ( t o  cour t  (2 e n t r i e s ) ;  cou r t  p roba t ion  o f f i c e r s ;  Judge Elden;  a 
c lo se  f r i end  o r  r e l a t i v e  (2 e n t r i e s ) )  

5. No 

9 .  NA 

V23 R16A To ta l  Alcohol Help Suggestions (Tota l  number of sugges t ions  given 
by R (number of t imes 1 was response i n  R9-Rl6) 

0. None 
1. One 
2 .  Two 
3. Three 
4.  Four 
5. Five 
6.  Six 
7. Seven 
8. Eight 

In Question 8 one "drink" is used t o  mean a n y  of t he  fo l lowing:  

ONE 12 O Z ,  BOTTLE OR C A N  OF BEER 
ONE 3-4 02.  GLASS OF WINE OR ALCOHOLIC PUNCH 
ONE 1 02. SERVING OF HARD LIQUOR (ALONE OR IN A MIXED DRINK) 
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V24 R17 Safe  Drinks  (68.  Suppose t h a t  a  150-pound p e r s o n ,  who has  not 
e a t e n  r e c e n t l y ,  d r i n k s  f o r  a  one hour p e r i o d  b e f o r e  d r i v i n g .  What do 
you t h i n k  is t h e  most he could d r i n k  wi thou t  i n c r e a s i n g  h i s  chance of 
having an a c c i d e n t ? )  MD-99 

TS AA Y WS 
'B- 00.  None 

01.  One 

02 .  Two 

03. Three 

04 .  Four 

05.  F i v e  

0 6 .  S i x  

07.  Seven 

08. E igh t  

V25 R18 Number of Impaired Drinks (QSa. What do you t h i n k  is t h e  most he 
cou ld  d r i n k  wi thou t  r e a c h i n g  a  blood a l c o h o l  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  (BAC) of  
.O8% t h e  minimum BAC f o r  presumptive  ev idence  o f  impaired d r i v i n g  i n  
Michigan?) MB99 

0 .  None 
1.. One 
2 .  Two 
3 .  Three 
4 .  Four 
5 .  F ive  
6 .  S ix  
7 .  Seven 
8. E igh t  

V26 R19 Number o f  DUIL Drinks (Q*b. And what do you t h i n k  is t h e  most he  
could d r i n k  wi thou t  r e a c h i n g  a  BAC of  . l o%,  t h e  minimum BAC f o r  p r e -  
sumptive  ev idence  of d r i v i n g  under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  of  l i q u o r ? )  MD-99 

0 .  None 
1. One 
2 .  Two 
3 .  Three 
4 .  Four 
5.  F ive  
6 .  S i x  
7 .  Seven 

I * 8. E i g h t  
' 9 .  Nine 
10. Ten 

99.  NA 



Page 6 

1971 Resul t s  V24 R24 No. o f  . lo$ Drinks (48. How many d r inks  do you t h ink  
a person of average weight can have i n  1 hour before reaching a BAC of 
. lo%?) TL-32-33 W-2 AID-99 

CODE ACTUAL NUMBER. IF RANGE IS GIVEN, CODE MIDPOINT ROUNDING TO ODD 
WHEN NECESSARY. 

01. One 
02. Two 
03. Three 
04. Four 
05. Five 
06. Six 
07. Seven 
08. Eight  
10. Ten 
88. DK 
99. NA 

V27 R17A Safe-Impaired Ra t io  (R17/R18 co l l apsed )  

0 .  Less than . 5  

2 .  1 .0 e x a c t l y  

9 .  DK, NA on R17 o r  R18 

V28 R17B s a f e / b L J ~ ~  Rat io  (R17/R19 co l lapsed)  

0. Less than . 5  
1. .5-.999 
2. 1 .0  e x a c t l y  
3. 1.001-1.499 
4 .  1.5-1.999 
5. 2.0-2.999 
6 .  3.0-9.999 
7. 10.0-99.998 

9.  DK, NA on R17 o r  R19 

V29 R19A ~ m ~ a i r e d / ~ ~ ~ ~  Rat io  (R18/R19 co l l apsed )  

0. Less than . 5  
1. .5-,999 
2.  1 .0  e x a c t l y  
3 .  1.001-1.499 
4 .  1.5-1.999 
5.  2.0-2.999 
6 .  3.0-9.999 
7. 10.0-99.998 

9. DK,  NA on R18 o r  R19 
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V30 R20 Accident 6 Drinks (Q8c. I f  he has 6 d r i n k s  how many t imes more 
l i k e l y  do you th ink  he is t o  have an acc ident  than i f  he had not been 
dr ink ing?)  MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V 3 1  R20A Accident 6 Drinks-8 (R20 co l l apsed )  

0. No o r  smal l  increased  chance of acc ident  

1. 1.50-2.49 

2 .  2.50-5.49 

3.  5.50-10.49 

4 .  10.50-25.49 

5.  25.50-50.49 

6 .  50.50-100.49 

7 .  Over 100.49 

V32 R21 Accident 9 Drinks (Q8d. How about i f  h e  has  9 d r inks? )  hlD=98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

96. 96-100 
97. 100+ ( l oo+ ;  1000(2 e n t r i e s ) )  
98. DK 
99.  NA 

V33 R21A Accident 9 Drinks-8 (R21 co l l apsed )  

0 .  No o r  smal l  increased  chance of accident  

1. 1.50-2.49 

2. 2.50-5.49 

3. 5.50-10.49 

4. 10.50-25.49 

5.  25.50-50.49 

6.  50.50-100.49 

7. Over 100.49 
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V33 R21A Accident  9  Drinks-8 ( c o n t ' d )  

8 .  DK 

V34 R22 S p e c i a l  P a t r o l s  (Q9. A s  you know, i n  Washtenaw County t h e  p o l i c e ,  
t h e  c o u r t s ,  t h e  h e a l t h  depa r tmen t ,  and t h e  Counci l  on Alcoholism have 
been working t o g e t h e r  i n  a  program t o  r educe  a c c i d e n t s  i n v o l v i n g  drunk 
d r i v e r s .  Have you happened t o  s e e  o r  hea r  a n y t h i n g  abou t  t h e  fo l low-  
i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  of t h i s  program? ( a )  S p e c i a l  P a t r o l s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9 .  NA 

V35 R23 Roadside T e s t i n g  (Q9b. Roadside B r e a t h t e s t i n g  s u r v e y s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

9 .  NA 

V36 R24 Antabuse (Q9c. Cour t s  a s k i n g  c o n v i c t e d  drunk d r i v e r s  t o  t a k e  p i l l s  
which make them s i c k  i f  t h e y  d r i n k  a l c o h o l ? )  $1D=9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

V37 R25 Local Campaign (Q9d. Local campaign t o  g e t  d r i v e r s  t o  know t h e i r  
own s a f e  a l c o h o l  l i m i t s ? )  M3-9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

9 .  NA 

V38 R26 More DUILs (Q9e. More drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9 .  NA 

V39 - R27 S p e c i a l  C l a s s e s  (Q9f. S p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  e d u c a t i o n  c o u r s e  f o r  drunk 
d r i v e r s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9 .  NA 

V40 R28 P r o b a t i o n  O f f i c e r s  (Q9g. S p e c i a l  p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s  t o  work w l t h  
pe r sons  c o n v i c t e d  of  drunk d r i v i n g ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9 .  NA 

V41 R29 Couples Clubs (Q9h. Counsel ing i n  groups' & c o u p l e s  c l u b s  f o r  drunk 
d r i v e r s  who have a  d r i n k i n g  problem?) MD-9 

1. Yes  
5. No 
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V42 R29A T o t a l  Countermeasures Known ( T o t a l  number o f  countermeasures  
mentiolzed by R ( i n  which R answered yes )  i n  v a r i a b l e s  R22-R29) MD-9 

0. None 
1. One 
2. P#O 
3 .  Three  
4. Foul- 
5. Fiv.3 
6 .  S i x  
7 .  Seven 
8 .  Elgki t  

'3. NA 

V43 R30 See ASAP Videotapes (Q10. Did you s e e  any of  t h e  v i d e o t a p e s  p re -  
p--.-- 

pared f o r  t h e  p o l i c e  by t h e  Counci l  on Alcoholism t o  e x p l a i n  the  ASAP 
program '?) MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 
8. Not c a r e  

We would l i k e  your op in ion  conce rn ing  each of t h e  s t a t e m e n t s  below. P l e a s e  
w r i t e  t k c  number f ~ r  your f e e l i n g  about  each s t a t e m e n t  on t h e  l i n e  i n  f r o n t  
of  i t  accord ing  t o  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  code:  

I .  AGREE STRONGLY 
2. YEXU TO A G R E E  

3 .  TEND TO DISAGREE 
4. DISAGREE STRONGLY 

V44 R31 Law Requ i r ing  B e l t  ( Q l l .  There shou ld  be a  s e a t  b e l t  law, l i k e  t h e  
motorcycle  helmet l a w ,  which r e q u i r e s  peop le  t o  wear s e a t  b e l t s  f o r  
t h e i r  ow11 p r o t e c t  ion?)  MD=9 

1. Agrel? s t r o n g l y  
2 .  Tend t o  a g r e e  
3 .  Tend t c  disagree 
4 .  Disai:14ee s t r o n g l y  

V45 R32 Too Much Fuss (Q12. Far t o o  much f u s s  is  made abou t  t h e  danger s  of 
d r i n k i n g  and d r i v i n g ? )  MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  
2 .  Tend t o  a g r e e  
3 .  Tend t o  d i s a g r e 5  
4 .  Dlzagree  s t r o n g l y  

V46 R33 Most DAD Not Caught (Q13. Most drunk d r i v i n g  is not d e t e c t e d  by - -- 
t h e  p o l i c e ? )  MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2 .  Tend t o  a g r e e  

3 .  Tend t o  d i s a g r e e  

4 .  D i sagree  s t r o n g l y  
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V47 R34 Videotape  Opinion (Q14. Videotaping of  accused  drunk d r i v e r s  
shoulab.1 p a r t  o f  s o b r i e t y  t e s t i n g  p rocedures? )  MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  
2 .  Tend t o  Agree 
3 .  Tend t o  d i s a g r e e  
4 .  Dic;ary'ee s t r o n g l y  

9 .  NA 

V48 R35 Host Limit  9 r i n k s  (Ql5.  A good h o s t  a t  a  p a r t y  w i l l  t r y  t o  s e e  -- 
t h a t  h i 9  g::estc who m u s t  d r i v e  home do not  d r i n k  t o o  much?) MDs9 

1. Agree . = t r o n r l y  
2 .  Tend ti? a g r e e  
3, Tend t o  d i s a g r e e  
4 ,  D i sagree  s t r u n g l g  

V49 R36 P o l i c e  r z t r o l  P a r t i e s  (Q16. The p o l i c e  s h o u l d  p a t r o l  more around ---- 
p l a c e s  wh,?r7c peop le  have p a r t i e s  a t  , n i g h t ? )  MD-9 

2 .  Tend tn  : - ' K Y ( ? . ,  

3. Tend :o  d i s a g r e e  

V50 R37 Bars P rov ide  T e s t s  (417.  Alcohol b r e a t h t e s t i n g  d e v i c e s  s h o u l d  be 
a v a i l a b l e  i n  t a v e r n s  & b a r s  f o r  cus tomers '  use  i n  d e t e r d i n i n g  whether 
they  bave  drunk too  much f o r  l e g a l  d r i v i n g ? )  Ma-9 

2 ,  Tenri P o  ~ig ree  

3 .  Tend t o  d i s a g r e e  

4 .  Disagree  s t r o n g l y  

V51 R38 Bars L i a b l e  (Q18. Bar o p e r a t o r s  s h o u l d  be l i a b l e  f o r  p e r s o n a l  & 
p r o p e r t y  damage which a r e  caused by p a t r o n s  who were s e r v e d  a l c o h o l i c  
beverages  when v i s i b l y  i n t o x i c a t e d ,  a s  i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  Michigan dram- 
s h o p  law?) MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  
2 .  Tend t o  a g r e e  
3 .  Tend t o  d i s a g r e e  
4 .  Disagree  s t r o n g l y  

9 .  NA 
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V52 R39 Record a l l  Alcohol (Q19, A l l  a l coho l - r e l a t ed  convic t ions  should 
be en t e r ed  on a  d r i v e r s '  record whether o r  not they a r e  r e l a t e d  t o  
d r i v i n g  ( e . g ,  drunk & d i s o r d e r l y ) ? )  

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2 .  Tend t o  agree  

3 .  Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

4 .  Disagree s t r o n g l y  

V53 R40 Stronger  Punishment (Q20. The number of f a t a l  acc idents  would go 
way down ~f those persons who d r i v e  a f t e r  d r i nk ing  too much were more 
s t r o n g l y  punished?) M9-9 

1. Agree s t rong ly  
29 33 23 22 2 .   end t o  agree 
20 18 30 16 3 .  Tend t o  d i sagree  

1 . 0 7 0  4 .  Disagree s t r o n g l y  

V54 R41 Counsel Not J a i l  (Q21. I t  is b e t t e r  t o  p lace  problem d r inke r s  who 
a r e  convicted of drunk d r iv ing  on proba t ion  & i n t o  a  counsel ing & t r e a t -  
ment program than l t  is t o  give them seve re  p e n a l t i e s ? )  blD=9 - - 

1. Agree s t rong ly  
34 36 27 34 2 .   end t o  agree-  
35 36 40 25 3 .  Tend t o  d i sagree  
24 22 27 28 4. Disagree s t r o n g l y  

V55 R42 Government Not Help (Q22. The government's job  is t o  ca tch  & pun- 
i s h  drunk d r i v e r s ,  anything f u r t h e r  t h a t  is done f o r  problem d r inke r s  
should h e  by p r i v a t e  o rgan i za t i ons  such a s  Alcoholics  Anonymous?)MD=9 

TS AA Y WS - 
4 3  3 6  1. Agree s t r o n g l y  - - .  

(12) (10) (19) (8)  
23 19 27 3 1  2.  Tend t o  agree  

(28) (32) (27) (15) 
56 64 43 47 3 .  Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

(42) (46) (27) (54)  
17 14 27 16 4 .  Cisagree s t rong ly  

(18) (12) (27) (23) 

*1 0  *1 0  9 .  NA 
(*5) (*3) (*2) (0)  

V56 R43 Refusal Ef fec t  (Q23. In gene ra l ,  most persons who a r e  a r r e s t e d  f o r  
DUIL incur  fewer undes i rab le  consequences o v e r a l l  i f  they r e fu se  the  
brea th  t e s t  than i f  they take  i t ,  d e s p i t e  t he  mandatory penal ty f o r  
r e f u s a l ? )  MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  
2. Tend t o  agree 
3 .  Tend t o  d i s ag ree  
4 .  Disagree s t r o n g l y  

9. NA 
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V57 R44 Not Much E f f e c t  (Q23. No ma t t e r  how much e f f o r t  is inves t ed ,  t he r e  
is not l i k e l y  t o  be much e f f e c t  on t h e  drunk d r i v e r  problem?) MD-9 

1. Agree s t r q n g l y  
2.  Tend t o  agree  
3 .  Tend t o  d i s ag ree  
4 .  Disagree s t r o n g l y  

9 .  NA 

V58 R40A Deterrence Countermeasure Score (Number of t imes R agreed 
s t r o n g l y  i n  R36, R39 & A40) 

0. None 
1. One 
2.  Two 
3 .  Three 

V59 R45 C r i t e r i a  For HBD (Q25. Under which of t h e  fol lowing condi t ions  do 
you gene ra l l y  check t he  "Had been dr ink ing"  box on t h e  UD-10 acc ident  
r epo r t  form?) MD-9 

1 .  Only when a  d r ink ing  r e l a t e d  a r r e s t  is made i n  c o n j u ~ c t i o n  with t he  
acc ident  

2. Whenever t h e  d r i v e r ' s  d r ink ing  is considered t o  be a  c o n t r i b u t i n g  
f a c t o r  in  t he  acc ident  

3 .  Whenever t h e  d r i v e r  appears t o  have been d r ink ing  a t  a l l ,  whether 
o r  no t  i t  is considered that t he  dr ink ing  con t r i bu t ed  t o  the  
acc ident  

9 .  NA 

V60 R46 How & Why HBD Check (Q26. Would you say  t h a t  i n  r ecen t  months you 
have been checklng t he  HBD box on acc iden t s  more f requent ly ,  about t he  
same, o r  l e s s  f r equen t ly  than 2  years  ago. And a r e  t h e r e  any s p e c i a l  
reasons f o r  t h i s  change?) MD-9 

000. Not on fo r ce  2  years  
102. More-because more aware of drunk d r i v e r s  & drunk d r i v i n g  problem; 

b e t t e r  ab l e  t o  d e t e c t  drunk d r i v e r s ;  exper ience  i n  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  
acc iden t s  

103. More-because more d r i v e r s  have been dr ink ing  ( i nc r ea se  i n  problem) 
104. More-the dr ink ing  age has been lowered 
106. More-change UD=10 t o  UD-lOA, makes .it e a s i e r  t o  nbte  
109. More-no s p e c i a l  reason,  none 
188. More-other: 

(1 )  Antabuse program brought increased  awareness t o  problem 
(4 e n t r i e s ) .  

(2) More c a r s  & acc iden t s .  
( 3 )  Summer months ; 
(4)  I know the  acc ident  w i l l  be recorded a s  d r ink ing  r e l a t e d .  

199. More, NA why 
300. Same 
501. Less-don't  po l i ce  acc idents  a s  a  mat te r  of r o u t i n e  
509. Less-no s p e c i a l  reason ,  none 
588. Less-other 
599. Less-NA, why 

999. NA both 
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1  R47 HBD Young Drivers  (Q27. You a r c  probably aware t ha t  the number of 
acc idents  involving young people reported t o  have been dr ink ing  has 
increased considerably s i n c e  t he  change i n  t h e  l ega l  d r ink ing  age i n  
1973. I t  has been suggested t h a t  t h i s  may p a r t l y  be due t o  po l i ce  
o f f i c e r s  checking t he  HBD box more f requent ly  in  doubt fu l  cases  be- 
cause they want t o  show t h a t  the  change i n  law was a  mistake.  How 
important do you persona l ly  f e e l  t h i s  f a c t o r  has been i n  the  
s t a t i s t i c a l  i nc r ea se  of HBD acc idents  involving young people?) hID-9 

1. Very important 
2 .  Somewhat important 
3 .  Not very important 
4 .  Not a t  a l l  important 

9. NA 

V62 R48 DAD Arres t s  (Q28. About how many a r r e s t s  f o r  drunk d r iv ing  have 
you yourse l f  made i n  t he  pa s t  2  years?)  MD-9 

ACTUAL NLMBER CODED 

96. 96-100 
97. Over 100 (120;150;200;300) 
98. DK 
99.  NA 

V63 R48A DAD Arres t s -8  (R48 co l l apsed )  

0 .  One 
1.  Two 
2. Three-f i ve  
3 .  Six-ten 
4 .  Eleven-twenty-five 
5 .  Twenty-six - f i f t y  
6 .  Fifty-one - one hundred 
7 .  Over 100 
8 .  DK 

9 .  NA o r  None 

V64 R49 P a t r o l  St imulat ion (029. How much. would you say  t h a t  the a c t i v i t i e s  
of t he  s p e c i a l  p a t r o l s  i n  your department s t imu la t ed  t he  r e g u l a r  
p a t r o l s  t o  look harder  f o r  drunk d r i v e r s  a t  t h e  beginning of t h e  ASAP 
program? (29a) How much would you say  t h a t  t h i s  s t i m u l a t i n g  e f f e c t  has 
l a s t e d  up t o  t h e  presen t  t ime?) M-99 

No opinion 
Q u i t e  a  l o t  before  and now 
Quite  a  l o t  before and some now 
Some before and q u i t e  a l o t  now 
Some before and some now 
Some before and not  much now 
Some before and not a t  a l l  now 
Not much before o r  now 
Not a t  a l l  before o r  now 

V65 R50 BAC Change Effec t  (Q30. How much do you f e e l  t h a t  t h e  change from 
.15% BAC $0 . l o %  BAC as  presumptive evidence of drunk d r iv ing  has 
helped cause t he  i nc r ea se  i n  t he  number of a r r e s t s  f o r  drunk d r iv ing  
Washtenaw County?) 

1. Q u i t e  a  l o t  
2.  Some 
3 .  Not much 
4 .  Not a t  a l l  

9 .  NA 
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V66 R51 Mandatory Random Check (Q31. S i n c e  1967 ,  i m p l i e d  c o n s e n t  laws i n  
Michigan have governed t h e  use  of b r e a t h  tests  f o r  d e t e r m i n i n g  t h e  
b lood a l c o h o l  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  o f  a  d r i v e r .  I n  which o f  t h e  s i t u a t i o n s  
below do you t h i n k  t h e r e  s h o u l d  be a mandatory  p e n a l t y  f o r  r e f u s i n g  t o  
t a k e  a  b r e a t h  test  unde r  t h e  i m p l i e d  c o n s e n t  laws?)  (CHECK YES OR NOW 
FOR EACH ACTIVITY) (31a .  When a  d r i v e r  is s t o p p e d  i n  a  random r o a d  
check? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

9 .  N A  

V67 R52 Mandatory Dive r  S e a t  (Q31b. When an  a p p a r e n t l y  d runk  p e r s o n  is 
s e e n  g e t t i n g  i n t o  a  d r i v e r ' s  s e a t ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

9 .  NA 

V68 R53 Mandatory DUIL (Q31c. When a  d r i v e r  is a r r e s t e d  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g ? )  
M P 9  

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

V69 R54 Mandatory Crash  (Q31d. When a  p e r s i n  who a p p e a r s  t o  have been 
d r i n k i n g  is  i n v o l v e d  i n  a  t r a f f i c  a c c i d e n t ? )  Y P . 9  

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

V71 R55 Reduc t ion  Frequency (632.  As you know d runk  d r i v i n g  c h a r g e s  a r e  
o f t e n  r educed  t o  l e s s e r  o f f e n s e s .  Do you p e r s o n a l l y  f e e l  t h a t  c h a r g e s  
a r e  r educed  t o o  o f t e n ,  a b o u t  r i g h t ,  o r  l e s s  t h a n  o f t e n  t h a n  they  
s h o u l d  be?) MD-9 

1. Too o f t e n  

2 .  About r i g h t  

3 .  Less  o f t e n  t h a n  s h o u l d  b e  

V72 R56 Opin ion  on Antabuse  (433.  How do  you f e e l  abou t  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e -  
n e s s  of a j u d g e  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  u s e  o f  Antabuse  a s  a  condit ion of pro- 
b a t i o n  f o r  c o n v i c t e d  d runk  d r i v e r s  who a r e  problem d r i n k e r s ? )  LIP9 

1. S t r o n g l y  approve  
2 .  Tend t o  approve  
3. Tend t o  d i s a p p r o v e  
4 .  S t r o n g 1  y d i s a p p r o v e  

9 .  NA 
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R57 Value of Antabuse (434. In genera l  how much value do you th ink  
t he  use of Antabuse during probat ion is l i k e l y  t o  have i n  he lp ing  
problem d r inke r s  t o  gain con t ro l  of t h e i r  d r ink ing  and thus t o  avoid 
repea t ing  t h e i r  o f f ense  a f t e r  the  probat ionary per iod?)  MD.9 

1. Quite  a  l o t  of value 
2. Some va lue  
3 .  Not much va lue  
4 .  No opinion 
8.  DK 

V74 R58 WASAP Success (635. Overal l  how succes s fu l  do you f e e l  t h a t  
Washtenaw Alcohol Safe ty  Action Program has been i n  meeting i t s  goal 
of reducing a lcohol - re la ted  t r a f f i c  acc idents  i n  Washtenaw County?) 

TS AA Y WS - MD=9 
15 9  32 16 1. Very succes s fu l  
67 70 58 68 2. Somewhat succes s fu l  
16 20 10 13 3 .  Not very succes s fu l  

1 1 0 . 3  4. Not a t  a l l  succes s fu l  

V75 R59 Years of Serv ice  (Q36. How many years  have you been s e r v i n g  as a  
law enforcement o f f i c e r ? )  MD=9 

1. Fewer than 12 months 
(13) (17) (7) (8)  
46 39 68 45 2 .  1-5 years  

(55) (54) (61) (46) 
28 25 16 48 3 .  6-10 years 

(20) (15) (18) (46) 
8 1 2 3 3  4 .  11-15 years 

(5) (10) (0) (0) 
7 1 1 6 0  5 .  16-20 years  

(4) (4) (7) (0)  
2 1 7 0  6 .  More than 20 years 

(2) (0)  (7) (0)  

*2 *1 0  *1 9. NA 
1 1 (0)  (0)  

V76 R60 Primary Duty (437. What a r e  your present primary du t i e s? )  MDP9 

1. Road p a t r o l  

2. Foot p a t r o l  

3 .  Command 

4 .  Other 
(a )  Communications (8 e n t r i e s ) .  
(b) ASAP p a t r o l  (2 e n t r i e s ) .  
(c)  T r a f f i c  d i v i s i o n  (3  e n t r i e s ) .  
(d) T r a f f i c  enforcement,  po l ice  auto pound. 
(e )  Spec ia l  B&E armed robbery squad. 
( f )  Po l ice  technic ian .  
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V77 R61 Improve Legal System (438. Do you have any general  sugges t ions  f o r  
t he  improvement of t h e  l ega l  system a s  i t  r e l a t e s  t o  drunk d r iv ing  and 
a lcohol - re la ted  t r a f f i c  a cc iden t s? )  MD-99 

Stop reduc t ions  of DUIL's i n  t he  c o u r t s  (3 a d d i t i o n a l  responses 
not coded 
S t i f f e r  enforcement & s t i f f e r  DUIL p e n a l t i e s  ( e . g . ,  t ake  l i c e n s e  
f o r  longer  per iod ,  d o n ' t  allow d r i v e r  t o  leave  t he  scene i n  c a r )  
(2 a d d i t i o n a l  responses not coded) 
Continue ASAP o r  a  s i m i l a r  program, more o f f i c e r s  f o r  ASAP 
Set ground r u l e s  s o  o f f i c e r  can make DUIL a r r e s t  on t he  spot  with 
ou t  complicat ions (1 addi tona l  response not coded) 
Treatment i n s t ead  of j a i l  
Stronger  laws concerning t he  taking & r e fu s ing  of b rea th  t e s t s  
(1 a d d i t i o n a l  response not coded) 
Review 18 year o ld  dr ink ing  law 
No 
Ab i l i t y  t o  a r r e s t  DUIL without having witnessed t he  acc ident  

Other 
Laws & judges a r e  t o  l e n i e n t .  
Be more harsh  on 2nd & 3rd time o f f ende r s .  
More more f o r  road p a t r o l .  
Change law s o  t h a t  drunk d r i v e r s  could not demand a  ju ry  t r i a l ,  

but could only have t h e i r  cases  heard by a  judge - judges have 
much more e x p e r t i s e ,  & t h i s  process  would save a  l o t  of t ime. 

S t r i c t e r  p e n a l t i e s  as  in  Candad which has curbed its problem by 
excess ive  f i n e s ,  j a i l  & mandatory r e h a b i l i t a t i o n  program. 

Cut down cour t  t ime. 
Drinking is a  major problem i n  t h i s  c i t y  on a l l  o f f e n s e s ,  drunk 

d r i v i n g ,  f i g h t s ,  f e l o n i e s ,  e t c .  probably more s o  than dope a t  
l e a s t  involving acc idents  & domest ics ,  e t c .  

Keep t he  Antabuse program going. I  f e e l  i t  has helped.  More 
should be placed on i t .  

Also 02 & 2nd DUIL convic t ion  a  fe lony .  
Mandatory suspension f o r  2  impaired a r r e s t s .  Judges t o  review 

defendants  record f o r  D&E and drunk d r iv ing  & orde r  Antabuse 
i n  a l l  d r ink ing  r e l a t e d  hab i tua l  cr imes.  

Mandatory p e n a l t i e s  - no var iance .  
Take any person ' s  l i c ense  who has been convicted of DUIL f o r  1 

yea r .  
Consistency i n  pena l t i e s  given f o r  t he  dr ink ing  o f f e n s e ,  i . e . ,  

a t t o rney  postpones u n t i l  c e r t a i n  judges hear  case .  
Raise dr ink ing  age.  
S t a r t  laws t o  fo r ce  judges t o  give proper sen tences  & conv ic t i ons ,  

when t h e  evidence shows. 
The judges should be harder  on drunk d r i v e r s .  
Put t he  defendant i n  cou r t  & not prosecute  t h e  a r r e s t i n g  o f f i c a l .  



" 
V77 R61 improve Legal System ( c o n t ' d )  

TS AA Y WS - 
88. Other  ( c o n t ' d )  

A r r e s t e e  blows . lo -de te rmine  t e s t  had been g iven  p roper ly -  
a u t o m a t i c  c o n v i c t i o n .  Mandatory punishment upon a  g u i l t y  p l e a  
or finding-$600-15 days  i n  j a i l - s u s p e n s i o n  f o r  6  months of 
l i c e n s e -  2nd o f f e n s e ,  h igh c o u r t  misdeamenor. 

Also 10 - D U I L  s h o u l d  be a  mandatory j a i l  s e n t e n c e .  
Drunk d r i v e r s  s h o u l d  do 1 5 ,  30 ,  60 ,  9 0 ,  120  days  s t r a i g h t  o t h e r  

t h e n  weekends & once r e a c h i n g  120 days  any f u r t h e r  conviction 
by 120 days  i n  j a i l .  No l i q u o r  up t o  a  y e a r .  

Get r i d  of  judges  who a r e  problem d r i n k e r s  i n  Washtenaw County 
a t  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t  l e v e l s  & t h e r e  a r e  some. 

Also 10 & lower DUIL t o  .08%, have DUIL b r e a t h  t e s t  i n  b a r s  - 
more c o u n s e l i n g .  

More ba r  checks  f o r  drunks  be ing  s e r v e d .  S i t e  bar  i n t o  l i q u o r  
board when a r r e s t ,  f i g h t s  & drunks  a r e  found i n  b a r s .  

A s t a n d a r d  p e n a l t y  be s e t  up f o r  a l l  f i r s t  o f k n d e r s  convicted 
of  DUIL o r  impa i red .  F i n a n c i a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  a c t  be d i s c o n -  
t inued . 

L e g i s l a t e  i t  a s  a  f e l o n y  i n  a l l  a c c i d e n t s  where a  drunk d r i v e r  
is a t  f a u l t .  Videotape  a l l  drunk d r i v e r s  a f t e r  a r r e s t e d  & 
t h e  i n t e r v i e w .  

A p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  "p robab le  cause"  s t a n d a r d  i n  a f f e c t i n g  t h e  
a r r e s t  . 

New j udges . 
Also - 3 r d  o f f e n s e  t a k e  away v e h i c l e .  
Also ,  01-fewer r e d u c t i o n s ,  o t h e r - p u b l i c i z e  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s .  
Some j a i l  t ime i f  a c c i d e n t  is  invo lved .  
Also s t r o n g e r  p e n a l t i e s .  
I f e e l  t h e  problem has  reached such  p r o p o r t i o n  t h a t  t h e  s t r o n g  

s t e p s  t aken  i n  B r i t a i n  and Sweden s h o u l d  be p u t  i n t o  f o r c e .  
99. NA 


