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INTRODUCTION 

I n  September o f  1979 a  new f o u r - y e a r  program t o  combat drunk d r i v i n g  was 

begun i n  Oakland County, M ich igan .  Pr imary  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  Oakland 

County A l coho l  Enforcement/Educat ion P r o j e c t  l i e s  w i t h  t h e  T r a f f i c  Improvement 

A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  Oakland County (TIA) , which  i s  o v e r a l l  c o o r d i n a t o r  f o r  t h e  

P r o j e c t ,  and w i t h  t h e  Oakland County S h e r i f f ' s  Department. F i n a n c i a l  suppor t  

f o r  t h e  P r o j e c t  i s  p r o v i d e d  by f e d e r a l  g r a n t  funds th rough t h e  M ich igan  O f f i c e  

o f  Highway S a f e t y  P lann ing .  

Oakland County i s  t h e  l a r g e s t  suburban county  i n  t h e  D e t r o i t  m e t r o p o l i t a n  

area,  w i t h  c l o s e  t o  1,000,000 peop le  r e s i d i n g  i n  61 p o l i t i c a l  s u b d i v i s i o n s  (26 

c i t i e s ,  12 v i  l lages,  and 2 3  townships)  . Pon t i ac  i s  t h e  county sea t ,  and o t h e r  

l a r g e  communi t ies i n c l u d e  t h e  c i t i e s  o f  S o u t h f i e l d ,  Royal Oak, Farmington 

H i l l s ,  and T roy ,  and Wate r fo rd  and B l o o m f i e l d  Townships. The p o p u l a t i o n  i s  

c o n c e n t r a t e d  toward t h e  sou the rn  and e a s t e r n  p a r t s  o f  t h e  county,  and t h e r e  

a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l  r u r a l  areas t o  t h e  n o r t h  and west .  There a r e  42 separa te  

l o c a l  p o l i c e  agencies s e r v i n g  t h e  coun ty .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  two M ich igan  S t a t e  

P o l i c e  (MSP) p o s t s  a re  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  county ,  a t  P o n t i a c  and N o r t h v i l l e ,  and 

two o t h e r  nearby p o s t s  (Br i g h t o n  and Romeo) serve  p a r t s  o f  t h e  county .  

S i x t e e n  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t s  w i t h  32 j udges p r o v i d e  f i r s t - l e v e l  c o u r t  s e r v i c e s  i n  

t h e  d i f f e r e n t  p a r t s  o f  t h e  county .  

The p r i m a r y  p r o j e c t  a c t i v i t y  i s  t he  deployment o f  s p e c i a l  p o l i c e  p a t r o l  

personne l  a t  t h e  t imes and p laces  o f  l a r g e  numbers o f  p a s t  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

a c c i d e n t s .  P lann ing  f o r  t h i s  s p e c i a l  p a t r o l  e f f o r t  i s  c a r r i e d  o u t  by TIA 

u s i n g  i t s  computer ized d a t a  base o f  Oakland County a c c i d e n t s .  TIA i s  a l s o  

r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  c a r r y i n g  o u t  an e d u c a t i o n a l  program t o  i n f o r m  t h e  genera l  

p u b l i c  about  t h e  dangers o f  drunk d r i v i n g  and about  t h e  s p e c i a l  program t o  

apprehend drunk  d r i v e r s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  TIA i s  i n v o l v e d  i n  more s p e c i f i c  

e d u c a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  w i t h  persons r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  P r o j e c t  such as p o l i c e  

o f f i c e r s ,  d r i v e r  t r a i n i n g  teache rs ,  and d i s t r i c t  c o u r t  judges and p rosecu to rs .  

The S h e r i f f ' s  D e ~ a r t m e n t  p r o v i d e s  most o f  t h e  Alcohol  Enforcement Team 

~ e r s o n n e l  and has r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  c o o r d i n a t i o n  and record-keep ing o f  

t he  Team's o p e r a t i o n .  The P o n t i a c  MSL p o s t  and a number o f  l o c a l  p o l i c e  

aepartments have a l s o  p r o v i d e d  personne l  and ca rs  f o r  t h e  team. Whi le  t n e  

p r imary  purpose o f  t h e  A lcoho l  Enforcement Team i s  s a t u r a t i o n  enforcement o f  



the drunk driving laws in the target areas of deployment, naturally Team 

personnel carry out many other law enforcement activities in their assigned 

areas of patrol. 

The overall goal of this four-year project is to reduce the suffering and 

costs caused by alcohol-related accidents in Oakland County. Specifically, 

the project aims to reduce the county-wide rate of alcohol-related fatal and 

injury accidents by 15 percent and to reduce the rate in the specified 

selective enforcement "target areas" by 30 percent. 

In addition, the project has three intermediate goals, each of which can 

play a role in the attainment of the primary goal, the reduction of alcohol- 

related accidents. These are: 

(1) To increase drunk driving arrests by 30 percent in the Sheriff's 

Department, by 15 percent in the 41 local police departments in the 

county, and by 50 percent in the selected target areas. 

(2) To implement a drunk driving selective enforcement program in the 

Sheriff's Department and in at least half of the eleven police 

departments serving populations over 25,000. 

(3) To significantly increase pub1 ic awareness of the magni tude of the 

alcohol-related traffic accident problem and public support for firm 

drunk driving enforcement measures. 

in order to measure the effectiveness of the Alcohol Enforcement/ 

Education Project in attaining the above-stated goals, the Michigan Office of 

Highway Safety Planning contracted with The University of Michigan 

Transportation Research lnsti tute (UMTRI) . With the assistance of TIA and the 

Sheriff's Department, UMTRI staff have been collecting statistical data on 

alcohol-related accidents and drunk driving arrests in Oakland County. They 

have also been collecting data on district court handling and dispositions of 

drunk driving cases, and they have carried out three public opinion surveys 

among Oakland County drivers. 

This report is an interim evaluation of the effectiveness of the OCAEEP 

proaram. It covers the first two years of deployment of the special Alcohol 

Enforcement Team, from Aprl 1 10, ) 9 8 ~ ,  through March of  1982. Since the 

operational years start in April, most of the data presented in this report 

for both the baseline and operational periods are for years running from April 



to the following March. Thus the two baseline years used for comparison with 

the operational years are Apri 1 1978 to March 1979 and Apri 1 1979 to March 

1980. 

The report contains three sections: one on alcohol-related accidents, one 

on drunk driving arrests, and one on the public opinion surveys. It concludes 

with a brief summary section. 





1 .  OAKLAND COUNTY ACCIDENT DATA 

As ment ioned i n  t h e  I n t r o d u c t i o n ,  t h e  p r imary  goal  o f  t h e  Oakland County 

A lcoho l  Enforcement/Educat i o n  P r o j e c t  i s  t o  reduce t h e  i nc idence o f  a l c o h o l -  

r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  i n  Oakland County. I n  Tab le  1 . 1  da ta  a r e  p resen ted  on a l l  

p o l  i c e - r e p o r t e d  a c c i d e n t s  i n  Oakland County f o r  1977 th rough March, 1982. For 

each q u a r t e r  and o p e r a t i o n a l  year t h e  number and percentage o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

a c c i d e n t s  (as judged by t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i n g  p o l i c e  o f f i c e r )  i s  shown f o r  f a t a l  

a c c i d e n t s ,  o t h e r  i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s ,  property-damage-only a c c i d e n t s ,  f a t a l  and 

i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  combined, and a l l  acc iden ts .  

T h i s  t a b l e  shows t h a t  a l l  types o f  a c c i d e n t s  d e c l i n e d  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  i n  

1979, 1980, and 1981, compared t o  1977 and 1978, and t h i s  d e c l i n e  was 

p a r t i c u l a r l y  sha rp  i n  t h e  p e r i o d  s i n c e  A p r i l ,  1980, when t h e  s p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  

enforcement e f f o r t  began. However, when one looks  a t  t h e  columns o f  a l c o h o l -  

r e l a t e d  percentages one f i n d s  l i t t l e  change f rom year t o  year .  The more 

s e r i o u s  f a t a l  and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  be a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  than  

property-damage-only a c c i d e n t s ,  b u t  t h e  percentage o f  f a t a l  and i n j u r y  

a c c i d e n t s  which were a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  was a c t u a l  1y h i g h e r  i n  1981-82 than i n  

1977-78--21.7 pe rcen t ,  compared t o  20.7 pe rcen t .  However, t h e  1980-81 f i g u r e  

o f  22.9 p e r c e n t  and t h e  1981-82 f i g u r e  o f  21.7 pe rcen t  a re  s l  i g h t l y  lower t han  

t h e  1979-80 f i g u r e  o f  23.0 p e r c e n t .  

For t h e  24 base l  i n e  months f rom Apr i  1 ,  1978, t o  March, 1980, t h e  a l c o h o l -  

r e l a t e d  percentage was 22.8 p e r c e n t ,  w h i l e  f o r  t he  24 o p e r a t i o n a l  months f rom 

Apr i 1 ,  1980, t o  March, 1982, t h e  a l c o h o l  - r e l a t e d  percentage was 22.3 pe rcen t ,  

a  r e d u c t i o n  o f  2.3 pe rcen t  i n  t h e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  r a t e .  Thus, a1 though t h e  

numbers o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  have d e c l i n e d  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  d u r i n g  t h e  

program o p e r a t i o n a l  p e r i o d ,  i t  i s  obv ious  t h a t  t h e  program has n o t  y e t  f u l l y  

met i t s  goal  o f  reduc ing  the  rate o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  f a t a l  and i n j u r y  

a c c i d e n t s  by 15 p e r c e n t .  

Tab le  1.2 l ooks  a t  t h e  changes i n  t o t a l  and a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  f a t a l  and 
i n i u r y  a c c i d e n t s  i n  Oakland County i n  comparison w i t h  t e n  o t h e r  l a r g e  c o u n t i e s  

and the  dnoie s t a t e  o f  Mich igan.  T h i s  t a b l e  snows t n a t  no t  o n l y  O a ~ l a n d  

i o u n : ~  b u t  o t h e r  l a r g e  c o u n t i e s  anc t h e  s t a t e  as a w h o l e  have a l l  exper ienced 

l a r g e  r e a u c t i o n s  i n  b o t h  t o t a l  a c c i d e n t s  and a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  d u r i n g  

t h e  1978-1981 p e r i o d .  For t h e  whole s t a t e  t h e r e  was a  21.0 pe rcen t  d rop i n  



TABLE 1.2 
Total and Alcohol-Related Fatal and Injury Accidents for Oakland County, 
Ten Other Large Counties, and All Michigan, April 1978 to December 1981 

County 

Tlme Period 

Apr. 1978 Apr. 1979 Apr. 1980 Jan. 1981 
Mar. 1979 Mar. 1980 Mar. 1981 Dec. 1981 

TFor this comparison the data f o r  the first quarter of 
twice in the March 1980 to December I961 time period. 

Change from 
4/79-3/80 

t o 
1/81-12/81 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol -Related 

A1c.-Related % 
CALHOUN COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
A1  coho1 -Re1 ated 
Alc. -Related % 

GENESEE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

A1c.-Related X 
INGHAM COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

A1c.-Related % 
JACKSON COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

Alc. -Related % 
KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

A1c.-Related % 
KENT COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

Alc. -Related % 
MACOMB COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

Alc. -Related Yo 
MONROE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

Alc. -Related % 
WASHTENAW COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 

A1c.-Related % 
WAYNE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
ivon A1c.-Related 
Alconoi-Related 

A1c.-Related 
ALL MICHIGAN 

counted 

Change from 
4/78-3/80 

t o 
4/80-12/8Iz 

I 

I 

1981 have been 

Totai Accidents 1 
Ron hit.-Related; 
A'cohol-Relatea I 

Pic.-Related 



n o n - a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  f rom 1978-79 t o  1981, a l o n g  w i t h  a  d r o p  o f  15.3 
pe rcen t  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s .  The pe rcen tage  o f  a c c i d e n t s  s t a t e w i d e  

which were a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c t u a l  l y  went up f r o m  23.4 p e r c e n t  t o  24.7 p e r c e n t ,  

a  5.4 p e r c e n t  i nc rease  i n  t h e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  r a t e .  I n  Oakland County non- 

a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  dropped 1 7 . 7  p e r c e n t  f rom 1978-79 t o  1981, s l  i g h t l y  

l e s s  than t h e  s t a t e w i d e  drop,  b u t  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  dropped 17.8 

pe rcen t ,  somewhat more than  t h e  s t a t e w i d e  drop.  The percentage o f  a l c o h o l -  

r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  was about  t h e  same i n  t h e  two yea rs  (22.6 p e r c e n t  and 22.5 

pe rcen t )  . I n  1978-79 f i v e  o f  t h e  compar i son c o u n t i e s  had lower percentages o f  

a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  than  Oakland County d id , .  b u t  i n  1981 o n l y  two 

comparison c o u n t i e s  were lower t han  Oak l and  County (Kent and Wayne) . 
The l a s t  column o f  percentages i n  Tab le  1.2 compares f a t a l  and i n j u r y  

a c c i d e n t s  f o r  t h e  f u l l  24-month base1 i n e  p e r i o d ,  f r o m  Apr i  1 ,  1978, t o  March, 

1980, w i t h  t h e  21 months o f  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p e r i o d  f rom A p r i l ,  1980, t o  

December, 1981. Because a c c i d e n t  d a t a  f o r  t h e  January  t o  March 1982 p e r i o d  

were no t  y e t  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  o t h e r  t han  Oakland County, t h e  d a t a  f o r  January t o  

March 1981 have been counted t w i c e  i n  t h e  second t i m e  p e r i o d ,  t hus  p r o v i d i n g  

24 months o f  d a t a  i n  t h e  second t i m e  p e r i o d  a l s o .  Aga in  t h e  t a b l e  shows t h a t  

Oakland County d e c l i n e d  s l i g h t l y  l e s s  than  t h e  s t a t e  as a  whole i n  non- 

a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s ,  13.7 p e r c e n t  compared t o  15.0 pe rcen t ,  b u t  i t  

d e c l i n e d  somewhat more i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s ,  14.0 pe rcen t  compared t o  

1 1 . 7  p e r c e n t .  Wh i l e  t h e  s t a t e  as a  whole had i t s  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  percentage 

i nc rease  f rom 23.8 p e r c e n t  t o  25.0 pe rcen t ,  Oakland Coun ty ' s  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

percentage s tayed about  t h e  same, 22.8 p e r c e n t  and 22.7 p e r c e n t .  A t  t h e  same 

t ime  seven of t h e  t e n  compar ison c o u n t i e s  expe r ienced  i nc reases  i n  t h e i r  

percentages o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s .  Only Calhoun, Monroe, and Wayne 

Count ies  exper ienced l a r g e r  decreases i n  t h e i r  r a t e s  o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

a c c i d e n t s  than  d i d  Oakland County. T h i s  suggests t h a t  t h e  s p e c i a l  program i n  

Oakland County had some e f f e c t  i n  r e d u c i n g  t h e  magn i tude o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

f a t a l  and i n j u r y  c rashes i n  t h e  coun ty .  

Tables 1 . 3  t o  1 . 7  go on t o  p r e s e n t  s i m i l a r  d a t a  f o r  a c c i d e n t s  t a k i n g  

p l a c e  a t  f i v e  d i f f e r e n t  t ime  p e r i o d s  d u r i n g  t h e  week. Tab le  1 . 3  covers  

a c c i d e n t s  occu r r  i ng on Wednesday, Thursday, Fr i day ,  and Saturday n i g h t s  f  rorc 

1 1  p .  t o  4 a .  Tab le  1 . 4  a e s c r i b e s  t n e  expe r ience  f o r  a c c i d e n t s  t a k i n g  

p l a c e  on Sunday, Monday, and Tuesday n i g h t s  between 1 1  p.m. and 4 a.m. Tab le  



- - 

-Jan -Mar 1981 data are counted twlce i n  tne second time period. 

TABLE 1 .3 
Total and Alcohol-Related Fatal and injury Accidents for Oakland County, 
Ten Other Large Counties, and A11 Michigan, April 1978 to December 1981, 

Accidents 

County 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
Ale.-Related% 

GENESEE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

INGHAM COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

JACKSON COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KENT COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MACOMB COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MONROE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WAYNE COUNTY 
Total Acciaents 

on Wed.. Thurs., Fri., and Sat. Nights 

Time Period 

Apr. 1976 Apr. 1979 Apr. 1980 Jan. 1981 
Mar. 1979 Mar. 1980 Mar. 1981 Dec. 1981 

1769 1658 1585 1482 
639 562 543 498 
1130 1096 1042 984 

63.9% 66.1% 65.7% 66.4% 

189 212 2 14 190 
74 78 8 8 7 7 
115 134 126 113 

60.8% 63.2% 58.9% 59.5% 

698 727 650 669 
260 243 234 219 
438 484 416 450 

62.8% 66.6% 64 .O% 67.3% 

366 364 345 343 
107 97 8 4 9 1 
259 267 26 1 252 

70.8% 73.4% 75.7% 73.5% 

338 280 287 273 
1 I0 106 1 08 8 7 
228 174 179 186 

67.5% 62.1% 62.4% 68.1% 

335 344 366 315 
14 I 113 129 110 
194 23 1 237 205 

57.9% 67.2% 64.8% 65. 1% 

606 705 623 586 
214 215 178 176 
392 490 445 4 10 

64.7% 69.5% 71.4% 70.0% 

1142 1157 1 100 1060 
474 450 407 366 
668 707 693 694 

58.5% 61.1% 63 .OX 65.5% 

27 1 2 16 246 198 
8 3 48 7 1 68 
188 168 175 130 

69.4% 77.8% 71 . I %  65.7% 

424 388 392 342 
155 139 130 112 
269 249 262 2 30 

63.4% 64.27; 66.8% 67 . 3% 

I Nan A1c.-Related 

from IIPM to 

Change from 
4/78-3/79 

t o 
1/81-12/81 

-16.2% 
-22.1% 
-12.9% 
+3.9% 

+O. 5% 
+4.1% 
-1.7% 
-2.3% 

-4.2% 
-15.8% 
+2.7% 
+7.2% 

-6.3% 
-15.0% 
-2.7% 
+3.8% 

- 19.2% 
-20.9% 
-18.4% 
+ I  .O% 

-6.0% 
-22.0% 
+5.7"/, 
+12.4% 

-3.3% 
-17.8% 
+4.6% 
+8.2% 

-7.2% 
-22.8% 
+3.9% 
+11.9% 

-26.9?! 
-18. 1% 
-30.9% 
-5.4% 

-19.3% 
-27.7% 
-14.5% 
+6.0% 

4AM 

Change from 
4/78-3/80 

t o 
4/80-12/81* 

-10.5% 
-13.3% 
-9.0% 
+ I  .7% 

+O. 7% 
+8.6% 
-4 .O% 
-4.7% 

-7.4% 
-9.9% 
-6.1% 
+1.5% 

-5.8% 
-14.2% 
-2.5% 
+3.5% 

-9.4% 
-9.7% 
-9.2% 
+O .2% 

+O .3% 
-5.9% 
+4.0% 
+3.7% 

-7.8% 
-17.5% 
-3.1% 
+5.1% 

-6.0:L 
-16.3% 
+O. 9% 
+7.4% 

-8.8% 
+6. 1% 
-14.3% 
-6 .OX 

-9.6% 
-f7.7% 
-5 .O% 
+5.1"/; 

Alcohol-Relatea ? t i 6  2052 1236 - r , - . 5 i  i -s,47, 
Ale.-Related % ,  52.211 55.471 5> 1% 538: 1 ~ 2 . 7 ; :  1 - 6 . 7 : '  

ALL MICHIGAN ' 
To?;: Accidents I 1544: 150025 ?-Id45 13625 - 1  ', .7,: - 7 . 8 ;  
Non Alc-~elateci 598: 5352 5236 4E26 -15.3;: -1:. 8;. 
Alcohol -Related 946C, $ 7 2 3  927 I 8803 -6.9:- 1 - 6 ,  4 - ,  

I i 

Ale.-Reyated Y I  61 .3?: 64.77: 63. 77; 64 6;; + 5  4:: + ?  .9;: 

406 I 3726 3646 3461 1 -i4.6>: 
1943 1663 1715 160E I -17.2% 

-E  . ? i :  
- 6 . 0 5 .  



1.5 covers  a c c i d e n t s  t a k i n g  p l a c e  on Monday th rough Thursday f rom 4 a.m. t o  1 1  

p.m. T a b l e  1.6 cove rs  a c c i d e n t s  wh ich  occur  on F r i d a y  f r o m  4 a.m. t o  1 1  p.m. 

Tab le  1 . 7  cove rs  a c c i d e n t s  wh ich  t a k e  p l a c e  on  Saturday and Sunday from 4 a.m. 

t o  1 1  p.m. 

Both  i n  Oakland County and s t a t e w i d e  o n l y  about  one-seventh o f  t h e  f a t a l  

and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  took  p l a c e  on Wednesday th rough Saturday  n i g h t s  between 

1 1  p.m. and 4 a.m., t h e  hours  when t h e  A lcoho l  Enforcement Team was 

p a t r o l l i n g .  However, a lmost  t w o - t h i r d s  o f  t h e  a c c i d e n t s  a t  these hours were 

a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d ,  and a lmos t  t w o - f i f t h s  o f  a l l  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  

occu r red  a t  these t imes.  T a b l e  1.3 shows t h a t  s t a t e w i d e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

a c c i d e n t s  d e c l  i ned  o n l y  - 6 . 1  p e r c e n t  d u r i n g  these hours  (compared t o  -11 .7  

pe rcen t  f o r  a1 1 h o u r s ) ,  w h i l e  i n  Oakland County a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  acc iden ts  f e l l  

-9.0 p e r c e n t  (compared t o  -14.0 p e r c e n t  f o r  a l l  h o u r s ) .  Among t h e  comparison 

c o u n t i e s  o n l y  Monroe had a  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  g r e a t e r  d e c l i n e  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

a c c i d e n t s  a t  t hese  hours  (-14.3 pe rcen t )  t h a n  d i d  Oakland County, w h i l e  

Jackson and Wayne had r a t h e r  s im i  l a r  r e d u c t i o n s  (-9.2 p e r c e n t  and -9 .4  

pe rcen t ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .  Macomb and Kalamazoo Count ies  a c t u a l l y  had increases 

i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  d u r i n g  these  hours  (0.9 p e r c e n t  and 4.0 pe rcen t ,  

r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .  So, a l t h o u g h  Oakland County a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  dropped 

l ess  d u r i n g  these  Team o p e r a t i o n a l  hours  than  d u r i n g  some o t h e r  t ime  p e r i o d s  

(see Tab les  1.4-1.7), s t  i 1 1  t hey  were reduced more i n  Oakland County than  

s t a t e w i d e  and i n  most o f  t h e  compar ison c o u n t i e s .  

I n  sum, t h e  a c c i d e n t  t a b l e s  show t h a t  Oakland County exper ienced above 

average r e d u c t i o n s  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s ,  compared t o  t h e  s t a t e  as a  

whole and t o  most o f  t h e  compar ison c o u n t i e s .  T h i s  was t r u e  b o t h  over a l l  

t imes and d u r i n g  t h e  s p e c i f i c  hours  o f  A l coho l  Enforcement Team o p e r a t i o n .  

However, i t  i s  somewhat u n s e t t l i n g  t o  f i n d  t h a t  s i m i l a r  o r  g r e a t e r  r e d u c t i o n s  

i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  took p l a c e  i n  nearby c o u n t i e s  such as Wayne and 

Monroe w i t h o u t  any s p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  enforcement programs. I t  i s  o f  course  

p o s s i b l e  t h a t  t h e r e  was some s p i l l o v e r  e f f e c t  f rom media a c t i v i t i e s  wh ich  

covered a l l  o f  sou theas t  Mich igan,  b u t  i t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  f rom t h e  da ta  a v a i l a b i e  

t o  demonst ra te  a s t r o n g  e f f e c t  s p e c i f i c a l l y  f o r  t h e  s p e c i a l  A lcoho l  

Enforcement Tear, i n  Oakland County. 



TABLE 1 .4 
Total and Alcohol-Related Fatal and Injury Accidents for Oakland County, 
Ten Other Large Counties, and All Michigan, April 1978 to December 1981, 

Accidents on Sunday, Monday, and Tuesday Nights from 1IPM to 4AM 

County 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-related 
Alcohol-related 
A1c.-related % 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

GENESEE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
Ale.-Related % 

INGHAM COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non ATc.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

JACKSON COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
Ale.-Related % 

KENT COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MACOMB COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MONROE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
PIC.-Related % 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol -Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WAYNE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non AIC.-Relatea 
Alcchc;-Related 

Time Period 

Apr. 1978 Apr. 1979 Apr. 1980 Jan. 1981 
Mar. 1979 Mar. 1980 Mar. 1981 Dec. 1981 

632 595 502 449 
246 2 17 204 175 
386 378 298 274 

61.1% 63.5% 59.4% 61 .O% 

9 0 82 63 6 8 
49 39 29 2 6 
4 1 43 3 4 42 

45.6% 52.4% 54 .O% 61.8% 

262 225 257 212 
103 7 0 9 9 67 
159 155 158 145 

60.7% 68.9% 61.5% 68.4% 

102 9 7 I I I 10 1 
3 7 30 3 9 3 9 
6 5 6 7 72 62 

63.7% 69.1% 64.9% 61 .4% 

101 89 78 7 0 
45 30 2 7 2 6 
5 6 5 9 5 1 44 

55.4% 66.3% 65.4% 62.9% 

97 94 97 69 
49 45 3 9 23 
4 8 49 5 8 4 6 

49.5% 52. 1% 59.8% 66.7% 

195 160 167 162 
90 76 7 3 79 
105 8 4 9 4 6 3 

53.8% 52.5% 56.3% 51.2% 

380 366 3 17 254 
160 171 115 97 
220 195 202 157 

57.9% 53.3% 63.7% 61.8% 

107 7 7 7 1 6 5 
4 2 24 2 2 27 
65 53 49 38 

60.7% 68.8% 69.0% 58.5% 

141 148 115 107 
5 6 7 3 4 5 4 5 
8 5 7 5 7 0 6 2 

*ic.-~elate* rl 47.4% 5c. 751 46.0% 18.2:r + 1.7:; 1 - 1  7 7 .  
ALL MICHIGAN 

i  TOT^ A C C  1 U ~ I - t ~  5.16, 4915 $54: JC2: ! -26 .it. - i 7 . 5 , .  
I 

~ c l  b . 1 ~ .  -Related 2449 2013 1835 1666 -32 .o;, j - 2 1  .st: 
Alcohol -Re1 ated 33:: 29C2 2707 2356 I -14 .4;< 

Change from 
4/78-3/79 

t o 
1/81-12/81 

-29 .O% 
-28.9% 
-29.0% 
-0.1% 

-24.4% 
-46.9% 
+2.4% 
+35.6% 

-19.1% 
-35.0% 
-8.8%. 
~12.7% 

- 1  .O% 
+5.4% 
-4.6% 
-3.7% 

-30.7% 
-42.2% 
-21.4% 
+13.4% 

-28.9% 
-53.1% 
-4.2% 

+34.7% 

- 16.9% 
-12.2% 
-21 .O% 
-4.9% 

-33.27; 
-39.4% 
-28.6% 
+6.8% 

-39.3% 
-35.7% 
-4 1 .5% 
-3.8% 

-24.1% 
-19.6% 
-27.1% 

Aic.-Related 7 ;  

Change from 
4/78-3/80 

t o 
4/80-12/81" 

-22.5% 
-18.1% 
-25.1% 
-3.4% 

-23.8% 
-37.5% 
-9.5% 
118.8% 

-3.7% 
-4.0% 
-3.5% 
+O. 2% 

+6.5% 
+ 16.4% 
+ I  .5% 
-4.7% 

-22.1% 
-29.3% 
-17.4% 
+6. 1% 

-13. 1% 
-34 .O% 
+7.2% 
~23.4% 

-7.3% 
-8.4% 
-6.3% 
+ I .  1% 

-23.5% 
-36 .O% 
-13.5% 
113.0% 

-26. 1% 
-25.8% 
-26.3% 
-0.2% 

-23.2% 
-30.2% 
-17.5% 

60.3% 50.7% 60.9% 57*;1 -3.9% +7.4% 

55.27; 59.0% 59.6% 58 .6'1: 

1593 1380 1293 1133 -28.9:;: 

1 - 2 1 , e ? -  j r3,7; 
+6.2?1 

'Jan.-Mar. 1981 data are ccunted twice in the second time period. 

1 -16.45: 1 636 66 1 673 587 -3C. 0;- 1 :;::;i; 
7 5 5  699 E 2 G  I - 2 7 . 7 :  



TABLE 1.5 
Total and Alcohol-Related Fatal and Injury Accidents for Oakland County, 
Ten Other Large Counties, and All Michigan, April 1978 to December 1981, 
Accidents on Mondays, Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and Thursdays from 4AM to IIPM 

County 

Time Period 

Apr. 1978 Apr. 1979 Apr. 1980 Jan. 1981 
Mar. 1979 Mar. 1980 Mar. 1981 Dec. 1981 

Change from 
4/78-3/80 

t o 
4/80- 12/8 1 ' 

Change frorr 
4/78-3/79 

t o 
1/81-12/87 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non Alc. -Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related X 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

GENESEE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
NonA1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

INGHAM COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

JACKSON COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
Alc. -Related % 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KENT COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non Alc. -Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related X 

MACOMB COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
NonA1c.-Related 
A1 coho1 -Re1 ated 
A1c.-Related % 

MONROE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WAYNE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non k1c.-Related 
Cicchol-Related 
A1c.-Related X I  

ALL MICHIGAN 
;9r-- 

I 
Totz: Acc~aenrs 1 5Z92E J7E35 4428C . .>u 1 - 17 7,;: 
Non Alc  elated 46647 a 17G4 38612 -If .27: 
Clconol-Relatea 1 6281 6195 566E '5405 -14 .0>: 
A1c.-Related X /  11.9% 12.9>< 12.87 Ijl 1 2 . 4 %  +r .5% 

'Jan.-Mar. 1981 data are counted twice in the second time perlod. 

6469 6058 5638 5546 
5772 5376 4987 4918 
697 682 65 1 628 

10.8% 11.3% I I .5:; 1 I .  3% 

846 744 677 699 
74 1 64 3 600 61 I 
105 101 77 8 8 

12.4% 13.6% 11.4% 12.6% 

2466 2182 2122 2072 
2108 1816 1805 17 18 
358 366 317 354 

14.5% 16.8% 14.9% 17.1% 

157 1 1497 1375 135 1 
1419 1336 1239 1209 
152 161 136 142 

9.7% 10.8% 9.9% 10.5% 

817 76 1 678 687 
7 12 66 I 585 599 
105 100 93 8 8 

12.97; 13.1% 13.7"/, 12.8% 

1199 1074 959 900 
1086 972 853 808 
113 102 106 92 

9.4% 9.5% 1 1 . 1 %  10.2% 

2592 2468 2226 2259 
2385 2229 1986 2038 
207 239 240 22 1 
8.0% 9.7% 1 C .  8% 9.8% 

404 1 3655 3234 3243 
3598 32 17 28 16 2878 
443 438 4 18 365 

11.0% 12.0% 12.9% 11.3% 

715 60 1 53 1 554 
603 500 443 473 
112 101 8 8 8 1 

15.7% 16.8% 16.6:< 14.6% 

1434 1283 1199 1195 
1278 1092 1026 1055 
156 191 173 140 

10.9% 14.9% 14 ,455 11.7% 

15233 136 13 12867 12646 
1332S 12035 11256 11107 
190: 160: 1505 15i' 

-14.3% 
-14.8% 
-9.9% 
+5.1% 

-17.4% 
-17.5% 
-16.2% 
+ I  .4% 

-16.0% 
-18.5% 
- 1 . 1 %  

+17.7% 

-14.0% 
-14.8% 
-6.6% 
+8.6% 

-15.9% 
-15.9% 
-16.2% 
-0.3% 

-24.9% 
-25.6% 
- 18.6% 
+8.5% 

-12.8% 
- 14.5% 
+6.8% 
+22.5% 

-19.7% 
-20 .O% 
-17.6% 
+2.7"/, 

-22.5% 
-21.6% 
-27.7% 
-6.7% 

-16.7% 
- 17.4% 
-10.3% 
+7.7% 

- 17 ,0;; 1 -16.7% 
-1~0:: 

12.5;; 11 1% 12.5; 12 2;, 1 - 2 . 4 > ?  
I 



TABLE I .6 
Total and Alcohol-Related Fatal and Injury Accidents for Oakland County, 
Ten Other Large Counties, and A11 Michigan, April 1978 to December 1981, 

Accidents on Fridays from 4kM to IlPM 

-- 

"Jan -Mar. 1981 aata are counted twice in the second time perloo 

County 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related 7; 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

GENESEE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non Alc. -Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

INGHAM COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

JACKSON COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KENT COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MACOMB COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Nan A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MONROE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related% 

WAYNE COUNTY 
Total Acciaents 
NonA1c.-~elatedi 
bicohol-Related 

Time Period 

Apr. 1978 Apr. 1979 Apr. 1980 Jan. 1981 
Mar. 1979 Mar. 1980 Mar. 1981 Dec. 1981 

1970 20 18 1727 1653 
1668 1719 1492 1427 
302 299 235 226 

15.3% 14.8% 13.6% 13.7% 

24 1 244 213 22 1 
197 204 177 198 
4 4 4 0 3 6 2 3 

18.3% 16.4% 16.9% 10.4% 

842 748 620 623 
670 592 487 490 
172 156 133 133 

20.4% 20.9% 21.5% 21.3% 

5 34 427 405 392 
4 54 362 349 320 
8 0 65 5 6 7 2 

15.0% 15.2% 13.8% 18.4% 

289 279 228 189 
233 230 181 155 
5 6 49 47 3 4 

19.4% 17.6% 20.6% 18.0% 

39 1 37 1 353 30 1 
332 310 297 265 
5 9 6 1 56 36 

15.1% 16.4% 15.9% 12.0% 

779 865 7 06 672 
685 740 605 572 
9 4 125 101 100 

12.1% 14.5% 14.3% 14.9% 

i 365 1289 976 960 
1138 1065 795 789 
227 224 18 1 171 

16.6% 17.4% 18.5% 17.8% 

240 209 190 171 
193 169 142 143 
47 40 4 8 28 

19.6% 19.1% 25.3% 16.4% 

470 453 398 350 
387 373 322 297 
83 80 76 53 

17.7% 17.7% 19. 14: 15. 1% 

4926 480C G i 4 2  3939 
4074 4036 3468 3330 

, 8 5 2  7 6 2  6 7 ~  609 
A1c.-Relatec "i! 17,3?? 15 .9';'i 1 E .  3:, 5 -1C.6:. 

ALLMICHIGAN i 
' 4 3 3 5  a - -  1633~ - n  i Tola: Acciaents I ;7Ll- , 3 0 7 2  & ,  .5; 

1 -4.4;; 

1 
- 1 7 .  

Change from 
4/78-3/79 

t o 
1/81-12/81 

-16.1% 
-14.4% 
-25.2% 
-10.8% 

-8.3% 
+O. 5% 
-47.7% 
-43 .O% 

-26.0% 
-26.9% 
-22.7% 
+4.5% 

-26.6% 
-29.5% 
-10.0% 
+22.6% 

-34.6% 
-33.5% 
-39.3% 
-7.2% 

-23.0% 
-20.2% 
-39 .O% 
-20.7% 

-13.7% 
- 16.5% 
+6.4"/, 
123.3% 

-29.7% 
-30.7% 
-24.7% 
+7.1"/, 

-28.8% 
-25.9% 
-40.4% 
-16.4% 

-25.5% 
-23.3% 
-36. 17; 
-14.3% 

- 2C . Cil. 
1 -1E.37; 
1 -22. 5!,: 

NOR Aic.-Related/ 14429 13136 11781 1 Id46 -2C.i). 1 -16 w 
Liconol-Reiateo 2988 2886 2 5 2 -  2228  -25.4:, 1 - 19  I tC 

17.7% 17  .6% 1632 i - 5 . 0 %  -2,4X 

Change from 
4/78-3/80 

t o 
4/80-12/81* 

-15.2% 
-13.8% 
-23.3% 
-9.5% 

-10.5% 
-6.5% 
-29.8% 
-21.5% 

-2 1.8% 
-22.6% 
-18.9% 
+3.7% 

-f7.1% 
-18.0% 
-11.7% 
+6.4% 

-26.6% 
-27.4% 
-22.9% 
+5.1% 

-14.2% 
-12.5% 
-23.3% 
-10.7% 

-16.2% 
-17.4% 
-8.2% 
+9.5% 

-27. 1% 
-28.1% 
-22.056 
+7 .Ox 

-19.6% 
-21.3% 
-12.6% 
+8.7% 

-19.0% 
-18.6% 
-20.9% 
-2.3% 

-16.9% 
- 16.2% 
- 2 C .  6;: 



TABLE 1.7 
Total and Alcohol-Related Fatal and Injury Accidents for Oakland County, 
Ten Other Large Counties, and All Michigan, April 1978 to December 1981, 

Accidents on Saturdays and Sundays from 4AM to 11PM 

Change from 
4/78-3/80 

t 0 
4/80-I2/8l1 

County 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
NonA1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

GENESEE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related X 

INGHAM COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

JACKSON COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related A 

KENT COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MACOMB COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
NonA1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

MONROE COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
A1c.-Related % 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
Total Accidents 
Non A1c.-Related 
Alcohol-Related 
Ale.-Related % 

WAYNE COUNTY 
Total Acclaents 
Non A1c.-Reiated 
Alcobo7-Reiated 
A1c.-Reiated 4, 

ALL MICHIGAN 
Total Acciaents 
Non A1c.-~e:ated/ 

Time Period 

Apr. 1978 Apr. 1979 Apr. 1980 Jan. 1981 
Mar. 1979 Mar. 1980 Mar. 1981 Dec. 1981 

2622 2377 234 1 1945 
2097 1905 1640 1561 
525 472 40 1 384 

20.0% 19.9% 19.6% 19.7% 

344 329 260 306 
254 248 206 2 36 
90 8 1 5 4 70 

26.2% 24.6% 20.8% 22.9% 

1012 91 1 764 772 
765 66 1 576 595 
247 250 188 177 

24.4% 27.4% 24.6% 22.9% 

6 12 498 468 468 
495 382 339 359 
117 ? 16 1 29 109 

19.1% 23.3% 27.6% 23.3% 

432 378 316 306 
317 280 216 233 
115 98 100 7 3 

26.6% 25.9% 31.6% 23.9% 

464 439 4 10 342 
366 343 318 264 
9 8 9 6 92 78 

21.1% 21.9% 22.4% 22.8% 

1028 954 867 79 1 
84 1 758 670 62 1 
187 196 197 170 

18.2% 20.5% 22.7% 21.5% 

1719 1476 1366 1160 
1414 1179 1086 920 
305 297 280 240 

17.7% 20.1% 20.5% 20.7% 

37 1 296 256 222 
270 215 186 166 
101 8 1 7 0 5 6 

27.2% 27.4% 27.3% 25.2% 

625 523 509 460 
483 384 382 352 
142 139 127 108 

22.7% 26.6% 25 .OX 23.5% 

6437 5757 5326 4879 
5122 4589 4245 385s 
1315 : 166 1082 1 C2C 

20.4% 20.3% 20. 3;: 2C. 9>, 

i 
i 24069 21s7: !CJC96 37826 

18784 1616:: 14690 13725 

Change from 
4/78-3/79 

t o 
1/81-12/81 

-25.8% 
-25.6% 
-26.9% 
-1.4% 

-11.0% 
-7.1% 
-22.2% 
-12.6% 

-23.7% 
-22.2% 
-28.3% 
-6. 1% 

-23.5% 
-27.5% 
-6.8% 

+21 .8% 

-29.2% 
-26.5% 
-36.5% 
-10.4% 

-26.3% 
-27.9% 
-20.4% 
+8.0% 

-23.1% 
-26.2% 
-9.1% 

+18.1% 

-32.5% 
-34.92 
-21.3% 
116.6% 

-40.2% 
-38.5% 
-44.6% 
-7.3% 

-26.4% 
-27. 1% 
-23.9% 
+3 .3:: 

- ?  , - r . 2 '/, 
-24.7:: 
- " ?  --. 35: 

+:!. 3:: 
I 
I 
1 -25.9; 

-26 9;: 
-22.3:: 
+4.8% 

hlcoho!-Reiated 
A1c.-Related % 

*Jan.-Mar. 1981 data are counted thice in the second time period. 

5285 4 9 0 E  L406 410i 
22.0): 22.3% 23. 1% 22.0% 



TABLE 2 . 1  
Drunk D r i v i n g  A r r e s t s  and A r r e s t s  Per Cap i ta  f o r  Oakland C u n t  

Nine Other Large Count ies ,  and A l  l Mich igan,  1976-81 P Y 9  

County 

OAKLAND COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

CALHOUN COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

Year 

1976 1977 1978 1979 1980 1981 

4253 4057 4757 5406 5916 6809 
4.38 4.14 4.80 5.40 5.85 6.66 

GENESEE COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

Percent  
l  ncrease 

1976/1981 

60.1% 
52.0% 

815 784 669 638 789 887 
5.75 5.53 4.72 4.51 5.57 6.27 

l  NGHAM COUNTY 
OU l L A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

8.8% 
9.0% 

942 1085 1329 1949 1548 1557 
2.10 2.42 2.96 4.33 3.44 3.45 

JACKSON COUNTY 
O U l  L  A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

65.3% 
64.4% 

1462 1419 1 1  I0 1255 1430 1739 
5.42 5 .23  4.07 4.58 5.19 6.28 

KALAMAZOO COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

18.9% 
15.8% 

476 585 498 500 643 803 
3.21 3.93 3.32 3.32 4.24 5.27 

KENT COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

68.7% 
64.1% 

937 919 616 479 317 1131 
4.50 4.39 2.93 2.27 1.49 5.30 

- - 

MACOMB COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

20.7% 
17.6% 

1263 1288 1248 1436 1481 1661 
2.93 2.96 2.85 3.26 3.33 3.71 

WASHTENAW COUNTY 
OUlL A r r e s t s  
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 Pop. 

31.5% 
26.6% 

- 

3909 3637 3628 4293 4234 5390 
5 .86 5.40 5.33 6.24 6.10 7.68 

- - 

W A Y N E  COUNTY 
O U l L  A r r e s t s  

' ~ h e s e  data  a r e  f rom R e t u r n  B of t h e  M ich igan  Un i fo rm Crime ~ e ~ o r t .  

14 

37.9% 
31.1% 

1127 1342 1307 1402 1232 1802 
4.46 5.25 5.05 5.36 4.65 6.73 

ALL M I C H I G A K  
O U I L  A r r e s t s  / 38186 3,532 39628 41 937 4 1032 4751 1 
A r r e s t s  Per 1003 Pop. / 4 . 2 2  4 .10 4.31 4.55 4.43 5.11 

59.9% 
50.7% 

9574 10306 11740 11125 11372 10281 

23.4% 
20.9% 

7.4% 
A r r e s t s  Per 1000 P o p . ,  3.87 4.23 4.88 4.69 4.86 4.46 15.1% 



2.0 OAKLAND COUNTY O U I L  ARREST DATA 

As ment ioned i n  t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n ,  a  major  i n t e r m e d i a t e  goa l  o f  t h e  

Oakland County A l coho l  Enforcement/Educat ion P r o j e c t  i s  t o  i n c r e a s e  a r r e s t s  

f o r  OUl L  (Opera t i ng  Under t h e  l n f  luence o f  L i q u o r )  by 30 p e r c e n t  i n  t h e  

S h e r i f f ' s  Department and by 15 p e r c e n t  i n  t h e  l o c a l  p o l i c e  departments o f  

Oakland County. T h i s  s e c t i o n  w i l l  look a t  t r e n d s  i n  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  i n  

Oakland County i n  comparison w i t h  n i n e  o t h e r  l a r g e  c o u n t i e s  and t h e  s t a t e  as a  

whole; a t  t r e n d s  w i t h i n  t h e  47 p o l i c e  agenc ies  o p e r a t i n g  i n  Oakland County; 

and a t  t h e  a r r e s t s  c a r r i e d  o u t  by the  s p e c i a l  A lcoho l  Enforcement Team i n  i t s  

n i n e  des igna ted  t a r g e t  areas.  

Tab le  2.1 p r e s e n t s  t h e  compara t ive  d a t a  f o r  t h e  ca lendar  yea rs  1976-1981. 

T h i s  t a b l e  i s  based on t h e  annual u n i f o r m  cr ime r e p o r t s  wh ich  each p o l i c e  

agency i s  r e q u i r e d  t o  submi t  t o  t he  M ich igan  S t a t e  Pol i c e .  P r i o r  t o  1976 some 

p o l i c e  depar tments  d i d  n o t  a lways f u l f i l l  t h i s  o b l i g a t i o n ,  and even i n  1980 

the  Kalamazoo County d a t a  r e p o r t e d  here  a r e  n o t  complete. 

Tab le  2.1 shows t h a t  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  have been i n c r e a s i n g  

th roughout  t h e  s t a t e  i n  r e c e n t  years .  Each o f  t h e  c o u n t i e s  i n  t h e  t a b l e  shows 

an i nc rease  f rom 1976 t o  1981. The s t a t e w i d e  i nc rease  i s  2 3 . 4  p e r c e n t ,  w h i l e  

Oak I and County ' s  i ncrease i s  60.1 pe rcen t  . Two count  i es, Genesee and Jackson, 

show s l i g h t l y  l a r g e r  percentage i nc reases ,  b u t  they s t a r t e d  f rom much lower 

per c a p i t a  r a t e s .  However, i n  s p i t e  o f  Oakland Coun ty ' s  v e r y  s i g n i f i c a n t  

increases i n  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  s i n c e  1976, Macomb County s t i  1 1  has a  

s u b s t a n t i a l  l ead  i n  per  c a p i t a  a r r e s t s  (7.68/1000 p o p u l a t i o n  compared t o  

Oak land 's  6.66/1000 i n  1981)--as i t  has had th roughout  t h e  p e r i o d .  A l so  i n  

1981 Washtenaw County had a  s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  a r r e s t  r a t e  (6.73/1000),  w h i l e  

Cal houn County (6.27/1000) and lngham County (6.28/1000) were n o t  much lower 

than Oakland County. Wayne Coun ty ' s  a r r e s t  r a t e s  have been c o n s i d e r a b l y  lower 

th roughout  t h e  p e r i o d ,  and t h e r e  has n o t  been much change i n  t h e  volume o f  

a r r e s t s  t h e r e .  Thus t h e r e  i s  no ev idence o f  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  change i n  OUIL 

a r r e s t s  wh ich  m i g h t  account  f o r  the  above-average r e d u c t i o n  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

acc iden ts  i n  Wayne County. 

Tab ie  2 .2  shows how t h e  numbers o f  d runk  d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  have changed f o r  

each p o i i c e  agency i n  Oakland County f o r  t h e  2 4  months p reced ing  t h e  s p e c i a l  

enforcement e f f o r t  and f o r  t h e  f i r s t  2 4  o p e r a t i o n a l . m o n t h s .  For t h e  county  as 



TABLE 2 . 2  
Changes i n  Oakland County OUIL A r r e s t s  f r om t h e  Base l i ne  P e r i o d  

t o  the  Opera t i ona l  Pe r i od  by  P o l i c e  Agency, A p r i l  1978 t o  March 1982* *  

-- 

I Base1 i n e  4 / 7 8 - 3 / 8 0  1 Ope ra t i ona l  4 / 8 0 - 3 / 8 2  Percent  
Change 

i n  
A r r e s t s  

pol  i c e  Agency 

Be rk ley  
Beve r l y  H i l l s  
B  i rrn i ngham 
Bloomf i e l d  H i  1 1  s  
B l o o m f i e l d  Township 
C l  awson 
Farrnington 
Farmington H i1  1s 
Ferndale 
Frank1 i n  
Hazel Park 
H o l l y  
Hun t i ng ton  Woods 
Keego Harbor 
Kensington Park 
Lake Or ion  
Lathrup V i l l a g e  
Madison He igh ts  
M i l f o r d  
N o r t h v i  1 l e  
Nov i 
Oakland U n i v e r s i t y  
Oak Park 
O . C .  Sa fe t y  D i v i s i o n  
Orchard Lake 
Oxford  
Pleasant Ridge 
Pont iac  C i t y  
Pont iac  Township 
Rochester 
Royal Oak C i t y  
Royal Oak Township 
Southf i e l d  
South Lyon 
Sylvan Lake 
T t-o j/ 

k a l  l e d  Lake 
Water ford  Township 
W e s t B l o o m f i e l d T w p .  
White Lake Township 
W:xom 
Wolver ine Lake 
SUBTOTAL,Loca lPDs1 

O . C .  SHERIFF'S DEPT.1 9 7 0  3 1 9 . 1 9  3 . 0 4  1 2119 306 .91  6 . 9 0  1 + 1 1 8 . 5  

OUIL Manhours A r r e s t  
A r res t s  ( 1 0 0 0 s ) n  Rate## 

53 7 9 . 8 6  . 6 6  
97 9 3 . 5 0  1 . 0 4  
I 1 1 9 . 7 5  . 9 2  

3  3  * * 
309 1 7 6 . 5 4  1 . 7 5  
181 i 1; 

105 i * 
216 * * 
197 1 5 0 . 6 9  1 . 3 1  
5  1  2 7 . 8 5  1 . 8 3  

67 4  
191 5 9 . 1 5  3 . 2 3  
6  4  4 3 . 8 7  1 . 4 6  

109 1 8 . 8 8  5 . 7 7  
12 = iC 

38 2 2 . 6 9  I . 6 7  
2  4. * 

239 1 2 5 . 1 1  1 . 9 1  
3  0 2 9 . 5 6  1 . 0 1  

133 4 2 . 9 7  3 . 1 0  
228 5 2 . 0 5  4 . 3 8  

8  
4  13 * * 

2 5  4 0 . 3 7  . 6 2  
6  2  * *: 

148 3 1 . 7 4  4 . 6 6  
0 * * 

894 3 8 7 . 4 9  2 . 3 1  
187 6 5 . 7 4  2 . 8 4  
7  5  * * 

193 2 1 4 . 4 3  . 9 0  
4  * 

719 F * 
223 4 4 . 4 3  5 . 0 2  

35 * * 
634 223 .17  2 . 8 4  
181 4 9 . 8 3  3 . 6 3  
565 1 6 0 . 9 0  3 . 5 1  
535 *: 

149 3 0 . 6 1  4 . 8 7  
6  9  i * 
28 2 0 . 8 4  1 . 3 4  

8219 2 3 1 2 . 0 2  3 . 5 5  

B r i g h t o n  MSP Post  
N o r t h v i l i e  MSP Post  
Pont iac  MSP Post 
Romeo MSP Post 
SUBTOTAL. MSP Pos ts  

OUIL Manhours A r r e s t  
A r r e s t s  ( 1 0 0 0 s ) k  Rate## 

159 7 8 . 5 7  2 . 0 2  
108 8 8 . 3 0  1 . 2 2  
149 1 2 4 . 0 1  1 . 2 0  

3  4  * * 
354  175 .16  2 . 0 2  
196 * X. 

152 7 5 . 5 1  2 . 0 1  
343 * * 
3 1 1  1 5 5 . 1 8  2 . 0 0  

8  3  2 8 . 0 0  2 . 9 6  
613  7 6 . 8 4  7 . 9 8  
182 5 4 . 8 3  3 . 3 2  

5  8  4 4 . 0 6  1 . 3 2  
1 4 0  1 9 . 3 3  7 . 2 4  

1 0  + * 
5 6  2 3 . 9 3  2 . 3 4  

2  % * 
245  110.97 2 . 2 1  

5 4  4 3 . 9 8  1 . 2 3  
146 4 9 . 2 1  2 . 9 7  
186 6 6 . 8 0  2 . 7 8  

10  * * 
477 * * 

42  1 5 4 . 9 0  . 2 7  
3 9  t * 

104 * 
I * v 

6 3 9  2 7 7 . 5 0  2 . 3 0  
137 6 0 . 8 2  2 . 2 5  
5  3  * * 

774  % * 
14 2 3 . 9 7  . 5 8  

913  * * 
I 0 1  3 3 . 9 9  2 . 9 7  

3  1  * * 
1239 2 4 7 . 1 0  5 . 0 1  

120 4 8 . 5 0  2 . 4 7  
366  1 5 4 . 4 9  2 . 3 7  
435 t 

199 3 6 . 8 7  5 . 4 0  
9 5  * * 
3 1  1 4 . 2 8  2 . 1 7  

9401  2 2 6 7 . 1 1  4 . 1 5  

*Mannours aata  a r e  u n a v a i i a ~ . e  f o r  a l l  o r  p a r t  o f  t he  t ime  p e r i o d  
,*Most oL tnese da ta  were p rov ioea  ~y the  County-wide Law Enforcement 
Management Svsten (C,EhP!S I Addi t io i 'a '  da te  were p*ov ioed c ~ r e c t l  / b\ t h e  
i o u v  MSF pos ts  anc l o c a i  p o i  i c e  UeDartments wh icn  do n o t  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  
C,EV;5 Arres: d a t s  were r r 7 s s i n q  f o r  Fa rw ing to r  4 , 7 6 - ' 1 / 7 6 .  Fammington 
I 4 7  i Latt-I-ue L ' lags .: 7 E - ' 1  7 E .  OakParC 4 7 E - l C ' 7 8 ,  ana k'ixorr 
1 L ' t 7 6 - l l  76 and O 7 9  'nese were es t ima ted  by month u s i n g  the  UCG d a t a  f o r  
the  year For t he  B r i g h t o ~ ,  N o r t n v . l i e ,  and Romeo MSP aosts  the  a r r e s t  anc 
niarnours da ta  a r e  es t imates  baseo on pos t  t o t a l s  m u l t i p l i e o  by t h e  
es t imated percentage o f  p a t r o l  t ime i n  Oakland County 
=These a re  t c t a l  p o l i c e  du ty  mannours. no t  j u s t  p a t r o l  hours 
. *Tn is  r a t e  l s  t h e  number o f  DUJL a r r e s t s  pe r  1000 t o t a l  p o l i c e  du ty  hours  

3  8  7 . 0 2  5 . 4 5  
789 1 1 8 . 7 7  6 . 6 4  
847 1 8 9 . 5 3  4 . 4 7  
136 2 3 . 2 8  5 . 8 4  

1810 3 3 8 . 6 0  5 . 3 5  

T O T A L  COUNTY 

3 0  5 . 4 8  5 . 4 6  
833 1 0 0 . 5 0  8 . 2 9  

1135 1 6 2 . 1 1  7 . 0 0  
6  6  1 1 . 2 9  5 . 8 5  

2064  2 7 9 . 3 7  7 . 3 9  

10999 2969 .81  3 . 7 0  13584 2 8 5 3 . 4 0  4 . 7 6  + 2 3 . 5  



a whole OUlL arrests went up 23.5 percent from the baseline period to the 

operational period. Certainly the most important agency in that increase was 

the Sheriff's Department which increased its OUl L arrests 118.5 percent, from 

970 to 2119, far above the goal of a 30 percent increase. 

For the 42 local police departments combined the increase was 14.4 

percent, almost achieving the 15 percent goal. The most significant increase 

was achieved by Royal Oak City, which more than quadrupled its OUIL arrests 

for a 301.0 percent increase. Thus it moved from fourteenth to third place 

among the local police departments in number of OUlL arrests. However, in 

absolute numbers Troy showed the largest increase, 605 or 95.4 percent, moving 

from fourth place to first place among the local police departments. Other 

large departments showing significant increases were Southfield (27.0 

percent--to maintain its second place standing), Farmington Hills (58.8 

percent) , Oak Park (15.5 percent) , and Bloomf iel d Township (14.6 percent) . 
Among the smaller departments with substantial increases were Royal Oak 

Township (250 percent) , Berkley (200 percent) , Mi lford (80 percent), Frank1 in 

(62.7 percent) , Ferndale (57.9 percent) , Farmington (44.8 percent) , Lake Or ion 
(47.4 percent) , Wi xom (37.7 percent) , Birmingham (35.5 percent), Whi te Lake 

Township (33.6 percent) , and Keego Harbor (28.4 percent) . 
On the other hand, 15 of the local police departments had declines in 

their numbers of OUlL arrests. Waterford Township showed a -35.2 percent 

decrease, dropping it from fifth to eighth place, and its arrest rate per 

thousand police duty hours declined at about the same rate, from 3.51 to 2.37. 

Pontiac City also had a large decrease (-28.5 percent), moving it from first 

to fourth place, but its arrest rate per 1,000 police hours remained the same 

(2.31 and 2.30) , suggesting i ts decrease was more a resul t of a change in the 

police budget than of a change in priorities. West Bloomfield Township also 

showed a significant decl ine (-18.7 percent) , but manhours data are not 

available for that department. 

Hazel Park had a small decl ine in arrests (9.1 percent) , dropping from 

third to fifth place, which is still quite high considering its relatively 

small size. I t  had by far the highest OUlL arrest rate, 7.98 per 1,000 police 
d u t y  nours, foilowed by Keego Harbor w i t h  7 . 2 4 .  White Lake Township was third 

with a 5.40 rate, while Troy achieved its number one place in arrests among 

the local police departments with a 5.01 percent rate. 



Among t h e  f o u r  MSP pos ts ,  P o n t i a c  had t h e  l a r g e s t  i nc rease  i n  OUlL 

a r r e s t s ,  3 4 , O  p e r c e n t .  I t s  1,135 a r r e s t s  p l a c e d  i t  t h i r d  i n  t h e  county  a f t e r  

t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department and Troy (1,239) . However, t h e  N o r t h v i  1 l e  p o s t  l e d  

a l l  p o l i c e  agenc ies  i n  a r r e s t  r a t e  w i t h  8.29 OUlL a r r e s t s  per  1,000 p o l i c e  

d u t y  hours .  The P o n t i a c  p o s t  (7.00) p l a c e d  f o u r t h  beh ind  Hazel Park and Keego 

Harbor,  and t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department was a  c l o s e  f i f t h  w i t h  a  6.90 a r r e s t  

r a t e .  

As ment ioned p r e v i o u s l y ,  t h e  major  new enforcement a c t i v i t y  was t h e  

deployment o f  a  s p e c i a l  A lcoho l  Enforcement Team on Wednesday, Thursday, 

F r i d a y ,  and Saturday  n i g h t s .  D u r i n g  t h e  f i r s t  two weeks t h e  Team worked f rom 

10 p.m. t o  3 a.m., b u t  on Ap r i  1 24, 1980, t h e  t a r g e t  hours were changed t o  1 1  

p.m. t o  4  a.m. Dur ing  t h e  f i r s t  15 months t h e  A E  Team c o n s i s t e d  o f  s i x  

o f f i c e r s  w i t h  s i x  p a t r o l  ca rs  f rom t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department, two o f f i c e r s  w i t h  

one p a t r o l  car  f rom t h e  Pon t i ac  MSP p o s t ,  and v a r i o u s  numbers o f  o f f i c e r s  and 

p a t r o l  c a r s  f rom t h e  c o o p e r a t i n g  l o c a l  p o l i c e  depar tments .  I n  J u l y  1981 t h e  

S h e r i f f ' s  Department s t a f f i n g  was reduced t o  f i v e  o f f i c e r s ,  and on  September 

30, 1981, t h e  Pont i ac MSP stopped p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  Team on Wednesday and 

Thursday n i g h t s .  Both changes were due t o  P r o j e c t  budget  r e d u c t i o n s .  

The Team s t a r t e d  o p e r a t i o n s  on Thursday n i g h t ,  A p r i l  10, 1980, and i t  was 

dep loyed eve ry  Wednesday, Thursday, F r i d a y ,  and Saturday  n i g h t  dur  i n g  t h e  24 

months d i scussed  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t ,  excep t  f o r  Chr is tmas Eve, 1980 (a Wednesday 

n i g h t )  . The number o f  o f f i c e r s  on t h e  Team on a  g i v e n  n i g h t  v a r i e d  f rom f o u r  

t o  13 w i t h  an average o f  8.6.  The number o f  p a t r o l  ca rs  v a r i e d  f rom f o u r  t o  

1 1  w i t h  an average o f  7 .6 .  The number o f  OU l  L a r r e s t s  per  n i g h t  v a r i e d  f rom 0  

t o  13 w i t h  an average o f  4.14. 

T a b l e  2.3 p resen ts  t h e  s t a t i s t i c s  o f  A E  Team o p e r a t i o n  f o r  each o f  t h e  

e i g h t  q u a r t e r s  f rom A p r i l  1980 t o  March 1982. For b o t h  o p e r a t i o n a l  years  t h e  

a r r e s t  r a t e s  were c o n s i d e r a b l y  h i g h e r  i n  t h e  f a l l  and w i n t e r  q u a r t e r s  t han  i n  

t h e  s p r i n g  and summer q u a r t e r s .  The t a b l e  a l s o  shows a  d e c l i n e  i n  a r r e s t  

t o t a l s  w i t h  t h e  reduced second year s t a f f i n g ,  b u t  t h e  a r r e s t  r a t e s  f o r  t h e  

second year a r e  a c t u a l l y  s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  t han  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  yea r .  

Tab le  2 . 3  a l s o  shows a r r e s t  s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  t he  f o u r  n i g h t s  o f  t h e  week on 

whicn t n e  Team was aep loyea.  The number o f  O U l i  a r r e s t s  was c o n s i d e r a ~ l y  

h ighe r  on F r i d a y  n i g h t  than on the  o t h e r  n i g h t s ,  as were t h e  a r r e s t  r a t e s .  

Thursday n i g h t  was second i n  number and r a t e  o f  a r r e s t s ,  s l i g h t l y  above 



TABLE 2.3 
OUlL A r r e s t s  and A r r e s t  Rates by Q u a r t e r  and by N i g h t  o f  t h e  Week 

f o r  t h e  Oakland County A l coho l  Enforcement Team, Apr i 1 1980 t o  March 1982fi 

Number 
o f  

N i g h t s  
OUl L 

A r r e s t s  

Apr . -June 1980 

July-Sep.  1980 

Oc t . -Dec. 1980 

Jan. -Mar. 198 1 

Apr . -June 198 1 

Ju 1 y-Sep. 198 1 

A r r e s t s  
T o t a l  Per 1000 

Manhours Manhours 

0ct . -Dec.  1981 

Jan. -Mar. 1982 

A r r e s t s  
T o t a l  Per 1000 

Carhours Carhours 

Thursday N i g h t s  103 

F r i d a y  N i g h t s  4535 111.80 1 4005 126.59 

Saturday  N i g h t s  1 0:; 1 405 1 4380 92.47 1 3830 105.74 

TOTAL I700 17653 96.30 15620 108.83 

AThese d a t a  were p r o v i d e d  by t h e  Oakland County S h e r i f f ' s  
Department wh ich  hand les  t h e  r e c o r d  keep ing f o r  t h e  A lcoho l  
Enforcement Team. 

Saturday  n i g h t .  Wednesday n i g h t  had t h e  lowest  number and r a t e  o f  a r r e s t s .  

On a  manhours b a s i s  t h e r e  was one a r r e s t  per 8.9 manhours on F r i d a y  n i g h t s ,  

one a r r e s t  per 10.4 manhours on Thursday n i g h t s ,  one a r r e s t  per  10.8 manhours 

on Saturday  n i g h t s ,  and one a r r e s t  per  11.9 manhours on Wednesday n i g h t s .  

O v e r a l l  each o f  t h e  1700 a r r e s t s  r e q u i r e d  an average o f  10.b p a t r o l  manhours 

and 9 . 2  p a t r o l  ca rhou rs .  

T a b l e  2 . 4  shows s i m i l a r  d a t a  f o r  t h e  t e n  s p e c i a l  t a r g e t  areas i n  which 

t h e  k l c o h o l  Enforcement Team was dep loyed.  The t a r g e t  areas were des igna ted  

roads on wh ich  h i g h  numbers o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  had taken p l a c e  i n  



TABLE 2 . 4  
OUIL A r r e s t s  and A r r e s t  Rates by  Target  Area by  N i g h t  o f  t h e  Week 

f o r  t he  Oakland County A lcoho l  Enforcement Team, A p r i l  1980 t o  March 1982% 

Number 
Quar te r /N igh t  1 N ~ E i t s  

-- 

A r r e s t s  A r r e s t s  
Tota;  Per 1000 T o t a l  Per 1000 

Manhours Manhours Carhours 

# 5  Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  

Saturday 13 
T o t a l  5  3  

i i  Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  
Saturday 

T o t a l  

# 3  Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  
Saturday 

T o t a l  

1 4  Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  
Saturday 

Tota  1 

2  0  
22 
24 
2 2  
8 8  

17 
17 
17 
17 
6 8  

16 
16 
15 
15 
6 2  

P6 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  
Saturday 

T o t a l  

14 
14 
14 
15 
57 

~ ' 7  Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a y  
Saturday 

T o t a l  

8 2  
120 
142 
9 7  

44 1 

4  7  
55 
7 3  
62  

237 

67 
9 1  
8  1  
6  9  

308 

5 
5  
5  
6 

2 I 

#8  Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r  I day 
Saturday 

T o t a l  

#9  Wednesday 
Thursaay 
F r i d a y  
Saturday 

T o t a l  

I I TOTAL ' , - r y ; -  , 1 1  i .73C 1 t ( c u d  96 3C 1 1562C l o ?  63  

"Tnese aa:? were p r o v i a e d  by r n e  Oaklano C o ~ n t ,  S n e r i F i  s DeparTment whlch 
nand ies  t h e  r e c o r d  keep ing f o r  t n e  k i c o h o l  Enforcement Team. 

fi 10 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i d a )  
Saturday 

975 8 4 .  10  
1088 1 t 0 . 2 9  
1205 1 1 7 . 8 4  
1075 9 0 . 2 3  
4343 1 0 1 . 5 4  

655 7 1 . 7 6  
685 8 0 . 2 9  
670  1 0 8 . 9 6  
6 4 0  9 6 . 8 7  

2650 8 9 . 4 3  

730  9 1 . 7 8  
745 1 2 2 . 1 5  
685 1 1 8 . 2 5  
7 0 0  9 8 . 5 7  

2860 1 0 7 . 6 9  

5 
4  
5  
5  

19 

6 
6  
5  
5  

2 2  

6 
5  
5 
5 

8 5 0  9 6 . 4 7  
965 1 2 4 . 3 5  

1065 133 .33  
9 4 0  103 .19  

3820  1 1 5 . 4 5  

575 8 1 . 7 4  
605 9 0 . 9 1  
6 0 0  121 . 6 7  
5 6 0  1 1 0 . 7 1  

2340 101 .28 

655 102 .29  
655 1 3 8 . 9 3  
605 1 3 3 . 8 8  
615 1 1 2 . 2 0  

2530 1 2 1 . 7 4  

To ta '  , 21 

16 
12 
2 1  
10  
5 9  

12 
2 3  
2  8 
17 
8 0 

- 

155 1 0 3 . 2 3  
125 96 00 
180 116 67 
185 54 0 5  
645 91 47 

2 10 57 14 
2 0 0  115 00 
190 147 .37  
170 1 0 0 . 0 0  
770  103 9 0  

- - - 

145 110 34 
115 104.35 
160 131 .25  
160  6 2  50  
5 8 0  101 .72  

195 6 1  54 
185 124 32 
170 1 6 4 . 7 1  
150 1 1 3 . 3 3  
7 0 0  1 1 4 . 2 9  



p r e v i o u s  yea rs .  D u r i n g  t h e  f i r s t  year o f  o p e r a t i o n  t h e r e  were f i v e  o f  these 

areas  ( o r i g i n a l  Ta rge t  Areas 1 and 2  were combined a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  month) ,  and 

t h e  A E  Team worked i n  each area two weeks a t  a  t ime  ( w i t h  one e x c e p t i o n  i n  

J u l y  1980 when t h e  Team s tayed  o n l y  one week i n  T a r g e t  Area 6) . Beg inn ing  

Apr i l 29, 1981, f o u r  add i t i o n a l  t a r g e t  areas were des i gnated,  and the  A E  Team 

s tayed  i n  each area o n l y  two n i g h t s  a t  a  t i m e .  I n  f a c t  t h e r e  were t h r e e  p a i r s  

o f  n i g h t s  i n  wh ich  t h e  Team changed l o c a t i o n s  each n i g h t .  

Tab le  2.4 shows t h e  h i g h e s t  a r r e s t  r a t e  i n  T a r g e t  Area 10 f o l l o w e d  by 

T a r g e t  Area 4. Targe t  Area 1 had the  most n i g h t s  o f  deployment and t h e  most 

a r r e s t s ,  b u t  i t  was t h i r d  i n  carhours  a r r e s t  r a t e  and f o u r t h  i n  manhours 

a r r e s t  r a t e .  Least  p r o d u c t i v e  was Ta rge t  Area 5 w i t h  12 manhours per  a r r e s t .  

The most p r o d u c t i v e  n i g h t s  by t a r g e t  area were F r i d a y  n i g h t s  i n  Target  Area 9 

(6.8 manhours per  a r r e s t ) ,  Wednesday n i g h t s  i n  Ta rge t  Area 7 ( a l s o  6.8 

rnanhours per  a r r e s t ) ,  and F r i d a y  and Saturday n i g h t s  i n  T a r g e t  Area 10 (8.2 

and 8.1 manhours per  a r r e s t ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y )  . 
C l e a r l y  t h e  A E  Team's 1700 a r r e s t s  a r e  a  v e r y  l a r g e  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  2584 

i n c r e a s e  i n  countywide O U l L  a r r e s t s  between t h e  b a s e l i n e  and o p e r a t i o n a l  

yea rs .  The Team's o v e r a l l  OUl L a r r e s t  r a t e  o f  96.3 per 1000 p a t r o l  manhours 

i s  f a r  h i g h e r  t han  t h e  t o t a l  O U l L  a r r e s t  r a t e  f o r  any p o l i c e  agency based on 

a l l  p o l i c e  d u t y  hours.  And o f  course  t h e  AE Team does n o t  o n l y  make O U l L  

a r r e s t s  w h i l e  on p a t r o l  b u t  c a r r i e s  o u t  o t h e r  normal p a t r o l  a c t i v i t i e s  such as 

i s s u i n g  c i t a t i o n s  f o r  hazardous v i o l a t i o n s  and i n v e s t i g a t i n g  acc iden ts .  





3.0 OAKLAND COUNTY PUBLIC OPINION ON ALCOHOL AND HIGHWAY SAFETY 

I f  the Alcohol  Enforcement/Education P r o j e c t  i s  t o  have a s i g n i f i c a n t  

e f f e c t  on a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  acc idents  i n  Oakland County, then inc reas ing  the 

number o f  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  i s  c l e a r l y  no t  enough by i t s e l f .  Increased 

a r r e s t s  should have some d i r e c t  impact by removing from the d r i v e r ' s  wheel f o r  

a per iod,  persons who have a h i gh  r i s k  o f  be ing  invo lved  i n  an a l coho l - r e l a ted  

acc ident ,  bu t  obv ious ly  the  e f f e c t  o f  t h i s  increased enforcement can be 

magni f ied i f  knowledge about i t  serves as a d e t e r r e n t  t o  other p o t e n t i a l  drunk 

d r i v e r s .  Some o f  t h i s  de te r ren t  e f f e c t  can come about j u s t  by "word o f  mouth" 

d issemina t ion  i n  the bars ,  among f r i e n d s  and r e l a t i v e s ,  e tc . ,  bu t  the 

deter rence can be g r e a t l y  enhanced by a we l l -o rgan ized  pub l i c  in fo rmat ion  and 

educat ion campaign t o  in form the  p u b l i c  on t h e  dangers o f  d r i n k i n g  and 

d r i v i n g ,  on the  need f o r  an increased enforcement program, on t he  increased 

chances o f  a r r e s t  and the unpleasant consequences therefrom i f  they do d r i v e  

a f t e r  d r i n k i n g  t oo  much, and on appropr ia te  a l t e r n a t i v e s  i f  one has drunk too 

much f o r  safe  d r i v i n g .  

Th is  p u b l i c  educat ion program i s  the second major p a r t  o f  the Alcohol 

Enforcement/Education P ro j ec t .  From the beg inn ing  o f  the P r o j e c t ,  TIA 

prov ided a number o f  press re leases on P r o j e c t  p lans  which rece ived  f a i r l y  

widespread p u b l i c i t y  i n  the County. However, w i t h  the beginn ing o f  the 

Alcohol Enforcement Team opera t ions  i n  A p r i l  1980, p u b l i c i t y  e f f o r t s  were 

g r e a t l y  i n t e n s i f i e d  through a k i c k - o f f  luncheon, t e l e v i s i o n  news coverage, 

e tc . ,  and p lans were made t o  mount la rge-sca le  p u b l i c  in fo rmat ion  campaigns i n  

l a t e  1980 and e a r l y  1981 and i n  l a t e r  years.  

I n  order t o  measure the impact o f  the  TIA in fo rmat ion  and educat ion 

program on t he  d r i v i n g  p u b l i c ,  a ma i l  survey was c a r r i e d  ou t  w i t h  a 1/1000 

random sample o f  790 Oakland County d r i v e r s  taken from the Department o f  S ta te  

l i cense  f i l e s .  Th i s  r e s u l t e d  i n  544 usable  ques t ionna i res  from 641 e l i g i b l e  

respondents, an 84.9 percent response r a t e .  A s imi  l a r  survey was c a r r i e d  ou t  

i n  the w in te r  of 1981, r e s u l t i n g  i n  527 responses from 623 e l i g i b l e  

respondents, an 84.6 Dercent response r a t e .  A t h i r d  survey i n  the w in te r  o f  

1982 r esu l t ed  i n  469 responses from 551 e l  i p i b i e  respondent%, an 84.7  percent 

response r a t e .  



The i n i t i a l  survey  p e r i o d  spanned t h e  t ime o f  t h e  p u b l i c i t y  k i c k o f f  f o r  

t h e  Oakland County Alcohol  Enforcement/Educat ion Program, so i t  was p o s s i b l e  

t o  compare responses completed b e f o r e  and a f t e r  t h a t  da te .  The appendix t o  

t h i s  r e p o r t  shows the  ques t i on -by -ques t i on  survey r e s u l t s  f o r  those two groups 

on t h e  f i r s t  survey  p l u s  the  t o t a l  group o f  respondents t o  t h e  1982 survey .  

Probab ly  t h e  ques t i on  o f  g r e a t e s t  i n t e r e s t  (Quest i o n  15) was whether t h e  

respondent  had "happened t o  see or  hear a n y t h i n g  about a s p e c i a l  program i n  

Oakland County t o  reduce acc iden ts  caused by drunk d r i v e r s . "  I n  t he  1980 

survey 10.5 pe rcen t  o f  t h e  group respond ing b e f o r e  A p r i l  9 s a i d  "yes," and 

28.3 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  group respond ing a f t e r  Apr i  1 9 s a i d  "yes." I n  t h e  1982 

survey t h i s  group o f  aware respondents grew t o  4 3  pe rcen t .  I n  1980 t h e  major  

sources of t h  i s i n f o r m a t i o n  (Ques t i on  15c) f o r  t he  "aware" respondents were 

newspapers (50.7 p e r c e n t ) ,  t e l e v i s i o n  (48.9 p e r c e n t ) ,  t a l k i n g  t o  o t h e r s  (38.4 

p e r c e n t ) ,  r a d i o  (31.5 p e r c e n t ) ,  and b i l l b o a r d s  (10.9 pe rcen t - -a l t hough  t h e r e  

were no p r o j e c t  b i  1 l boa rds  up a t  t h a t  t ime) . I n  1982 t h e  major  sources were 

t e l e v i s i o n  (57.4 p e r c e n t ) ,  newspapers (53.3 p e r c e n t ) ,  r a d i o  (32.5 pe rcen t )  , 
b i  1 1  boards (31 - 5  pe rcen t )  , and t a l k i n g  t o  o t h e r s  (25.9 percent )  . 

Both i n  1980 and 1982 many o f  t he  supposedly aware respondents were n o t  

a b l e  t o  say much about t he  a c t i v i t i e s  and themes o f  t h i s  s p e c i a l  program 

(Ques t i on  15b, Q u e s t i o n  1 5 ~ ) .  However, i n  1982 t h e r e  were n o t  o n l y  a l o t  more 

aware respondents b u t  they were a b l e  t o  g i v e  a l o t  more s p e c i f i c  con ten t  t o  

t he  s p e c i a l  program. Of t h e  132 respondents (28 pe rcen t  o f  t h e  t o t a l  sample) 

who mentioned a s p e c i f i c  theme, 28 (2 1.2 pe rcen t )  mentioned t h e  s p e c i f i c  

"drunk d r i v e r s  go  t o  j a i  1 "  theme; 24 (18.2 percent )  ment ioned " t h e  p a r t y ' s  

ove r "  theme; 19 (14.4 percent )  ment ioned themes r e l a t e d  t o  knowing where drunk 

d r i v e r s  a re ,  when they  d r i n k ,  wa tch ing  them, e t c . ;  18 (13.6 pe rcen t )  ment ioned 

the  theme o f  drunk d r i v i n g  n o t  b e i n g  t o l e r a t e d ,  c r a c k i n g  down on drunk 

d r i v e r s ,  e t c . ;  and 14 (10.6 percent )  mentioned a theme r e l a t e d  t o  s t r i c t  

p e n a l t i e s  o r  c e r t a i n  p r o s e c u t i o n  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g .  Not s u r p r i s i n g l y ,  g i v e n  

the  e x t e n s i v e  p u b l i c i t y  about  MADD d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  t h e r e  were f o u r  

responses r e f e r r i n g  t c  M A D E  o r  an " i nnocen t  \ ! ic t i rnsu theme. 

knotner  q u e s t i o n  o f  cons ide rab ie  i n t e r e s t  i s  the  responden t ' s  p e r c e p t i o n  

o f  t ne  greates:  cause o f  t r a c f i c  aeaths and i n j u r i e s  ( Q u e s t i o r  3 ) .  I R  1980 i 

s i z e a b i e  p r o ~ o r t i o n ,  h:.4 percen t ,  s a i a  aVunk a r i v i n p  was f i r s t ,  b u t  i n  198; 

t h i s  group increased t o  64.6 pe rcen t .  Poor d r i v e r  a t t i t u d e  o r  ab i  1 i  t y  and 



speed were t h e  second and t h i r d  f a c t o r s  ment ioned b o t h  yea rs .  S i m i l a r l y ,  when 

asked o n  what v i o l a t i o n  p o l i c e  agencies shou ld  most c o n c e n t r a t e  s t r i c t e r  

enforcement e f f o r t s  ( Q u e s t i o n  7 ) ,  53.2 pe rcen t  ment ioned drunk d r i v i n g  i n  

1982, a  s u b s t a n t i a l  i nc rease  f rom t h e  33.8 p e r c e n t  i n  1980. Speeding had been 

t h e  f i r s t  men t i on  i n  1980 w i t h  50.4 p e r c e n t ,  b u t  i t  f e l  1 beh ind  drunk  d r i v i n g  

i n  1982 (43.1 pe rcen t )  . Var ious  t ypes  o f  c a r e l e s s  o r  neg l  i g e n t  d r i v i n g  were 

ment ioned as t h e  t h i r d  ca tego ry  each yea r .  

Two o t h e r  ques t i ons  o f  c o n s i d e r a b l e  i n t e r e s t  t o  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  

e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  A lcoho l  P r o j e c t  have t o  do w i t h  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  

p e r c e p t i o n  o f  t he  chance o f  b e i n g  a r r e s t e d  f o r  t h e  average drunk d r i v e r  and 

f o r  h i m s e l f / h e r s e l f  i f  d runk  (Ques t i on  13 ,  Q u e s t i o n  14) .  For t h e  average 

d r i v e r  t he  modal response was 1/1000 i n  b o t h  years ,  f o l l o w e d  c l o s e l y  by 1/100. 

I n  1980 t h e  median response was i n  t h e  1,/500 ca tego ry ,  w h i l e  i n  1982 i t  was i n  

t h e  1/1000 ca tego ry .  For t h e  s e l f  q u e s t i o n  t h e  modal response was 1/1000 i n  

1980 b u t  1/100 i n  1982, w h i l e  t h e  medi,an a l s o  s h i f t e d  downward s l i g h t l y  f r om 

1/1000 i n  1980 t o  1/500 i n  1982. I t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  on t h e  s e l f  q u e s t i o n  

t h e r e  a r e  many more responses a t  b o t h  ends o f  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  t h a n  on  t h e  

average drunk  d r i v e r  q u e s t i o n .  Presldmably some peop le  c a n ' t  v i s u a l i z e  

themselves i n  such a  s i t u a t i o n  and choose a  v e r y  low p r o b a b i l i t y ,  w h i l e  o t h e r s  

choose a  v e r y  h i g h  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  b e i n g  caught  i f  t hey  d i d  d r i v e  d runk .  Many 

respondents  chose t h e  same p r o b a b i l i t y  flor b o t h  q u e s t i o n s ,  b u t  respondents  who 

gave d i f f e r e n t  responses were more l i k e l y  t o  g i v e  a  h i g h e r  p r o b a b i l i t y  o f  

b e i n g  caught  t o  themselves than  t o  t h e  average drunk  d r i v e r  r a t h e r  t h a n  v i c e  

ve rsa .  

I n  r e g a r d  t o  a c t u a l  drunk d r i v i n g  behav io r ,  respondents  were asked i f  

t hey  had d r i v e n  i n  t h e  p a s t  year a f t e r  d r i n k i n g  enough t h a t  t hey  m i g h t  be 

cons ide red  l e g a l  l y  under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  ( Q u e s t i o n  2 3 )  . I n  1980 24.9 p e r c e n t  

a d m i t t e d  t o  hav ing  done so one o r  more t imes  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  year ,  and i n  1982 

t h i s  percentage was s l  i g h t l y  h i g h e r ,  26.3 p e r c e n t .  A l so  t h e  percentage who 

a d m i t t e d  t o  ever hav ing  been a r r e s t e d  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g  ( Q u e s t i o n  24) grew 

even more, from 2.3 pe rcen t  i n  1980 t o  4 . 7  p e r c e n t  i n  1982. A l so  t h e  

percentage o f  respondents who s a i d  they  had taken some a c t i o n  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  

year t o  p reven t  someone f rom d r i v i n g  drunk (Ques t i o r ,  16) decreased s l i g h t ] ) , ,  

f rom 42.7 pe rcen t  i n  1989 t c  4 i . 5  pe rcen t  i n  1982.  





4.0 SUMMARY 

I n  September 1979 a  f o u r - y e a r  A l coho l  Enforcement Educat ion  P r o j e c t  was 

i n i t i a t e d  by t h e  T r a f f i c  Improvement A s s o c i a t i o n  and t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department 

o f  Oakland County. I t s  goal  i s  t o  reduc:e a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  i n  Oakland 

County by a  s a t u r a t i o n  program o f  se1ec: t ive enforcement a t  t h e  t imes and 

p laces  o f  t h e  g r e a t e s t  number o f  drunk d r i v i n g  a c c i d e n t s ,  combined w i t h  a  

l a r g e - s c a l e  p u b l i c  e d u c a t i o n  e f f o r t .  O p e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  s p e c i a l  A l coho l  

Enforcement Team commenced on Apr i  1 10, 1980, and con t  i nued on Wednesday, 

Thursday, F6r iday,  and Saturday  n i g h t s  t h e r e a f t e r .  For t h e  f i r s t  two weeks i t  

opera ted f rom 10 p.m. t o  3 a.m., b u t  t hen  i t  changed t o  an 1 1  p.m. - 4 a.m. 

o p e r a t i o n .  For t h e  f i r s t  year i t  ope ra ted  i n  f i v e  d i f f e r e n t  s p e c i f i e d  t a r g e t  

areas,  u s u a l l y  f o r  two weeks a t  a  s t r e t c h  i n  one area.  The Team u s u a l l y  

c o n s i s t e d  o f  s i x  S h e r i f f ' s  Department ca rs ,  one M ich igan  S t a t e  P o l i c e  c a r ,  and 

one o r  more l o c a l  p o l i c e  department  c a r s .  I n  t h e  second year f o u r  more t a r g e t  

areas were added, t h e  Team was reduced s l i g h t l y ,  and deployment was two n i g h t s  

i n  each area,  i n s t e a d  o f  two weeks. 

The p r o j e c t  i s  sponsored by  t h e  M ich igan  O f f i c e  o f  Highway S a f e t y  

P lann ing ,  and t h i s  agency a l s o  awarded a  c o n t r a c t  t o  t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  

M ich igan  T r a n s p o r t a t i o n  Research I n s t i t u t e  t o  e v a l u a t e  t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  

t h e  P r o j e c t  i n  meet ing  i t s  goa l s .  T h i s  i n t e r i m  e v a l u a t i o n  covers  t h e  f i r s t  

two yea rs  o f  A lcoho l  Enforcement Team o p e r a t i o n  and p resen ts  a v a i l a b l e  

e v a l u a t i o n  d a t a  i n  t h r e e  areas :  a c c i d e n t s ,  DUI a r r e s t s ,  and p u b l i c  o p i n i o n .  

The p r i m a r y  p r o j e c t  goal  i s  t o  reduce t h e  r a t e  o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  f a t a l  

and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  i n  Oakland County by a t  l e a s t  15 p e r c e n t .  The a c c i d e n t  

d a t a  show t h a t  b o t h  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  and non-a lcoho l  r e l a t e d  

a c c i d e n t s  d i d  d e c l i n e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d u r i n g  t h e  24 o p e r a t i o n a l  months compared 

t o  t h e  p r e v i o u s  2 4  b a s e l i n e  months. However, t h e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  percentage 

o f  f a t a l  and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  d e c l i n e d  o n l y  s l i g h t l y ,  f rom 2 2 . 8  percen t  i n  t h e  

b a s e l i n e  p e r i o d  t o  2 2 . 3  p e r c e n t  i n  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p e r i o d ,  much l ess  than  t h e  

t a r g e t e d  15 p e r c e n t  d e c l i n e .  

A n a l y s i s  o f  s t a t e w i d e  a c c i d e n t  da ta  shows t h a t  t he  a c c i d e n t  aecreases i n  

Oakland County were f a i r l v  s i m i l a r  t c  tnose ir  t h e  s t a t e  as  a whoie anc t o  

those i n  o t h e r  l a r g e  c o u n t i e s  i n  M ich igan .  However, a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i a e n t s  

dec l  i ned somewhat more i n  Oakland C0unt.y ( -14.0 pe rcen t )  than i n  t h e  s t a t e  as 



a who1 e  (- 1 1 .7  pe rcen t )  and more than  i n  seven o f  t h e  t e n  compar i son count  i es. 

So t h e  s p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  p r o j e c t  seems t o  have he lped  Oakland County t o  an above 

average r e d u c t i o n  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s .  

I n  rega rd  t o  OUlL a r r e s t s ,  one can be much more d e f i n i t e  about t h e  

e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  p r o j e c t  i n  mee t ing  i t s  g o a l s .  The 1,700 a r r e s t s  i n  t h e  

n i n e  t a r g e t  areas by t h e  v a r i o u s  p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  on  t h e  s p e c i a l  A lcoho l  

Enforcement Team he lped t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department t o  i nc rease  OUlL a r r e s t s  by 

118.5 pe rcen t  f rom t h e  base1 i n e  p e r i o d  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p e r i o d ,  f a r  above 

t h e  30 pe rcen t  t a r g e t .  Local  p o l i c e  departments increased t h e i r  a r r e s t s  by 

14.4 pe rcen t ,  s l i g h t l y  l e s s  than  t h e  15 p e r c e n t  t a r g e t .  Desp i te  Oakland 

Coun ty ' s  o v e r a l l  i nc rease  i n  OUlL a r r e s t s  o f  23.5 p e r c e n t  f rom t h e  b a s e l i n e  

p e r i o d  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p e r i o d ,  i t s  1981 a r r e s t  r a t e  per c a p i t a  o f  6.661'1000 

was s l  i g h t  1 y  under Washtenaw Coun ty ' s  6.73/1000 and c o n s i d e r a b l y  below Macomb 

Coun ty ' s  7.68/1000. 

A compar i  son o f  t h e  1980 and 1982 pub1 i c  o p i  n i o n  surveys o f  Oak 1 and 

County d r i v e r s  shows a  s i g n i f i c a n t  i nc rease  i n  awareness o f  and knowledge 

about  t h e  A lcoho l  P r o j e c t ,  f r om 10.5 p e r c e n t  i n  t h e  b a s e l i n e  p e r i o d  t o  43 

pe rcen t  i n  1982. And t h e r e  were a l s o  s u b s t a n t i a l  inc reases i n  respondents who 

thought  drunk d r i v i n g  was t h e  g r e a t e s t  s i n g l e  cause o f  t r a f f i c  a c c i d e n t s  and 

t h e  most impor tan t  v i o l a t i o n  f o r  p o l i c e  agenc ies  t o  c o n c e n t r a t e  on. The 

survey da ta  show no s i g n i f i c a n t  changes i n  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e  chance o f  be ing  

a r r e s t e d  i f  d r i v i n g  drunk ,  i n  t h e  numbers o f  respondents  who admi t t ed  d r i v i n g  

a f t e r  d r i n k i n g  t o o  much, o r  i n  t h e  numbers o f  respondents  who s a i d  they  took 

some a c t i o n  t o  p r e v e n t  o t h e r s  f rom d r i v i n g  drunk .  



APPEND l X 

QUEST l ON BY QUE,ST l ON R E S U L T S  
FROM T H E  1980 AND 1982 OAKLAND COUNTY 

H l GHWAY SAFE,TY SURVEYS 



QUESTION 1 : About how many miles would you estimate tha t  you your- 
s e l f ,  drove a motor vehicle i n  the past 12 months? 

Returned Before 
April 9 

Returned After 
April 8 

1980 1982 
Total Total 

3500 o r  Less 
3500 - 7500 
7500 - 11,500 
11,500 - 15,500 , 

15,500 - 19,500. 
19,500 or More 

Total N 

QUESTION 2: About what percent o f  those miles would you guess were 
driven in Oakland County? 

Returned Before 
April 9 

Returned After 
April 8 

1980 1982 
Total Total 

Under 1 0% 
10-19% 
20- 34% 
35.49% 
50064% 
65-79: 
80-891 
90% Up 

Total N 

QUESTIONS 1 and 2 Combined: Annual ~ i l e s  in Oakland County 

Miles 
Returned Before 

April 9 
Returned After 

April 8 
1980 1982 

Total T o t a l  

3500 or .Less 
3500 - 7500 
7500 - 11,500 
11,500 - 15,500 
15,500 - 19,500 
79,500 o r  More 
Total N 368 109 477 462 



QUESTION 3: In your opinion, what is the s i ng l e  g r ea t e s t  cause of  
t r a f f i c  deaths and injuries in Oakland County?* 

-- 

Before After 1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total To ta l  

Drinking o r  drunk dr ivers  41.6% 49.25 43.4% 64.6% 
Drug-impai red dr ivers  5.42 4.9% 5.3% 5.1% 
Poor d r ive r  a t t i t ude / ab i l  i t y  39.0% 33.6% 37.7% 25-17; 
Specif ic  bad dr iving subgroups 3.1% 4.9% 3.3: 2.2% 
Speeding, being i n  a hurry 26.65 21.3% 25.31 19.30i 
Other speci f i c  d r i ve r  act ions  3.4% 5.7% 3.9% 2.9% 
Bad roads, inadequate construction/  

maintenance 5.9% 5.7% 5.9% 4.4% 

Inadequate t r a f f i c  control  devices 1 .OX 0.8% 1 .OPd 1.3$g 
Other 1.3% - 1.0% 3.1% 

*Mu1 t i p l e  response quest  i on--percentages add t o  more than 100%. 

QUESTION 4: How l i k e l y  do you think i t  is  t h a t  the  average Oakland 
County d r ive r  wi l l  be involved i n  a major or minor t r a f f i c  accident  
sometime during the  next 12 months? 

Before After 1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

 bout 1 in  2 2.0% 0.8% 7.7% 2.0% 
About 1 i n  5 6.0% 7.3% 6.3% 2.07: 
About 1 i n  70 12.9% 79.4% 14.4% 19.5% 
About 1 i n  50 10.0% 6.52 9.1% 2.4% 
About 1 i n  100 23.7% 27.45 24.1% 36.47: 
About t i n  500 7.7% 8.9% 8 . 0 N  -3% 
About 1 i n  1000 22.4% 21 .OX 22.1% 23.7% 
About 1 in 10,000 13.92 5.6% 12.0% 12-42 
About 1 in  100,000 1.5% 3.2% 1.9% 0.0% 
About 1 i n  1,000,000 0.5% 0 o . 4 e 0 . 2 %  
Total N 402 124 526 451 



QUESTION 5: How l i k e l y  t o  you think i t  i s  t h a t  you yourself  will be 
involved i n  a major o r  minor t r a f f i c  accident sometime during the 
next 12 months? 

Before After 1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

- - 

About 1 in  2 
About 1 in  5 
About 1 i n  10 
About 1 i n  50 
About 1 in  100 
About 1 in  500 
About 1 i n  1000 
About 1 i n  10,000 
About 1 i n  100,000 
About 1 in  1,000,000 

Total N 

QUESTION.6: How frequently do you t h i n k  the average Oakland County 
driver i s  l i ke ly  to be involved i n  a major or minor t r a f f i c  
acci dent? 

Before After 1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

About 1 i n  2 years  
About 1 i n  5 years  . 

About 1 i n  10 years  
About 1 in  50 years 
About 1 i n  100 p a r s  
About 1 i n  1000 years  
About l - . i n  10,000 years . 

About 1 i n  100,000 years  
About 1 i n  1,000,000 years 

Total N 



QUESTION 7 :  If  pol ice agencies were to' more s t r ic t ly  enforce traffic 
laws, on what type of violation should they concentrate their  efforts?* 

Before 
April 9 

After 
April 9 

1980 1982 
Total Total  

Drunk driving 
Excessive speeds 
Under minimum speed 
Care1 ess/reckl ess/ 
erratic driving 

R u n n i n g  red l ights,  
stop signs 

Improper- turns 3.3% 
Defective vehicle equipment 2.7% 
High beam head1 ights 0.5% 
Other 4.4% 

Total N 364 116 480 436 

*Mu1 t ip le  response question--percentages add t o  more than 100%. 

QUESTION 8: About how often would you say you wear your safety be1 t 
when you are driving? 

Before 
April 9 

After 
April 9 

1980 1982 
Total Total 

Always or  almost always 
More than half the time 
Less than ha1 f the time 
Never or almost never 
Total N 

QUESTION 9: How do you feel a b o u t  having a s ta te  law that requires 
a11 children under 5 t o  ride inaspecial car safety seat? 

Before 
April 9 

After' 
April 9 

1980 1982 
Total Total 

Strongly i n .  favor 
Somewhat in favor 
Somewhat opposed 
Strongly opposed 
Total N 402 124 526 460 



QUESTION 10: How do you f e e l  about  having a s t a t e  law which r e q u i r e s  
everybody t o  wear a s a f e t y  b e l t ?  

Before 
Apri l  9 

After 
Apri l  9 

- 

1980 1982 
Total  Total 

S t rong ly  i n  f a v o r  
Somewhat i n  f avor  
Somewhat opposed 
S t rong ly  opposed 

Total N 404 9 26 530 462 

QUESTION 11 : How do you f e e l  about  keeping the p resen t  55 MPH speed 
l i m i t  on t h e  nation's highways? 

Before 
Apri l  9 

After 
Apri l  9 

1980 9982 
Total  i o t a 1  

St rongly  i n  f a v o r  
Somewhat ' i n  f a v o r  
Somewhat opposed 
S t rong ly  opposed 

Tota l  N 405 128 533 462 

QUESTION 12: O u t  .of every 700 t r a f f i c  a c c i d e n t s  in  which someone i s  
k i l l e d ,  how many would you guess involve  a d r i v e r  who has drunk t oo  
much a lcohol  for safe dr iv ing?  

Before 
April 9 

A f t e r  
Apri l  9 

1980 1982 
Total  Total 

Under 202 
20- 392 
40-59% 
60- 79% 
80% up 
Tota l  N 



QUESTION 14: If you yourself drank enough aicohol to be considered 
legally under the influence and then drove somewhere, how 1 ikely do 
you think i t  is that you would be arrested on a trip about 10 miles 
1 ong? 



gUESTION 15: Have you happened t o  see or hear anything about a 
specia l  program i n  Oakland County t o  reduce accidents  caused by drunk 
d r i v e r s ?  

Before After  1980 1982 
Apri l  9 April 9 Total Total 

Total N 

QUESTION 15c: Where d id  you g e t  t h i s  information?* (Asked only if 
respondents answered "Yes" on Question 15. ) 

Before After  1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

Newspaper 
Radio 
Tel evi si on. 
Bi 11 board 
Bumper S t i c k e r  
Pamphf e t  
Meetings 
Tal king 
Other 

Total  N 
- - 

*Mu1 ti pl e response va'riabl e--percentages add t o  more than 100%. 



QUESTION 15a: Please describe any of 'the activities of this program 
which you remember (asked only of respondents answering "Yes" t o  
Question 15). 

Before After 1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total  

Special/additional police 
Concentration on h i g h  

accident roads 
Sheriff patrol s specif ical 1 y 
Coordi nati on o f  county-wi de 

enforcement 
Special alcohol school for 

drunk drivers 
Publ ic education by mass 

media 
Publ ic education by speeches 

and movies 
Medical Treatment/assi s tance 
Other 
Total N 

Special hol iday efforts, crackdown 3.7; 

QUESTION 15b: Please describe any themes of this program which you 
remember (asked only of respondents answering "Yes" t o  Question 15). 

Before After 7980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

Extra pol ice enforcement 
act ivi t ies  (general ) 

Drunk drivers lose their 
1 icense 

Drunk drivers go t o  jai l  
Never drive after.  drinking 
Know your 1 imi ts 
Keep friends from d r i v i n g  

drunk;  be a caring host; 
etc. 

Other 
Total N 

The Party's Over for drunk drivers in Oakland County 18.2% 
Drunk driving i s  no t  tolerated in Oakland County, crackdown, etc. 1 3 - 6 2  
Know when or where d r u n k  drivers are driving, watching certain roads 14.": 
Strict penalties for drunk driving, certain prosecution 70 .5% 



QUESTION 16: During the p a s t  y e a r  have you taken  any a c t i o n  t o  
p r e v e n t  someone from d r i v i n g  i n  a s i t u a t i o n  where he o r  s h e  had been 
d r i n k i n g  a l o t ?  
[If YES] 
QUESTION 16a: What a c t i o n s  d i d  you take?* 

Before  After 
Apr i l  9 Apr i l  9 

1980 1982 
To ta l  Total 

Respondent drove  i n s t e a d  o f  
d r i n k i n g  person 

Respondent had f r i e n d  d r i v e  
d r i n k i n g  person  

Respondent 1 e t  someone el se 
d r i v e  him/her 

Respondent prevented  d r ink -  
ing person from l e a v i n g  

Respondent had.  d r i n k i n g  
person s t a y  t o  s l & p  

Respondent t r i e d  t o  pe r suade  
n o t  t o  d r i v e  

Respondent t o l d  d r i v e r  t o  ' 

d r i v e  ca re fu l ly /d r in .k  less 
None 
T o t a l  N 

V u l  t i p 1  e response  var iab le- -percentages  add t o  more than 100%. 
Respondent s a i d  he would r e p o r t  dr inking d r i v e r  t o  t he  p o l i c e  0.6% 
Tried t o  sober  person up w i t h  c o f f e e ,  food, e t c .  1.5% 

QUESTION 17: In what y e a r  were you born? (Recoded t o  a g e  a s  o f  
December 31, 1979. ) 

Before A f t e r  1980 1982 
Apr i l  9 Apr i l  9 To ta l  Total 

T o t a l  N 405 1 28 533 464 



QUESTION 19: Nhat i s  your sex? 

Before After 1980 1982 
April 3 April 9 Total Total 

Male 
F m l  e 
Total N 

QUESTION 20: What i s  your marital s ta tus?  

Before After 1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

Never marri ed 17.5% 27.32 19.9% 21.3% 
Married 73.6% 54.7% 69.1% 66.7% 
Divorced o r  separated 3.7% 14.8% 6.42 8.2% 
W i dowed 5.2% 3.1% 4.7% 3.9% 

Total N 406 128 534 465 

QUESTION 21: What is the highest 1eve:l of education you have 
completed? 

Before After  1980 1982 
April 9 April 9 Total Total 

-- - 

Didn't f i n i sh  high school 8.9% 13.42 9.9% 13.1% 
Finished high school 30.5% 33.9% 31.3% 28.0% 
Some col l ege 33.5% 35.42 34.0% 32.0% 
Finished 4-year college 16.5% 11.8% 15.4% 15.5% 
Recei ved graduate degree 10.6% 5.5% 9.42 11.4% 

Total N 406 1 27 533 465 



QUESTION 22: How would you describe your current consumption of 
a1 coho1 ic beverages? 

Before 
April 9 

After 
April 9 

1980 1982 
Total Total 

Total abstainer 
Very light drinker 
Fairly light drinker 
Moderate drinker 
Fairly heavy drinker 
Very heavy drinker 
Total N 

QUESTION 23: During the past year have you ever driven a motor 
vehicle after drinking enough t h a t  you might be considered legally 
under the influence? 

Before 
April 9 

After 
April 9 

1980 1982 
Total Total 

Once 
Twice 
3-5 times 
6-10 times 
I 1-25 times 
26-250 times 
None 
Total N 

QUESTION 24: Have you ever been arrested for drunk driving? 

Before 
April 9 

After 
April 9 

1980 1982 
Total  Total  

Yes, once 
Yes, twice 
Yes, three times 
No 
Total N 


