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NOTICES
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Institute are administered through the Office of the Vice-
President for Research.

The opinions, findings, and conclusions expressed in this
publication are those of the authors and not necessarily those
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PREFACE

The Highway Safety Research Institute has undertaken a num-
ber of activities pertaining to its evaluation of the Washtenaw
County Alcohol Safety Action Program, including roadside surveys,
surveys of the general public and selected target groups, and
collection and analysis of crash, arrest, and recidivism data.

These activities and their findings are described in
separately bound reports consistent with the reporting structure
of the sponsoring agencies. This structure enables the reader
interested in a single topic to access the relevant report con-
veniently. ﬁowever, the individual reperts in this series
largely do not contain comparative data derived from separate
evaluative activities. Such comparisons, when appropriate, will
be found in the summary report cited below.

Reports in this series which are completed, in process, or
pla.ined for the Fall 1973 arc listed below:

1. Washtenaw County 1971, 1972 and 1973 BAC Roadside Survey,

UM-HSRI-AL-73-6.

2. 1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys: Washtenaw and Jackson County

Voluntary Organizations, UM-HSRI-AL-73-7.

3. 1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys: Washtenaw County Physicians,

UM-HSRT-11-73-8.

4, 1971 anc 1973 ASAP Surveys: Washtenaw County General Public,

UM-HSRI-AL-73-9,

o. 1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys: Washtenaw County Attorneys,

‘M-HSRI-AL-73-10.

6. 1971 anc 1973 ASAP Surveys: Washtenaw County Law Enforcement

Agencies, UM-HSRI-AL-73-11.

7. 1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys: Washtenaw County High School

Students, UI-HSRI-AL-73-12.

8. Analysis of Washtenaw County Alcohol Safety Action Program
Police Countermeasure Activity, UM-HSRI-AL-73.13.

9. Analysis of Washtenaw County Alcohol Safety Action Program
Judicial, Referral and Diagnostic Activity, UM-HSRI-AL-73-14.

iii






10. Analysis of Washtenaw County Alcohol Safety Action Program
Treatment Countermeasures, UM-HSRI-AL-73-15.

11. Analysis of Washtenaw County Alcohol Safety Action Program
Crash, Criterion Measures, UM-HSRI-AL-73-16.

12. Washtenaw County Alcohol Safety Action Program Evaluation
Summary, UM-HSRI-AL-73-17.

With regard to the present report, we would like to express
our appreciation to James W. Swinehart of the School of Public
Health and James Coats of the Washtenaw Council on Alcoholism for
assistance in the construction of the 1971 questionnaire and

to Robert Kay for general assistance throughout the 1973 survey
operation and analysis.
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1. SUMMARY

From March of 1971 through June of 1973 the federally-
sponsored Washtenaw County Alcohol Safety Action Program (WCASAP)
was at work trying to reduce alcohol-related traffic accidents
in the county. In the winter and spring of 1971 and again in the
winter and spring of 1973 the Highway Safety Research Institute
conducted household interviews with representative samples of
adults of driving age in Washtenaw County. The purpose of these
interviews was to learn what the general public of Washtenaw
County knew and thought and did about the drunk driving problem,
and to find out if their knowledge, attitudes, and behavior
changed in any way as a result of the WCASAP activities, in
particular the public i nformation and education campaign conducted
by the Washtenaw Council on Alcoholism. Interviews were obtained
with 606 respondents (a 76% response rate) in 1971 and with 619
respondents (a 77% response rate) in 1973.

In regard to alcohol use a comparison of the two surveys
shows a substantial increase from 1971 to 1973 in alcohol con-
sumption in the county, an increase that is particularly marked
among 18-20 year olds but is also substantial in all age groups
under 35. Along with this there is a smaller but still consider-
able increase in the reported extent of driving after drinking
too much, an increase found almost entirely in the 18-20 year old
group. On the other hand, there was also a substantial increase
in the proportion of the excessive drinking drivers who at least
sometimes used alternative means of transportation rather than
driving themselves when they had drunk too much for safe driving,
and there were also desirable changes reported in regard to good
host practices.

In attitudes and knowledge areas very little change was
found. There seemed to be a decline in some indications of con-
cern about the drunk driving problem, such as willingness to sup-

port an alcohol safety program with taxes, but there was also an
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increased willingness to have police patrol around parties and
to require breath testing of anyone involved in an accident who
appears to have been drinking. The one area in which there was
substantial change was in knowledge of the WCASAP Program itself.
The proportion of persons who said they had heard of WCASAP rose
from 11% in 1971 to 23% in 1973, and two-thirds of the sample
said they had heard of at least one aspect of WCASAP when they
were questioned directly about particular WCASAP activities.

In conclusion, one can say that the rather-small-scale
public information and education program seems to have been at
least slightly successful in its basic purpose of informing the
public about the WCASAP program and thus contributing to a greater
general consciousness of the drunk driving problem. And, al-
though the extent of driving after excessive drinking apparently
went up rather than down during the WCASAP period, particularly
among the 18-20 year old newly legalized drinkers, perhaps the
WCASAP program can take some credit for the facts that:

(1) The reported increase in driving after drinking too
much for safe driving was not as great as the reported increase
in heavy consumption of alcohol, and

(2) There was a substantial 1973 increase in the number of
persons who reported using alternative means of transportation
at least some of the time when they had drunk too much.






2. INTRODUCTION

In March 1971 the federally-sponsored Washtenaw County
Alcohol Safety Action Program (WCASAP) became operational with
the goal of reducing alcohol-related traffic accidents in
Washtenaw County. The three main features of this program were
increased police patrols looking for drunk drivers, an expanded
court probation program involving the regular taking of Antabusex*
as a term of probation for convicted drunk drivers who were dia-
gnosed as problem drinkers, and a public information and education
campaign conducted by the Washtenaw Council on Alcoholism.

As part of its evaluation of the effectiveness of the WCASAP
efforts, and particularly of the public information and education
campaign, the Highway Safety Research Institute conducted two
household surveys throughout Washtenaw County, one in the winter
and spring of 1971 and the other during the same period in 1973.
The sampling procedure involved the systematic selection of
clusters of 5-6 adjacent houses in the Washtenaw County Criss-
Cross Directory. The Directory is basically composed of listings
from the telephone book reorganized by address, so this sampling
method tends to underrepresent those households with no phones or
with unlisted phones. However, this deficiency was at least
partially compensated for by instructing the interviewers to seek
additional interviews in any unlisted housing units which they
found within their cluster boundaries. Within each selected house-
hold the interviewers listed all members 16 and over in order by
decreasing age and then sought interviews with either the 1st,
3rd, etc. member or the 2nd, 4th, etc. member -- depending on
whether that housing unit had been given an odd or even selection
number. Thus half of the persons 16 and over in these households
were eligible respondents (single persons in even selection number
households were not interviewed). In addition, a supplemental

*Antabuse is the registered brand name of the drug disulfiram
produced by Ayerst Laboratories.
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sample of 76 students in group housing at The University of
Michigan, Eastern Michigan University, and Concordia Lutheran
College was chosen.

In 1971, 606 interviews were obtained from the 793 eligible
respondents, a response rate of 76%. In 1973, 619 interviews
were obtained from the 803 eligible persons, a response rate of
77%. The median length of the interviews was 45 minutes in both
years.

In 1973 the same housing units were visited using the same
selection numbers as in 1971, plus a few additional selections to
account for new construction. However, surprisingly, only one
quarter of the respondents said they remembered being interviewed
two years before. While there were probably some others who had
been interviewed in 1971 who did not remember the interview, it is
apparent that Washtenaw County is an extremely mobile area.
Twenty-four percent of the 1973 sample (40% of those under 25)
said they had lived in Washtenaw County less than 19 months (47%
less than 5 years). Presumably many other 1973 respondents had
moved into survey residences since 1971. Changes in household
composition and interviewing some persons in 1973 who had not been
available or who had refused in 1971 would also help to account
for the relatively low reinterview rate.

Nevertheless the reinterviewing of one quarter of the 1971
sample in 1973 did lead to a slightly higher median age in 1973,
27.03 versus 26.47. As would be expected, the reinterviews were
largely concentrated in the older age groups. Only 13% of those
under 35 (4% of those under 25) said they had been interviewed in
1971, compared to 46% of those 35 and over. A comparison of
alcohol use by age group between the reinterview respondents and
the new respondents in 1973 shows no significant differences in
any of the age groups.

During the two years between the surveys, the Washtenaw
Council on Alcoholism (WCA) had carried out a number of activities
intended to increase public awareness of the drinking driver pro-
blem in Washtenaw County and to increase public knowledge of what
the WCASAP was trying to do about the problem. In addition to

frequent newspaper articles and radio news releases on these
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subjects there was one large ad in the Ann Arbor News and a number
of radio spots aimed at changing the behavior of persons who some-
times drive after drinking too much. There were also talks before
organizations with a total audience of 900, exhibits set up at a
number of community fairs throughout the county, and hand-outs of
literature to persons who came into the WCA office or otherwise
came into contact with WCASAP activities. In addition to these
sources of information many people should have heard about the
WCASAP program by direct contact with other aspects of the WCASAP
or by word of mouth from informed people (police, driver education
teachers, bartenders, etc.).

This report will seek to evaluate the impact of the Washtenaw
County Alcohol Safety Action Program on the residents of driving
age in Washtenaw County by comparing the results of the two sur-
veys in the areas of behavior, attitudes, and knowledge concern-

ing drinking and driving.







3. ANALYSIS OF RESULTS

3.1 BEHAVIOR

In regard to alcohol consumption per se there was a sub-
stantial increase in alcohol use reported by the 1973 sample as
compared with the 1971 sample. The proportion of abstainers
declined significantly* from 21% to 16% and the proportion who
reported drinking four or more drinks at a time at least three
times a month rose from 17% to 26%. The data are shown in Table
1. In regard to heavy consumption the last column of this table
shows that the proportion of respondents in the two samples who
drink eight or more drinks at a time at least three times a month
rose from 3% to 7%, a statistically significant*and rather alarm-
ing change--from a public health point of view as well as from a
highway safety point of view.

In 1971, 244 respondents said they drank four or more drinks
a total of 1008 times in a month, and 72 of them said they drank
eight or more drinks a total of 161 times in a month; while in
1973, 305 respondents said they drank four or more drinks a total
of 1430 times in a month, and 116 of them said they drank eight
or more drinks a total of 379 times in a month. For four or more
drinks at a time this is an average of 2.3 occasions per month or
28 occasions per year for each 1973 sample member. This compares
to an average of 1.7 occasions per month, or 20 occasions per
year, for each 1971 sample member -- a 35% increase. For eight or
more drinks at a time this is an average of .61 occasions per
month, or seven occasions per year, for each 1973 sample memher;
compared to an average of .27 occasions per month, or three
occasions per year, for each 1971 sample member--an 125% increase.
Of course, part of these changes may just represent normal sampl-
ing fluctuation between samples, but all the increases are great

enough to be considered significant at a 95% level of confidence.

*¥ATT tests of significance in this report are one-tailed and
assume a 95% level of confidence.
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There can be little doubt that alcohol consumption in Washtenaw
County has increased during the WCASAP period.

Evidence of this increase is also shown in answers to the
question on self-classification of drinking type. Whereas in
1971, 41% of the sample considered themselves very light drinkers,
in 1973 only 33% placed themselves in this category. Twenty-six
percent of the sample in 1973 compared to 22% in 1971 considered
themselves fairly light drinkers, and more significantly, 22% of
the 1973 sample compared to 14% of the 1971 sample considered
themselves moderate drinkers. Only a few respondents in either
sample considered themselves fairly heavy or heavy drinkers.

As can be seen in Table 2, these changes were most marked in
the younger age groups. There were no significant changes in
the self-classifications of respondents aged 35 and up, but 21-24
year olds declined from 13% to 4% in the proportions of abstainers
and increased from 16% to 25% in the proportions of moderate
drinkers. The changes in the 18-20 year old group were even
greater--declines of 11% in the proportions of both abstainers
(23% to 12%) and light drinkers (67% to 56%), and an increase of
20% in the proportions of moderate drinkers (10% to 30%). Even
greater increases in alcohol use are suggested by the answers
from the 16-17 year old age group, but the numbers of respondents
in this category are too small to provide meaningful data. The
marked increase in alcohol use by the 18-20 year old group was
undoubtedly facilitated by the reduction in the legal drinking age
in Michigan from 21 to 18 in 1972, but since this increase seems
to be in line with a general trend of increased alcohol use among
persons under 35 it can not be exclusively attributed to this
change in the legal drinking age.

Turning to the behavior of more direct concern to the WCASAP
program, it is not surprising, in view of the reported increases
in alcohol use, to find that the 1973 sample also reported more
driving after drinking than did the 1971 sample. 1In 1971, 50% of
the sample answered affirmatively when asked if they ever have a
drink before driving, while in 1973 60% answered affirmatively
when asked whether during the past year they had ever driven after

having had one or more drinks. Similarly, in 1971, 22% of the
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sample said they had driven at least once in the past year after
drinking more than they should have, while in 1973 26% said they
had driven at least once in the past year after drinking too

much for safe driving. At least the reported increases in driving
after drinking behavior were not as great as the reported increases
in alcohol consumption.

When one looks at these two variables by age group, it be-
comes apparent that the changes in drinking driving behavior are
concentrated in the youngest age groups even more than were the
changes in alcohol use. As can be seen in Table 3, there appears
to be some increase in moderate drinking driving behavior among
almost all of the groups, but the changes in driving after
excessive drinking are found almost entirely in the 18-20 year
old and 16-17 year old age groups. Whereas in 1971 the 18-20
year olds were fourth among the eight age groups in their driving
after excessive drinking, in 1973 they ranked first 40% of them
admitting to having driven after excessive drinking in the past
year compared to 38% of the 21-24 year olds and 29% of the 25-34
year olds. It would certainly appear that the change in the
legal drinking age has encouraged many more 18-20 year olds to
drink. more in public places and thus to drive more after drink-
ing.

When one looks at the total frequencies of driving after
drinking too much in the two surveys, one finds that in 1971, 133
drivers admitted driving after drinking more than they should
have a total of 551 times, while in 1973, 162 drivers admitted
driving after drinking too much for safe driving a total of 956
times. While this shows an increase in the average frequency in
1973, some of this is accounted for by three individuals who
reported driving after excessive drinking 85 or more times in
1973, while the largest number reported by one respondent in 1971

was 75 times.
Looking at the reported use of alternative means of trans-

portation when one had drunk too much for safe driving, in 1971

74 drivers said they had avoided taking the wheel themselves a
total of 508 times, while in 1973 134 drivers had done this a
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TABLE 3. DRIVING AFTER DRINKING BY AGE GROUPS, 1971
AND 1973 SURVEYS, IN PERCENT

! Moderate Drinking

Drivers (Drove Excessive Drinking

After Drinking Drivers (Drove After

But Not After Drinking Too Much at
Age N Drinking Too Much) Least Once in 12 Months)
Group 1971 1973 1971 1973 1971 1973
16-17 28 23 7 26 4 22
18-20 111 116 19 26 16 40
21-24 131 126 28 37 36 38
25-34 129 144 33 38 28 29
35-44 81 79 36 42 23 13
45-54 61 60 30 33 13 12
55-64 34 38 27 26 12 16
65+ 30 31 20 29 3 0

Total 606 619 28 34 22 26
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total of 539 times. The divisions of this behavior among moder-
ate and excessive drinking drivers are shown in Table 4. While
it is discouraging to note that the increase in the total fre-
quency of using alternative transportation was not as great as
the increase in the total frequency of driving after excessive
drinking, it is encouraging to see that a much larger proportion
of the excessive drinking drivers did use alternative transpor-
tation at least some of the time. This would suggest that in
some nonspecifiable manner messages concerning the dangers of
drunk driving or the increased possibilities of arrest had gotten
across to almost three fifths of the excessive drinking drivers
in ways sufficiently meaningful to cause them to modify their
driving behavior at least some of the time. And there was also

a slight increase in the percent of drivers who used other means
of transportation every time that they had drunk too much. It is
difficult to say how much credit the WCASAP can take for these
desirable changes, but it seems likely that its public information
campaign and increased enforcement activities played some role in
these behavior changes.

In another area of behavior, that of the host serving drinks
in his home, there were also some desirable changes between the
two samples. Twenty-five percent of the 1973 sample compared
with 21% of the 1971 sample reported limiting the drinking of guests
who planned to drive home; 36% in 1973 compared to 26% in 1971 said
they had persuaded guests not to drive themselves; and 54% in 1973
compared to 50% in 1971 said they had provided food and coffee to
guests before they left to help them sober up. Only one of these
differences is large enough to be significant statistically, but
it is encouraging that all three changes are in the desired
direction.

In three other behavioral questions asked only in 1973, 37%
reported that they had taken the wheel at least once during the
previous year for someone else who had drunk too much for safe
driving; 21% said their driving after drinking habits had changed
in a desirable direction in the previous two years; and 46% said

they had tried to persuade a person who had drunk tco much not to







TABLE 4. REPORTED FREQUENCIES OF DRIVING ONESELF AND USING ALTERNATIVE
MEANS OF TRANSPORTATION AFTER DRINKING TOO MUCH FOR SAFE
DRIVING, 1971 AND 1973 MODERATE AND EXCESSIVE DRINKING DRIVERS

Total Moderate Drinking Drivers Excessive Drinking Drivers
Sample Drove Self Other Way Drove Self Other Way
N N Frequency N Frequency N Frequency N Frequency
1971 606 0 0 31 177 133 551 44 331
1973 619 o 0 39 130 162 956 96 409
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drive in the previous year. There was an increase from 54% in
1971 to 61% in 1973 in the proportion who reported having been a
passenger with a drunk driver but also an increase from 14% in
1971 to 18% in 1973 in the proportion who reported turning down
a ride with a drunk driver.

In general, then, it appears that WCASAP had little influence
on the extent of drinking and driving behavior in the oounty,
although it is encouraging that more drinking persons sometimes
avoided driving themselves when they had had too much to drink and
that there were also slightly more people in 1973 who said they
followed good host behaviors.

3.2 AWARENESS AND CONCERN

There was very little difference between the two samples in
their estimates of the number of annual traffic fatalities in
Washtenaw County and in their estimates of the percentage of
fatalities which involve alcohol. Less than quarter of either
sample estimated in the correct 50-99 range on Washtenaw fata-
lities*, and slightly over half of each sample estimated alcohol
involvement in fatal accidents in the roughly correct 35-65%
range. However, there was some movement on the question of the
chances of getting in an accident involving a drunk driver within
the next year. 1In 1971, 59% picked a chance of 1 in 100 or less,
while in 1973 this group increased to 68%, a change which suggests
a reduced concern about drunk drivers.

Turning to a directly attitudinal question, there was a
statistically significant decline in opposition to the statement
"far too much fuss is made about the dangers of drinking and
driving". Whereas in 1971 74% had strongly disagreed with this
statement, in 1973 62% strongly disagreed with it; and similarly
the proportion who strongly agreed or tended to agree with it
increased from 9% to 13%. There was also a decline from 23% to
12% in those who strongly agreed that even one drink makes a per-

son a poorer driver, and a decline from 78% to 70% in those who

*In 1970, there were 78 traffic fatalities in Washtenaw County
and in 1972 there were 69.
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expressed willingness to support ASAP programs with their tax
dollars. These changes also suggest a reduction in concern about
drunk drivers.

On the other hand, there was some incrcase In support for
certain possible ASAP countermeasures. For example, 42% in 1973
compared with 36% in 1971 agreed that the police should patrol
more around parties, and 94% in 1973 supported police breathtesting
of any person who appears to have been drinking and is involved in
a crash compared with 75% in 1971 who supported police breathtesting
of any driver who is involved in an accident whether he is arrested
or not. Counterbalancing this was the lack of change in the 84%
support for police breathtesting of a drunk person seen getting in-
to a driver's seat and the decline in support for random police
breathtesting from 57% in 1971 to 49% in 1973.

Despite the somewhat negative findings so far in regard to
attitudinal changes there is no doubt that the WCA informatbn pro-
gram did at least serve to inform many people about WCASAP acti-
vities. Although no respondents in 1973, compared to two respon-
dents in 1971, were aware that the County Health Department was
in charge of WCASAP, some 23% in 1973 compared to 11% in 1971 said
they had heard of the program.

This awareness was greater (40%) among those respondents who
had been interviewed in 1971, but still 17% of the new respondents
said they had heard of the WCASAP program, a statistically signi-
ficant increase. And when asked directly about particular WCASAP
activities in 1973, 29% said they had heard of the Antabuse pro-
gram for drunk drivers, 23% had heard of the roadside breathtest-
ing surveys, 26% had heard of the local public information cam-
paign, 24% had heard of the increases in drunk driving arrests,
33% had heard of the special alcohol education course for drunk
drivers, 17% had heard of the special probation officers, 16% had
heard of the couples club counseling, and 12% had heard of the
special police patrols. Over two-thirds of the sample had heard
of at least one activity, and one-fifth had heard of four or more.
Newspapers were by far the major source for this information, but
friends and radio were other important sources.
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In regard to the nationwide information campaign, however,
there was a significant decline from 80% in 1971 to 70% in 1973
in the proportions having noticed recent information or messages
on drunk driving, and the decline in seeing such messages on
television was even greater--from 67% in 1971 to 54% in 1973.%*
Nevertheless, there was an increase from 76% in 1971 to 82% in
1973 in the group who supported the general ASAP approach of
knowing your limits and sticking to them rather than never driv-

ing after drinking.

3.3 KNOWLEDGE

There is also little evidence for increases in public know-
ledge levels about drinking and driving between the two surveys.
In 1972, the presumptive minimum BACs for driving under the
influence of liquor and for impaired driving were reduced in
Michigan from .15 to .10 and from .10 to .08, respectively.
Whereas in 1971 3% had known .10 was the impaired driving minimum
in Michigan at that time, in 1973 4% knew that .08 was the im-
paired minimum and 7% knew that .10 was the DUIL minimum.

In regard to the number of drinks necessary to reach a
legally impaired level, the 1973 respondents were much more likely
to underestimate the correct number, 51% in 1973 compared to 18%
in 1971 choosing just one or two drinks. This increase in under-
estimation may also represent an unintended consequence of a
generally increased but poorly informed awareness of the drunk
driving problem and of the stricter BAC limits established in
Michigan.

However, in regard to perception of increased accident risks
from consuming six drinks and nine drinks in an hour before driving
there were only minor differences between the samples. There were
also no significant changes in knowledge concerning the effects of
such factors as drinking on an empty stomach, body weight, and

drinking experience on the physiological and psychological

*No data are available on the actual frequency of drunk driving
messages on television channels or other media sources in
Southeastern Michigan.
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condition of a person who is drinking; nor was there any improve-
ment in knowledge concerning myths about effective methods for
sobering up from too much drinking. And there was no change in
the percentage who recognized that problem drinkers cause more

alcohol-related accidents than social drinkers.






APPENDIX

CODEBOOK WITH MARGINALS FOR THE 1973 ASAP
SURVEY OF THE WASHTENAW COUNTY GENERAL PUBLIC,
INCLUDING COMPARISONS WITH THE 1971 SURVEY WHEN
APPROPRIATE







INTRODUCTION

The following codebook shows the results of the 1973 Washtenaw
County General Public Survey on drinking and driving along with
comparative results obtained on similar questions in the 1971
Washtenaw County General Public Survey. In 1971 606 interviews were
obtained from the 793 eligible respondents, a 76% response rate.

In 1973 619 interviews were obtained from the 803 eligible persons
a response rate of 77%. All county residents aged sixteen and
older were eligible to be chosen as respondents. The same resi-
dences and dormitory rooms were visited in 1973 as had been
originally selected in 1971, and about one quarter of the 1973
respondents said they had been previously interviewed in the 1971
survey. When 1973 and 1971 questions were identical or almost
identical, the 1971 results are given in parentheses under the 1973
results. When the 1971 questions were similar but the answers

were not directly comparable to the 1973 answers, the 1971 question
and results are given separately after the 1973 question and re-
sults.

For-most of the questions five columns of percentages are
shown in the left margin adjacent to the coded answers which were
given to the questions. These columns provide the results for the
total interviewed sample (under the heading "TI'"), and four
drinking-driving subgroups of particular interest. "NL" respon-
dents who had not driven at all in the past year (those who had
never had a license in 1971) of whom there were 42 in 1973 and 41 in
1971). Under the heading "ND" are those drivers who said they had
not driven at all after drinking in the past year (those who never
drive after drinking in 1971) of whom there were 198 in 1973 and
263 in 1971. Under the heading "MD" are those moderate drinking
drivers who admitted to driving after drinking but not to driving
after drinking too much in the past year of whom there were 210 in
1973 and 168 in 1971. Finally under the heading "XD'" are those
excessive drinking drivers who admitted to driving after drinking
too much at least once in the past year, and whom there were 162
in 1973 and 133 in 1971.






For a few general sampling~variables the percentages and or
frequencies are given only for the total eligible sample ("TS")
and for total interviews ("TI"). Also response rate ("RR") is given
for Variable 5. For a number of numberic variables (e.g., V14
Length of Interview) percentage distributions would be inappropriate
so the tenth, thirtieth, fiftieth, seventieth, and ninetieth per-
centiles are shown for these variables. In most cases percentages
will add to one hundred in each column, but for the multiple
response variables (e.g., V79 DAD Message) the percentages are
based on dividing the number of mentions of a category by the num-
ber of respondents and will usually add to more than one hundred.

A number in the marginal distributions which is preceded by
an * represents an actual frequency rather than a percentage. In
general missing data is not included in the percentage calculations.






CODEBOOK FOR THE 1973 WASHTENAW COUNTY GENERAL PUBLIC SURVEY, WITH 1971 COMPARISONS
IN PARENTHESES

V1 R1 Data Set Number (12)

V2 R2 Respondent ID Number

V3 R3 Coder Number

. Thompson
. Kay

. Metrick
. Chapman
. Campbell
. Beemon

. Fromman

V4 R4 Interviewer Number

01. Dave Beemon 11. Edgar Marty
02. Peter Campbell 12. Karen Metrick
03. John Chapman 13. Jim Nikodemski
04. Pat Coats 14. Dalia Segal
05. Dale Colling 15. Joane Thorne
06. Chaim Fromman 16. Jim Wallace
07. Richard Green 17. Mar ion Chapman
08. Steve Herzler 18. Art Wolfe

09. Charles Hoepf 21. Robert Kay

10. Charles Larkins

V5 R5 Cluster ID Number and Community (Defined by telephone exchange)

TS% TI% RR%

50 49 75 0l. 101-170 Ann Arbor households

7 9 90 02. 171-199 Univ. of Michigan group housing
28 24 67 03. 201-231 Ypsilanti households

2 3 95 04. 281-288 Eastern Michigan Univ. group housing

5 6 84 05. 301-306 Chelsea households

1 *6 67 06, 311-314 Dexter households

2 1 58 07. 321-232 Manchester households

2 2 77 08. 333-334 Milan households

4 3 57 09. 341-345 Saline households

1 *1 60 10. 351-356 South Lyon & Plymouth households

2 2 83 11. 361-362 Whitmore Lake houscholds
*2 *2 100 12, 371 Concordia Lutheran College group housing

V6 R6 First Selection Number MD=0
TS Freqs. TI Freqs

421 322 1. 1,3,5 selection numbers
(405) (301)

305 228 2. 2,4,6 selection numbers
(310) (233)

76 69 0. Inap., student group housing respondent

(80) (72)

V7  R7 Number of Potential Respondents MD=0
TS Freqs. TI Fregs.

494 422 1. One

(458) (389)

136 116 2. Two

(166) (135)

12 12 3. Three

12) (10)

155 169 0. Inap., listing not completed, or student group housing
(159) (72) respondent

*5 0 9. NA






TS% TI%
50 51
(47) (47)
38 38
(39) (39)

8 8
(9) (9)
3 3
(5) (5)

*4 x4
(1) (*2)

0 0.
(*1) (*1)
*155 *69

(*159)(*72)

| TS% TI%
50 49

(49) (49)

50 51

(51) (51)
*84 0
(*78)  (0)

*5 0
(*1)  (0)

1S% T1%
29 31
(45) (51)
23 25
(24) (25)
17 18
(13) (13)
11 13
(7)  (5)
6 6
3) @)
8 4
(7 (2)
4 2
(1) (*2)
4 1
(*3) (0)
0o 0
(0) (0)

V8

Vo

V10

R8 Person Number (of Chosen R) MD=0

1,

o O v o » W N

One
Two
Three
Four
Five
Six

Inap., listing not completed or studert group housing

Sex of Chosen R MD=0,9

. Male

Female

Inap., listing not complete

. NA

R10 Number of Calls (made to HU) MD=9

[y

o MO N O ;A W N

©

One
Two
Three
Four
Five
Six
Seven

Eight or more (10)

. None

NA







TS Fregs. TS%
619 77
((606) (76)

46 6
(32) (4)
69 9
(62) (8)
34 4
(48) (5)
21 3
(31) (4)
1 *]1
(5) n
7 1
(6) (1)
3 *3
(2) (*2)
2 *2
@3) (*3)
0 0
(0) (0)
TS Freqs. TS%*
13 2
3)
428 53
(52)
55 7
(8)
19 2
(12)
193 24
(16)
17 2
4)
20 2
(1)
1 *]1
56 7
(14)
*¥1971 data are for non-
interviews only.
Percentiles
TI XD
10. 30 30
(30) (30)
30. 40 40
(40) (40)
50. 45 44
(45) (45)
70. 50 49
(55) (55)
90. 60 55
(73) (75)

Vil

vi2

V13

V14

R11 Result of Calls

1.

w»

(2G|

Interview

. Ref (IC) refusal before listing

Ref (R) refusal after listing

NAH

. RA

. R i1l

R physically incapacitated (senility, mentally retarded, hard
of hearing)
R unable to speak English adequately

Other reason for non response
(1) Interviewer unable to reach housing unit because of dog.
(2) R said that he had taken test in January, when he was on
Antabuse program.

. No contact apparently made

R12 Type of Structure MD=9

1.
2.

Trailer

Detached single family house

. Two to four family house

. Row house (3 or more units in attached row)

Apartment house (5 or more units, free access to HU-including
student group housing)

. Apartment house (5 or more units, locked entry or guarded

by doorman or both)
Apartment in partially commercial structure

Other
(1) Detached family house with many partments.

NA

R13 Date of Interview ° MD=000,999
ACTUAL NUMBER CODED (MONTH AND DAY)
R14 Length of Interview (in minutes) MD=000,999

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED

999, NA

000.

Inap., no interview







V15 R15-R16 Accident Times (Ql1 & la. First I have a question about
times. At what period of the day and week do you
think drivers are exposed to the greatest risk of having a traffic
accident? And what do you think is the second most dangerous time
to drive?--1st response in each code represents most dangerous

1971

dangerous driving

time to drive)

12. Weekday rush hours

weekday evenings

MD=00,99

13. Weekday rush hours - weekdays late at night & early in the

morning

14. Weekday rush hours - weekends during the evening

15. Weekday rush hours

morning

19. Weekday rush hours - NA

21. Weekday evenings -
23. Weekday evenings -

morning

weekday rush hours
weekdays late at night & early in the

24. Weekdays evenings - weekends evenings
25. Weekday evenings - weekends late at night & early in the

morning
31. Weekdays late
rush hours
32. Weekdays late
34. Weekdays late
35. Weekdays late
night & early

at night & early

at night & early
at night & early
at night & early
in the morning

- weekends late at night & early in the

in the mornings - weekday

in the mornings - weekday evenings
in the mornings-weekend evenings
in the morning-weekends late at

41. Weekend evenings-weekday rush hours
42. Weekend evenings-weekday evenings
43. Weekend evenings-weekdays late at
45. Weekend evenings-weekends late at
49. Weekend evenings-NA

51. Weekends late
hours

.52. Weekends late

53. Weekends late

night & early
54. Weekends late
59. Weekends late
99, NA

at night & early

at night & early
at night & early
in the mornings

at night & early
at night & early

00. Inap., no interview

in

in
in
in
in

night & early in the morning
night & early in the morning

the

the
the

the
the

Results R31 Accident Times (Q5. At what

TI NL ND MD XD
70 8 6 8
4 7 6 3 3

24 19 22 25 24

16 24 14 16 17
1 2 3 1 =*
2 o0 3 2 2

2 0 *1 *1 0
2 2 2 2 %
2 2 1 3 *
1 o 2 1 =%

31 0 *1 0 0

¥4 0 1 *1  *1
2 5 3 1 2

100 7 7 8 15
4 5 3 4 4
2 0 1 0 0
4 5 3 5 4

s1 0 0 0 *
9 9 9 11 7
x5 0 %1 *1 2
4 2 5 4 3
5 9 6 6 4
2 0 *1 *1 0

x1 0 *1 0 0

TL NL ND MD XD

49 46 51 46 48
3 0 3 3 4

12 12 10 12 13

14 22 14 15 11
6 5 7 6 5

37 19 39 39 36

31 41 26 34 32

*3 0 1 0 0

5. 0 *5 0 0

do you think most
Responses=3

traffic accidents take

morning-weekday rush

morning-weekday evenings
mornings-weekday late at

mornings-weekends evenings
mornings-NA

times of the day and week
place?) TL=48-50 MD=0,9

CODE UP TO 3 MENTIONS WITH PRIORITY TO 7,4,1,6,3,5,2 (UNLESS
ORDERING IS INDICATED BY R)

1. Weekdays during rush hours
2. Weekdays during other daylight hours

No guess, DK
NA

COONDMIO W

Weekday evenings
Weekdays late at night & early morning
Weekends during the day

Weekends during the evening
Weekends late at night & early morning

Inap., no interview, no second or third response







V16

V17

1971

R17 Accident Reasons (Qlb. Why do you think those times are the most

dangerous?) Responses=2 MD=0,9

High traffic density (4 additional responses not coded)
Drunk drivers (3 additional responses not coded)
Environmental hazards (poor visibility, etc.) (5 additional
responses not coded)
Driver not alert, impatient, inattentive, fatigue (15 additional
responses not coded)
Many people traveling on long distance trips (1 additional
response not coded)
Personal experience with people who've had accidents at that
time (including knowledge of accidents occurring at that time)
Fast drivers, careless driving, drivers take more chances, driv-
ing around for thrills (5 additional responses not coded)
Other codable response:

(a) Accident reports in the papers or on the radio tell of more

accidents at particular times (3 entries).

(b) Drivers unfamiliar with roads (2 entries).

(c) Crazy drivers on the roads (2 entries).

(d) People are less courteous,

(e) Drivers on drugs.

(f) Younger drivers.

(g) He drives most at these times.

(h) Nobody on road-darker most chances.

(i) Living in the country makes rush hour traffic in the city

seem very dangerous.

9. NA, DK
0. Inap., no interview, no second response

(o] 2 <2} 3] £ [N SHe

.

R18 Accident Times Worry (Qlc. How much more than usual are you
concerned about being in an accident when you go out at those times:

~quite a lot, some, not much, or not at all?) MD=0,9

. Quite a lot

Some

Not much

. Not at all

. Never go out at those times

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

[, IVl ST

Results R32 Special Precautions (Q5a. Do you ever take any

TI NL ND MD XD
54" 54 54 52 52
39 37 36 36 46
16 15 16 17 13
44 39 34 40 33
4 7 3 4 3
-4 0 4 5 3
8 7 6 7 10
2 2 3 1 3
*67 *4 *17 *26 *20
TI NL ND MD XD
22 2 29 21 17
34 36 33 37 31
21 19 17 21 28
19 17 16 19 22
5 26 6 2 1
0 (0] 0 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
35 18 35 36 38
17 8 17 20 14
16 3 19 17 15
7 5 9 7 2
5 13 6 3 3
1 0 1 0 0
1 3 *] 0 1
36 S0 31 34 42
*39 *3  *18 *11 *7

special precautions when you go out at those times? (IF YES) What
do you do?) TL=51-52 Responses=2 MD=0,9

CODE UP TO TWO DIFFERENT MENTIONS

1. Yes, generally more cautious, more alert, more defensive, etc.

2. Yes, drive more slowly

3. Yes, more cautious in some other specific way (more careful when
passing, use of lights before dark, avoid busy roads, no tail-
gating, use seatbelts, lock doors, etc.)

. Yes, drive as little as possible at high-risk times

Yes, don't drive at all at high-risk times

Yes, don't drink

Yes, other

. No, DK, no special precautions

NA, (including not asked because no answers to Q5)
. Inap., no interview; no second response

OO 0~ND U






V18
TI NL ND MD XD
26 12 25 31 22
(24) (12) (28) (22) (23)
10 15 7 13 10
(9) (10) (7)) (12) (7)
8 7 9 7 9
(7 (5) (8) (1) (7)
15 17 16 14 16
(17) (17) (18) (16) (17)
39 46 41 35 42
(43) (56) (38) (43) (46)
2 2 *1 *1 0
(1) (o) (1) () (0)
2 *] 0 *1 0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
V19
TI NL ND MD XD
44 27 39 55 41
(46) (24) (47) (48) (47)
16 15 17 14 17
(13) (17) (13) (13) (13)
5 3 7 5 5
(5) (10) (4) (1) (4)
10 15 10 5 15
(10) (10) (9) (9) (12)
24 37 25 20 22
(26) (39) (25) (23) (25)
0 3 2 *1 *]
(1) (o) (1) (0) (0)
x4 *x2 2 0 0
(*¥1) (0) (*x1) (0) (0)
V20
TI NL ND MD XD
5 3 6 | )
2 3 2 *2  ¥]
*4 0 1 *1  *]
*2 0 0 *x1 *x1
7 7 8 8 4
9 7 7 8 11
2 3 *1 4 *
9 10 12 8 7
*2 0 *x1  *1 0
*] 0 0 0 *1
*5 0 2 %2 0
6 3 5 4 8
5 7 3 5 5
*5 2 1 *1 *]
2 0 1 2 1
*2 0 0 *1  *1
8 2 6 11 5
1 0 2 *] 0
*3 0 * 0 1
5 0 6 5 5
*4 0 *x1  *2  *]
*5 0 1 *1 1
1 2 2 %2 0
5 5 7 4 3

R19 Seatbelt, Short Trip (Q2. About how often would you say you usc

a seatbelt when you are traveling around this area on short trips?
Would you say: always, most of the time, about half of the time, only
occasionally or never?) MD=0,9
1. Always
2. Most of the time
3. About half of the time

. Only occasionally

4
5. Never
6

. No seat belt available

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R20 Seatbelt Long Trip (Q3. How about when you are on longer trips?
Would you say: always, most of the time, about half of the time,

only occasionally or never?) MD=0,9

1. Always

2, Most of the time

3. About half of the time
4. Only occasionally

5. Never

6. No seatbélt available

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview
R21 Seatbelt Worries (Q4. Is there anything about using seat belts

which you find particularly annoying or worrisome? (IF YES) What is
that? (anything else?).) Responses=2 MD=00,99

10. Anxiety about confining characteristics-general (incl. too con-
fining alone)

11. Fire (2 additional responses not coded)

12, Body injury from straps

13. Crushing

14. Fear of being trapped (2 additional responses not coded)

20. Annoyance relating to confining characteristics-general

21. Wrinkles clothes

22, Discomfort (tightness, etc.)

23. Reach to car instruments

24, Reach to back seat

25. Reach children

30. Inconveniences of use.gencral (including too lazy) (1 additinnal
response not coded)

31. Hard to fasten or unfasten (2 additional responses not coded)

32. Takes time

33. Hard to find belts (1 additional response not coded)

34. Hang out doors

35. Shoulder belt

36. Hard to hook up & store belts (1 additional response not coded)

40 Annoyances from efforts to encourage seatbelt use-general

41. Buzzer

50. Uncertainty about usefulness-general

51. Don't think effective

53. Don't trust them

54, Just not used to using them (include car doesn't have them) (1
additional response not coded)







TI NL ND MD XD
1 2 2 *2 1
42 5 37 40 47
*4 0 0 2 0
*18 *1  *6 *6  *5
TI XD
10. ~25 25
(25) (20)
30. 57 50
(45) (40)
50. 100 90
(72) (75)
70. 200 150
(124) (150)
90. 500 500
(450) (492)
TI NL ND MD XD
*4 5 1 0 0
2) (2) 3 ) (@)
14 2 13 13 21
(26) (15) (24) (31) (29)
13 7 12 14 13
(16) (10) (16) (19) (16)
8 10 7 8 11
(7) (2) (7)) (10) (&)
18 12 18 18 19
(19) (17) (20) (16) (20)
23 27 21 28 19
(18) (27) (16) (18) (21)
5 5 5 5 5
3) (7 G)Y @) )
18 32 23 14 13
(8) (19) (9 (4) (5)
*3  *1  x] 0 *1
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
TI XD
10. ~25 30
(20) (20)
30. 50 50
(40) (40)
50. 50 50
(50) (50)
70. 60 65
(60) (60)
90. 175 75
(75) (75)

V20 R21 Seatbelt Worries (cont'd)

V21

V22

V23

60. Other:
(a) Feels no need to use them.
(b) Has a stomach condition.
(c) Afraid to usc them.
(d) His brother was killed beccause of wearing seatbelts,
(e) Just the idea of putting them on.
(f) 1 was in an accident once where I would have been killed
if I had been wearing a seatbelt.
(g) Doesn't like automatic tightener.
(h) Clutter in car.
(i) He's a policeman, has to get in and out of seat constantly.
70. No, no werries
88. DK
99. NA
00. Inap., no interview, no second mention.
R22 County Fatalities (Q5. About how many persons would you guess
were killed last year in traffic accidents in Washtenaw County?)
MD=000,998,999
ACTUAL NUMBER CODED
996. 996 to 1000 ’
997. More than 1000 (1500,2000,2387,5000(6 entries),10,000(2 entries)
998. DK
999, NA
000. Inap., no interview
R22A County Fatalities-8 (R22 collapsed) MD=0,9
- 1. 001-009
2. 010-049
3. 050-069
4. 070-099
5. 100-199
6. 200-995
7. 996 or more
8. DK
9., NA
0. Inap., no interview

R23 Alcohol Fatalities % (Q6. Out of every 100 traffic accidents

in which s
who has be

ACTUAL NUM
998. DK

999. NA
000, Inap.

omeone is killed how many would you guess involve a driver
en drinking?) MD=00,98,99

BER CODED

, no interview






TI NL ND MD XD
5 7 4 8 2
(8) (10) (7) (8) (M)
13 19 10 13 18
(19) (29) (14) (24) (18)
9 10 10 12 6
(9) (5) (7) (13) (11)
32 19 35 32 32
(29) (24) (31) (30) (24)
14 5 13 16 15
(13) (12) (14) (8) (18)
19 21 20 13 23
(17) (12) (18) (14) (19)
5 7 7 5 3
3) (2) ((B) 1) @)
2 12 3 1 1
(3) (5) (4) Q) (o)
*1 0 *1 0 0
(*2) (0) (*2) (0) (0)
TI NL ND MD XD
55 &8 56 54 58
(65) (61) (61) (63) (74)
11 14 10 13 11
32 38 33 30 31
(33) (37) (35) (35) (25)
2 10 2 3 0
3) (2 @) @ O
0 0 0 0 0
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
TI NL ND MD XD
19 41 16 19 16
(17) (19) (16) (23) (10)
26 24 29 26 23
(21) (15) (18) (29) (20)
23 5 23 27 24
(21) (17) (19) (20) (24)
14 8 15 12 19
(13) (19) (14) (8) (16)
6 0 7 6 5
(11) (15) (9) (10) (13)
6 3 6 5 6
6 @ @ @
3 5 2 2 4
(7)) (2) (9 @) o)
2 8 2 1 2
(O (@ @ @) ()
x4 5 *x1  x] 0
4) (1) (6) (1) (0)
*2] x5 %13 *2  *]
(*1) (0) (*1) (0) (0)

V24

V25

V26

R23A Alcohol Fatalities %-7 (R23 collapsed) MD=0,9

1. 01-19%
. 20-34%
. 35-49%
. 50%

. 66-80%

2
3
4
5. 51-65%
6
7. 81-100%
8

. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R24 Social/Problem Drinker (Q7. Would you guess that more such
alcohol-related accdents are caused by the many social drinkers who
occasionally drink too much, or by the smaller number of problem
drinkers who frequently drink a great deal?) MD=0,9

1. Social drinkers
3. About equal
5. Problem drinkers

8. No guess

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview
R25 Chances DD Accident (Q8. What would you say that the chances are

that in the coming year you will be involved in an accident caused
by a driver who has been drinking?) MD=9

0. Inap., no interview, or 1 in a D00 or less

1. About 1 in 500
2. About 1 in 100
About 1 in 50
About 1 in 20
About 1 in 10
About 1 in 5

About 1 in 3 (1971: "or more')

W N & v s W

. About 1 in 2 or more (1971: 8. DK, no guess)

9. No guess, NA (1971: NA only)







TI NL ND MD XD
53 48 43 56 62
47 52 57 44 38
0 0 0 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
3 2 3 3 5
S 10 2 5 7
37 34 37 34 41
55 54 58 58 47
0 0 0
0 0 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
*¥287 *22 *112 *92 *61
2 0 5 3 1
7 10 7 5 9
7 15 S 7 6
30 40 30 27 33
53 35 52 58 51
*1 (0] 1 0 0
*1 0 0 *1 0
0 0 0 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
7 10 8 4 7
13 12 16 8 15
13 12 11 15 13
12 12 8 15 17
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
55 54 58 58 47
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

V27 R27 Ever Close DD Crash (Q9. Haveyou personally known anyone - a
friend, a relative or yourself - who was in a traffic accident
which involved a drinking driver?) MD=0,9
1. Yes
5. No
9. NA

1971 Results R37 Accident Involvement (Ql10. Have you ever been in-
volved in a serious accident when a driver had been drinking?
Ql0a. Has this happened within the past three years? How many
times? QlOc. Has any close friend or relative ever been involved
in a serious accident when a driver had been drinking?) SEE ALSO
V225 TL=58 MD=0,9
(IGNORE PRECODING ON QUESTIONNAIRE)

1. R involved 4 or more times in past 3 years

2. R involved 3 times in past 3 years

3. R involved 2 times in past 3 years

4., R involved once in past 3 years (or DK, NA, how many times)

5. R involved before past 3 years

6. R not involved; other involved

7. Neither R nor other involved (or DK R and no other) ("no" or
"DK" Q10. & '"no" to Ql0c., or '"no to QlO0 & "DK" to QlOc)

8. DK both R & other involvement ("DK" to both Ql0 & Ql0c)

9. NA (whole question)

0. Inap., no interview

V28 V27 Seriousness Person (Q9a. For the most serious such accident
you remember, was anyone killed or seriously injured?) MD=0,9
0. Inap., no interview or R did not know anyone who was 1in an

accident involving a drinking driver
1. Yourself
2, Family member
3. Relative
4, Friend
5, No one seriously injured or killed
7. Other person injured or killed
8. Person NA
9. NA (whole question - 9,9a,9b)

1971 Results R38 Accident Seriousness (Ql0b,10d. How serious was the
accident? DId it involve:) TL=59 MD=0,9
1. Property damage only
2. Minor injury
3. Major injury
4. Death
5. Seriousness DK
6. Seriousness NA
7. Neither R nor other involved in drinking

accident (or DK R and no other)
DK both R and other involvement
NA (whole question)
Inap., no interview

(=N







TI _NL ND MND XD
55 54 58 58 47
4 7 5 2 4
2 2 2 1 4
10 5 14 4 11
3 7 2 4 5
11 10 9 14 11
2 2 1 1 2
12 12 8 14 16
*2 0 0 *x2 *1
0 0 0 0 0
TI _NL ND MD XD
2 0 4 2 2
(1) (o) (1) 1) (0)
40 41 46 42 29
(5) (7) () (4) (5)
29 26 24 30 34
(25) (24) (27) (23) (24)
17 26 13 16 20
(27) (24) (25) (30) (30)
7 2 6 7 11
(16) (7) (14) (19) (19)
2 2 2 1 3
(9) (12) (8) (8) (10)
1 2 2 *x1 %
6) (5 3) (& ()
1y (@ @) () @)
*1 0 0 0 *1
(2) (2 1) (@2 (@)
(*1) (0) (1) (0) (0)
(2) () @) (2 @)
(1) (o) (1) (1) (0)
(*1) (2) (0) (0) (0)
(*1) (0) (o) (1) (0)
(*1) (0) (0) (0) (0)
2 0 4 1 *1
(5) (10) (8 (3) (1)
5 0 *5 0 0
(*1)  (0) (*1) (0) (0)

1971 Results R225 Alcohol Crash Exp. (R37 & R38 combined) TL=301 MD=9

No involvement

Other involved, property damage only

R involved, property damage only

Other involved, minor injury

R involved, minor injury .

Other involved, major injury

R involved, major injury

Other involved, death

R involved, death

. DK, NA on R37 or R38; Inap., no interview

V29 R28 Safe Drinks (Ql0. The next few questions concern the effects
of drinking different amounts of alcohol before driving. One
"drink" will be used to mean ony of the following:

ONE 12 0Z. BOTTLE OF BEER

ONE 3-4 0Z.GLASS OF WINE OR ALCOHOLIC PUNCH

ONE 1 OZ. SERVING OF HARD LIQUOR (ALONE OR IN A MIXED DRINK)

Now suppose that a person of your age & weight, who has not eaten
recently, drinks for a one hour period before driving., What

would be the most that he could drink without increasing his
chance of having an accident? How many drinks do you think?) MD=99

OO WN-O

00. None or Inap., no interview
0l. One drink

02. Two drinks

03. Three drinks

04. Four drinks

05. Five drinks

06. Six drinks

07. Seven drinks

08. Eight drinks

09. Nine drinks

10. Ten drinks

12. Twelve drinks

16. Sixteen drinks

20. Twenty drinks

26. Twenty-six drinks (a fifth)

98..DK

99. NA

The 1971 wording was as follows: Now I'd like your guess as to how many
drinks containing one ounce of whiskey or other hard liquor (that is, a
normal shot) the average man can drink in two hours without becoming too
drunk to drive safely. How many drinks do you think?







TI XD

10. "2 2

(2) (@)

30. 3 2

4)

50. 6 5

(5) (8)

70. 10 10

(10) (10)

90. 54 50

(50) (82)
TI NL ND MD XD
5 7 5 3 6
4y (© @) (@) (5)
19 27 15 17 26
(14) (15) (12) (18) (14)
21 10 21 26 19
(30) (30) (32) (33) (23)
27 22 32 26 26
(25) (23) (25) (25) (28)
4 5 4 4 4
(1 (1) 10 (2) (9
6 5 6 7 6
(6) (10) (5) (4) (9)
7 2 7 8 5
(6) (3) (&) (8) (7)
2 0 3 2 3
(2) (0 (@) (1) (2)
7 22 7 7 6
(6) (13) (8) (4) (1)
*19  *1 *12 x4 *2
(*7) (*1) (*4) (*2) (0)

TI XD

10. 3 3

3) @)

30 7 5

(7  9)

50. 10 10

(10) (15)

70. 50 30

(34) (50)

90. 96 96

(96) (97)

TI_NL ND MD XD
1 3 AT *1 I
(2) () (@) @) ()
3 3 3 3 4
(6) (o) (4) (9) (9
20 24 19 15 25
(15) (15) (15) (16) (15)
26 17 27 29 24
(25) (30) (26) (27) (21)
11 10 13 10 .10
(15) (13) (13) (14) (18)
7 7 6 7 7
(9) (10) (9) (7) (9)
15 3 15 17 15
(1) (17 (19) 14) (14)
8 7 8 10 7
(6) (0) (&) (1) (9)

V30

V31

V32

V33

R29 Accident 6 Drinks (Ql0a. If such a person has 6 drinks how
many times more likely do you think he is to have an accident
than if he had not been drinking?) MD=00,98,99

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED
01. No or small increased chance of accident

96. 96-100

97. Over 100 (500(2 entries);1000(3 entries); no chance; 1 out of
ten)

98. No idea, DK

99. NA

00. Inap., no interview 1971 wording: "in two hours"

R29A Accident 6 Drinks-9 (R29 collapsed) MD=9

0. No or small 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

8. DK

9. NA; or Inap., no interview

R30 Accident 9 Drinks (QlOb. If such a person has 9 drinks how
many times more likely do you think he is to have an accident than
if he had not been drinking?) MD=00,98,99

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED

01. No or small increased chance of accident

96. 96-100

97. Over 100 (200(3 entries);500;1000(5 entries);1200;2500;
1 out of 2)

98. No idea, DK

99. NA

00. Inap., no interview 1971 wording: "in two hours"

R30A Accident 9 Drinks-9 (R30 collapsed) MD=9

0. No or small 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







TI _NL ND ND XD
8 24 8 9 6
(7) (15) (10) (7) (@)
*94 *13 *35 *24 %22

(*33) (*1) (*11) (*14) (*7)

TI NL ND MD XD
*5 0 *1 T *1
20 19 29 16 12
4) 3) @ @ ()
31 31 27 37 30
(14) (10) (13) (16) (16)
22 14 18 23 29
(23) (23) (23) (22) (23)
12 17 12 10 14
(17) (15) (19) (15) (16)
5 0 2 5 9
(13) (23) (14) (11) (13)
3 0 2 3 4
(7) (5) (6) (10) (8)
*]1 0 0 0 *1
(2) @) Q) @ ®
3) 0 @) @ @
*1 0 * 0 0
(*1) (0) (0) (0) (*1)
*] 0 * 0 0
(2) 3 @ ) (3)
(*1)  (0) (*1) (0) (0)
(*1) (0) (0) (*¥1) (0)
(*1) (0) (0) (0) (*1)
(1) (0) (*x1) (2) (1)
(*¥1) (0) (0) (1) (0)
(*1)  (0) (*1) (0) (0)
6 19 8 4 1
(11) (17) (14) (11) (6)
*9 0 *5 *x1 %3
(*6) (*1) (*3) (*2) (0)

V33 R30A Accident 9 Drinks-9 (cont'd)

8. DK

9. NA; or Inap., no interview
-

V34 R31 Drinks Impaired (Qll. As you may know, Michigan has two drunk

driving Taws, one for impaired driving and one for the more scrious

charge of driving under the influence of liquor.

What do you think

would be the most a person of your age & weight could drink before
driving without being considered an impaired driver by the law?)
(no. of drinks)

00.
0l.
02.
03.
04.
05.
06.
07.
08.
09.
10.
11.
12,
13.
15.
20.
26.

98.

99.

None; or Inap., no interview
One drink

Two drinks

Three drinks

Four drinks

Five drinks

Six drinks

Seven drinks

Eight drinks

Nine drinks

Ten drinks

Eleven drinks

Twelve drinks

Thirteen drinks

Fifteen drinks

Twenty drinks

Twenty-six drinks (a fifth)

DK

NA

MD=99

The 1971 wording was as follows: About how many drinks do you thiuk the

average man can have before he reaches a blood alcohol concentration

high enough to be convicted of impaired driving?







V35 R32 Drinks DUIL (Q12. And what do you think is the most he could
drink without being considered under the influence by the law?)

11 14 8 13 12
4 2 6 3 4
4 0 4 4 7
2 0 1 1 4
1 0 *1 1 3

*1 0 0 0 *1
1 0 1 1 *1

*1 0 0 0 *1

*1 0 0 0 *1
8 24 11 6 3

*5 0 %4 0 *1

V36

TI_ _NL ND MD XD

14 9 17 13 13

(11) (13) (11) (10) (11)

34 32 26 38 40

(42) (44) (40) (44) (42)

38 35 42 37 35

(22) (25) (25) (21) (18)
2 0 2 2 4
G) 3 (1 @ @)
5 12 5 5 1
(7) (@3) (6) (11) (6)
5 9 7 3 5
(8) (6) (6) (6) (14)
1 3 2 1 *1
(4) () () @) (5

*2 0 *1  *1 0
(0) (0) (0) (o) (0)

%45  *8 *22  *9 %6
*84) (*9) (*45) (*22) (*8)
V37

TI _NL ND MD XD

51 34 53 55 50

39 41 35 38 42
8 19 11 6 5

*5 3 0 1 2

*5 3 1 *1 0

*2 0 0 *1 7

*1 0 *1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0

¥55 *10 *25 *14  *6
V38

TI _NL ND MD XD

17 16 22 15 13

76 75 69 77 82
7 9 8 7 5
0 0 0 0 0

*1 0 *1 0 0

*1 0 0 0 *1

*1 0 0 * 0
0 0 0 0 0

. One drink

. Two drinks

. Three drinks
. Four drinks
. Five drinks

Six drinks
Seven drinks

. Eight drinks

. Nine drinks

. Ten drinks

. Eleven drinks

. Twelve drinks

. Thirteen drinks
. Seventeen drinks
. DK

. NA

Inap., no interview

R31A Safe/Impaired Ratio (V28/V31)

0.

0.0-0.49
0.50-0.99
1.00 exactly

1.01-1.49

. 1.50-1.99

2.00-2.99

. 3.00-9.99

10.00<99.998

DK, NA on V28 or V31; Inap., no interview

R32A Safe/DUIL Ratio (V28/V32)

O NNk WO

.0-0.49
.50-0.99
.00 exactly
.01-1.49
.50-1.99
.00-2.99
.00-9.99
10.00-99.998

W= M~HFOO

DK, NA on V28 or V32; Inap., no interview

R32B Impaired-DUIL Ratio (V31/V32)

O NOUR WO

.0-0.49
.50-0.99
.00 exactly
.01-1.49
.50-1.99
.00-2.99
.00-9.99
10.00-99.998

WN-=MHFROO

DK, NA on V31 or V32; Inap., no interview

MD=98,99

MD=9

" MD=9

MD=9







V39 R28A Perceived/Real Safc Ratio (V28 divided by the number of drinks
which would get a person of RS weight to .05% BAC, collapsed) MD=9

3 0 4 2 2 0. 0.000-0.080
20 19 16 24 19 1. 0.080-0.390
23 21 32 22 15 2. 0.390-0.600
23 21 17 25 29 3. 0.600-0.890
13 14 11 13 16 4, 0.890-1.100
7 10 8 5 6 5. 1.100-1.390
9 10 8 7 13 6. 1.390-1.990
3 5 4 2 *] 7. 1.990-4.990
0 0 0 0 0 8. 4.990-99.900
*18 0 *13 *3 *2 9. DK, NA on V28 or V190; Inap., no interview

V40 R31B Perceived/Real Impaired Ratio (V31 divided by the number of
drinks which would get a person of R's weight to .07% BAC

collapsed) MD=9

TI NL ND MD XD

0 0 0 0 0 0. 0.000-0.080

21 23 31 17 12 1. 0.080-0.390

19 18 10 24 23 2. 0.390-0.600

32 32 30 32 35 3. 0.600-0.890

9 9 7 11 8 4, 0.890-1.100

13 18 14 9 14 5. 1.100-1.390

6 0 S 7 8 6. 1.390-1.990

1 0 2 *1 0 7. 1.990-4.990

0 0 0 0 0 8. 4.990-99.900
*50 *8 %23 *12 *7 9. DK, NA on V3] or V159; Inap., no interview

V4l R32B Perceived/Real DUIL Ratio (V32 divided by the number of drinks
which would get a person of R's weight to .09% BAC, collapsed)

0. 0.00-0.080
1. 0.080-0.390
2. 0.390-0.600
30 28 26 35 28 3. 0.600-0.890

(o]
o
o
(=
\lmoé

19 16 18 19 20 4. 0.890-1.100
15 28 15 13 17 5. 1.100-1.390
14 9 15 12 15 6. 1.390-1.990
7 0 6 7 7 7. 1.990-4.990
0 0 0 0 0 8. 4.990-99.900

9. DK, NA on V32 or V159; Inap., no interview

V42 R29B Perceived/Real Accident 6 Drinks Ratio (V30 divided by the
estimate of increased risk for a person of R's weight based on the

Borkenstein study in Grand Rapids) MD=9
TI NL ND MD XD
5 13 [ 4 4 0. 0.000-0.080

43 50 49 40 37 1. 0.080-0.390

14 9 11 14 20 2., 0.390-0.600

8 6 6 9 9 3. 0.600-0.890

5 9 5 4 S 4. 0.890-1.100

3 0 2 4 5 5. 1.100-1.390

3 0 2 4 S 6. 1.390-1.990

8 6 10 7 7 7. 1.990-4.990

11 6 9 13 10 8. 4.990-99.900
*66 *10 *26 *18 *12 9. DK, NA on V30 or V159; Inap., no interview







TI NLL. ND MD XD
20 27 22 15 20
41 45 41 41 42
S 9 3 4 6
S 0 5 6 5
12 0 14 15 7
1 5 3 0 *1
7 9 4 7 8
7 5 7 7 8
3 0 *]1 5 3
‘140 *20 *49 *40 *31

See V45 for Results on
This Question

TI NL ND MD XD
4 2 1 5 7
2 5 1 1 4
4 c 2 4 6
9 2 6 10 13

27 10 30 29 24
9 7 4 11 12
5 5 5 6 3

41 69 50 34 31

*4 *4 0 0

TI NL ND MD XD
3 3 1 4 5

.1 3 1 2 0

11 7 12 13 9
7 0 7 7 9

13 13 11 14 17
1 0 1 2 1
0 0 0 0 0

64 75 67 59 59

*3 *1 *2 0 0

See V47 for Results to
This Question

V43 R30B Perceived/Real Accident 9 Drinks Ratio (V32 divided by the
estimate ol incrcascd risk for a person ol R's welght based on the
Borkenstein study in Grand Rapids) MD=9
0. 0.00-0.080
1. 0.080-0.390
2. 0.390-0.600
3. 0.600-0.890
4. 0.890-1.100
5. 1.100-1.390
6. 1.390-1.990
7. 1.990-4.990
8. 4.990-99.900
9. DK, NA on V32 or V159; Inap., no interview

V44 R33 Impaired BAC Number (Ql3. Under Michigan law a driver is pre-
sumed to be impaired or '"under the influence'" if his blood contains
certain percentages of alcohol. This is known as his blood alcohol
concentration or his BAC., What do you think is the lowest percent
of BAC at which a driver is presumed impaired in Michigan?)

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED MD=0000,9999
9998. DK

9999. NA

0000. Inap., no interview

V45 R33A Correct Impaired BAC-8 (R33 collapsed) MD=0,9

1. "Exactly" correct (.07 & .08)

2, Correct but no or misplaced decimal (.7, .8, 7, 8)

3. Nearly correct (.05-.06, .09)

4. Nearly correct but no or misplaced decimal (.5-.69, .81-.99,
5-6.99, 8.01- 9.99)

5. Not nearly correct (.00-.04, .11-.14, .16-.49, 1.00-4.99, 10.01-
14.99, 15.01-99.99) - -

6. Correct for past or present DUIL (.10, .15)

7. Correct for past or present DUIL, but no decimal (10, 15)

8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

1971 Results H42 Correct Impaired BAC (Ql3. As you may know, a blood
alcohol test is used to measure the amount of alcohol in the blood
stream resulting from drinking alcoholic beverages. Do you happen
to know the lowest blood alcohol concentration at which a driver 1is
considered impaired under Michigan law?) TL=65 MD=0,9
1. Exactly correct number including decimal point (.10 or .1)

2., Exactly correct number but no decimal point (10)
3. Nearly correct number including decimal point (.05-.09, .11-.15)
4. Nearly correct number but no decimal point (5-9, 11-15)
5. Not nearly correct (other numbers)
6. Nearly correct but no O immediately after decimal (.5-.9,or .50-
.99)
7. Other
8. DK, no idea
9., Inap., no interview
V46 R34 DUIL BAC Number (Ql3a. And what do you think is the lowest per-

cent at which a driver is presumed '"under the influence'?)MD=0000,
ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 9999

9998. DK
9999, NA
0000. Inap., no interview






TI NL ND MD XD
7 0 2 9 10
3 0 3 4 4
2 0 2 1 4
9 5 10 8 12
30 19 28 33 31
5 2 4 4 7
2 5 1 2 2
42 69 50 38 31
x4 0 *4 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
5 3 4 5 6
18 13 17 19 20
22 13 24 20 25
16 11 14 20 14
16 16 19 14 16
12 13 12 12 12
6 13 5 6 -5
3 5 5 3 1
2 11 *1 1 1
%17  *5 %10  *1  *]
TI NL ND MD XD
41 47 44 37 41
(47) (44) (49( (42) (49)
53 41 50 58 56
47) (54) (42) (52) (47)
5 12 6 5 2
(7) (2) (9) () (5
0 0 0 0 0
(*2) (0) (0) (0) (0)
TI NL ND MD XD
49 57 56 49 40
(57) (44) (68) (50) (49)
49 38 42 51 59
(42) (56) (32) (50) (49)
1 5 1 1 1
(1) (o) (1 Q) (2
0 0 0 0 0
(*3)  (0) (*2) (*2) (0)

V47

v48

V49

V50

R34A Correct DUIL BAC-8 (R34 collapsed) MD=0,9

1. "Exactly" correct (.10)

2. Correct but no or misplaced decimal point (1.0, 10)

3. Nearly correct (.05-.09, .11-.14)

4, Nearly correct, but no or misplaced decimal (5.0-9.0, 11.0-14.0)

5. Not nearly correct (,00-.04, .16-.49, 15.0-99.97)

6. Correct for past DUIL (.15)

7. Correct for past DUIL but no or misplaced decimal point (15.0,
1.5)

8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

R35 DAD Arrest Risk (Ql4. If a person drives after drinking too
much in Washtenaw County what would you guess is the likelihood that
he will be stopped by the police?) MD=9

0. 1 in 1000 or less; Inap., no interview
About in 500

About in 100

About in 50

About in 20

About in 10

. About in 5

About in 3

About 1lin 2 or more

. ....
el ]

O 0N WN -~

No guess, NA

R36 Can Test Randomly (Ql5. The police generally use a Breath-
alyzer for testing the percent of alcohol in the blood (BAC). 1
would like to know when you think they are legally empowered to
request that a driver take a breath test? Ql5a. Do you think they
can ask any driver stopped in a random road check to take the
breath test?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R37 Should Test Randomly (Q15b, Do you think they should have this
power?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview






TI_ _NL ND MD XD
74 85 19 67 12
(68) (73) (73) (61) (67)
21 5 17 29 20
(28) (27) (23) (34) (31)
5 10 4 4 8
(4) (0) (5) (5 (2)
0o 0o o0 o0 O
(*2) (*1) (*x1) (0) (0)
TI _NL ND MD XD
84 88 90 78 83
(84) (85) (89) (76) (82)
15 10 10 20 15
(15) (10) (10) (23) (17)
1 2 0o 2 2
1y ¢y @ @) @)
*5 0 *1 *3 *1
(*1) {0) (*1) (0) (0)
TI _NL ND MD XD
97 98 97 97 98
(95) (100) (95) (94) (92)
2 0o 3 3 1
(4) (0) () () (7)
*5 2 1 *1 *1
(1 ) (1) (2 (@)
0 0 0 0 0
(*5) (*1) (*2) (*1) (*1)
TI _NL ND MD XD
98 95 97 98 98
(97) (97) (99) (96) (95)
2 2 3 1 1
3) ) @) (@) (5
*3 2 0 *x
(1 () (O (@) (o)
2.0 0 *x1  *]
(*8) (*1) (*2) (*¥3) (*2)
TI_NL ND MD XD
94 90 95 94 94
(60) (57) (65) (56) (54)
4 0 4 5 4
(34) (35) (28) (39) (40)
2 10 1 1 2
@ @ @) () (&)
6 0 0 o0 0
(*5) (*1) (*2) (*1) (*1)

V51

V52

V53

V54

V55

R38 Can Test Drunk (Ql5c. How about any time they see a drunk per-
son get into a driver's seat. Do you think they are empowered to
ask such a person to take a breath test?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R39 Should Test Drunk (Ql5d. Do you think they should have this
power?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No
8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R40 Can Test Arrestee (Ql5e. How about any time a driver 1s arrested
for drunk driving?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA

R41 Should Test Arrestee (Q15f. Do you think they should have this
power?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA

R42 Can Test Any Accident (Ql5g. Do you think they can ask a person
who appears to have been drinking & is 1nvolved in a highway crash?)
MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

1971 wording: How about any time a driver is involved in an
accident whether he is arrested or not?







T1 NL ND MD XD

94 91 94 93 95
(75) (65) (83) (67) (71)
5 5 5 6 4
(24) (33) (15) (33) (29)
2 5 1 1 1
v 3 @ Q) (@

*] 0 *1 0 0
(*4) (*1) (*1) (*1) (*1)

TI NL ND MD XD
2 5 0 3 3
*] 0 0 0 *1
*3 2 *1 *1 0
*2 0 1 0 0
1 2 2 0 *]
0 0 0 0 0
*3 0 *1 1 0
*3 0 *1 1 0
15 7 12 19 15
0 0 0 0 0
7 0 6 8 7
*1 0 *1 0 .0
38 38 39 38 38
*3 2 *1 *1 0
33 43 36 27 33
1 0 1 2 1
0 0 0 0 0

TI NL ND MD XD

1 0 1 1 4
1 0 1 1 2
0 0 0 0 0
x5  *1  *2  *] *]

V56

V57

R43 Should Test Any Accident (Q15h. Do you think they should have
this power?) MD=0,9

1. Yes
5. No

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R42A Breathtest Now-4 (combination of V49,V51,V53,V55) MD=0,9
The police can test:
e¢. When a driver is arrested for drunk driving (DUIL)
a. When a driver is stopped in a random road check (RANDOM)
b. When an apparently drunk person is seen getting 1into a
driver's seat (DRUNK SEAT)
d. When a person who appears to have been drinking is involved
in a highway crash (CRASH)(1971: when a driver is involved in
an accident whether he is arrested or not)

1. c only

2. a only

3. a&c

4. b only

5. b &c

6. b&a

7. a & b & c

8. d only

9. c & d

10. a & d

11. a & c & d

12. b & d

13. b& c & d

14. a &b & d

15. a & b & c & d
20. None; including DK, NA on up to 3 questions

99:.NA on all four questions
00. Inap., no interview

1971 Results R230 Breath Test Info. (R47,R49,R51,R53-knowledge of

V58

Situations in which breath tests can be required.) TL=306 MD=0,9

Correct,yes to R51(c); no or DK or NA to R47,R49,R53,(a,b,d)
Mostly correct-yes to R51(c); & yes to 1 of R47,R49,R53(a,h,d)
Somewhat correct-yes to R51(c); & yes to 2 of R47,R49,R53(a,b,d)
Slightly correct-yes to R51(c); & yes to 3 of R47,R49,R53(a,b,d)
Slightly wrong-no or DK to R51(c); no or DK or NA to R47,R49
R53(a,b,d)

Somewhat wrong-no or DK to R51(c), yes to 1 of R47,R49,R53 (a,bd)
Mostly wrong-no or DK to R51(c), yes to 2 of R47,R49,R33(a,b,d)
Entirely wrong-no or DK to R51(c); yes to 3 of R47,R49,R63(a,b,d)
NA on R51(c) .

Inap., no interview

QWM [0 NSV O]

e o s e @

R43A Breath Test Should (V50,V52,V54,& V56 combined) MD=00,99
The police should test:
c. When a driver is arrested for drunk driving (DUIL)
a. When a driver is stopped in a random road check (RANDOM)
b. When an apparently drunk person is seen sgetting into a
driver's seat (DRUNK SEAT)
d. When a person who appears to have been drinking is involved
in a highway crash (CRASH) (1971: when a driver is involved
in an accident whether he is arrested or not)






V58 (cont'd)

TI NL ND MD XD
x5 0 *] 1 1 1. ¢ only
0 0 0 0 0 2, a only
*2 0 *1 *1 0 3. 2a & ¢
*3 0 *] 1 0 4. c only
2 7 1 2 1 5. b &c
0 0 (0] 0 0 6. b &a
1 0 1 1 *] 7. a &b & ¢
*2 0 *1 *1 0 8. d only
9 7 3 12 10 9. c & d
*1 0 0 0 *1 10. a & d
5 2 3 8 4 11. a & c & d
x] 2 0 0 0 12. b & d
37 24 35 33 46 13. b & c & d
0 0 0 0 0 14. a & c & d
43 55 52 39 35 15. a &b & c & d
2 2 2 1 2 20. None, including DK, NA up to 3 questions
0 0 0 0 0 99. NA on all four questions

00. Inap., no interview

1971 Results R231 New Breath Tests (R48,R50,R54-new situations in
which R would approve of requiring a breath test) TL=307 MD=9

!
—
2
=
3
=
(=)
g

0. No new situations
Z 18 g 1? Z 1. Randﬁm rogd check on%yoéT38iR50)
. Drunk in drivers sea

lg 22 Z lg lg %. gandom road check & drunk in driver's seat (R48,R50)

6 5 4 8 7 4. Any accident only (R54) ‘ 8 R54)

3 0 3 5 2 5. Random road check & any ac01dent'(R4 R R54)
17 19 18 15 19 6. Drunk in driver's seat & any agc1d?nt (R50,R
48 39 58 39 42 7. Random road check, drunk in driver's seat,

and any accident (R48,R50,R54)
x] 0 *] 0 0 8. NA or DK all 3 s?tuations
9. Inap., no interview

V59 R44 Refusal Penalty (Q16. Do you happen to know what happens to a
driver who refuses to take the breath test when a policeman
requests him to? (IF YES) What is that?) Responses=3 MD=9,0

TI NL ND MD XD

21 7 16 19 32 1. License suspended or revoked
(15) (3) (14) (16) (21)
10 15 8 11 11 2, Jail
(7) (10) (7) (5) (&)
3 0 2 4 3 3. Fine, ticket

3) G) @3 Q) (2)
*2 0 *1 *]1 0
(*1) (0) (*x1) (0) (0)

4, Warning

17 15 12 18 19 5. Arrested, charged with drunk driving-NA specific penalty
(14) (20) (9) (21) (14) (convicted of the charge)

2 7 2 *2 1 6. Nothing

“4) @3 @) () ()

2 0 3 3 1 7. Other:

Has to take a blood test or other similar test (4 cntries)

. Hassled a lot.

Use it as evidence against him.

Brought up in court, not tossed in jail.

Misdeamenor.

Taken to court,

Receives a statement to S1gn requesting a hecaring.

. Can make him test at a police station.

. "It would warrant further investigation-1if person had a
drinking record an arrest would be in order (anything after
arrest-due process of law).

J. Sign a form stating he didn't take the test.

k. Take to court and be in contempt of court.

By @) @ (1 (1)

SR MO0 Q0o

49 59 58 49 37 8. DK, no idea
(55) (60) (60) (46) (52)
$13 *1 3 x5 x4 9. NA

(*6) (*1) (*1) (*2) (*2)

0. Inap., no interview; no second or third mention.







V60 R44A Correct Refusal Penalty (R44 collapsed) MD=9

TI NL ND MD XD

19 7 16 16 30 0. Completely correct-license suspension only
1 0 *] 2 1 1. License suspension & one other pcnalty mentioned
*3 0 0 *1 1 2. License suspension & two other pecnalties mentioned
28 32 24 28 29 5. License suspension not mentioned but one other penalty mentioned
2 2 1 3 1 6. License suspension not mentioned but two other penalties
mentioned
0 0 0 0 0 7. License suspension not mentioned but three other penalties
mentioned
49 59 59 50 37 8. DK
9

*14 *]1 *3 *5 *5 NA, Inap., no interview

V61 R45 Refusal Effect (Ql7. If a person refuses to take a breath test
when arrested for drunk driving, do you think he is less likely,
about the same or more likely to be convicted of the charge than a

similar person who takes the test?) MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
10 7 8 11 12 1. Less likely
20 10 26 22 15 3. About the same
66 77 63 64 69 5. More likely
4 5 3 3 4 8. No idea
*5 *2 0 *2 *1 9. NA

0. Inap., no interview
1971 Results V56 Conviction Legal BAC (Ql8. If someone is arrested by
the police & passes the breath test do you think he can still be

convicted of drunk driving?) TL=85 MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
26 30 24 25 30 1. Yes
67 65 65 69 67 5. No
7 5 11 7 3 8. No idea
x4 *1  x2 %1 0 9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

V62 R46 First Penalty Now (Ql18. What do you think is most likely to
happen the first time a driver 1s convicted of drunk driving in

Washtenaw County?) Responses=5 MD=0,
TI NL ND MD XD
24 23 19 24 28 1, Losing one's license
(44) (48) (47) (40) (50)
14 17 13 13 14 2, Going to pil
(13) (17) (10) (16) (15)
16 15 11 17 21 3. Paying increased insurance rates ..
72 70 70 73 74 4. Paying a fine

(66) (39) (65) (70) (72)
2 0 1 2 4
(1) (@) (© Q) (1)
14 5 10 17 17

(14) (15) (12) (13) (18)
2 3 4 *2 1
(1 &) 1) (@) )
15 13 17 15 12

(27) (29) (32)((27) (17)
*6 3 2 2 0

*6  *2  *1  *3 0
(#17) (0) (*LO) (*4) (*3)

Taking pills which make a person sick if he drinks alcohol
Being required to attend driver education classes

Being required to seek medical help

. Receiving a warning only (1971: "& go on probation")

Nothing

o [e ] ] [o2] [3)]

NA, DK; Inap., no interview, no second or third mention






TI NL ND MD XD
27 37 26 32 20
(51) (35) (53) (50) (54)
9 12 13 8 6
(10) (13) (13) (1) (8)
12 17 7 14 13
89 41 54 62 68
(53) (48) (52) (51) (59)
2 2 2 2 1
L 0 @O @ @
19 5 18 20 23
(17) (17) (15) (18) (21)
6 12 9 6 3
By 3 B @) O
13 12 10 14 15
(30) (37) (29) (33) (25)
3 2 k] 3 5
(*11) (*1) (*6) (*4) (0)
*12 %] xg *2  *3
TI NL ND MD XD
79 79 75 83 81
(84) (75) (86) (88) (83)
30 38 28 29 28
(26) (19) (22) (29) (31)
14 18 11 13 18
25 31 16 24 36
(28) (29) (28) (25) (33)
6 3 5 6 8
(2) (2 3 @ @
12 18 11 14 12
(10) (2) (9 (11) (14)
23 15 25 31 20
(20) (12) (19) (24) (20)
1 0 3 1 0
4 (2 (5 @) &
*1 0 *1 0 0
*§ X3 *3 %) 0
(*5)  (0) (*5) (0) (O)

V63 R47 Best First Penalty (Ql8a. What do you think should happen to

V64

a first offender?)

Responses=5 MD=0

Losing one's license

Going to jail

Paying increased insurance rates

Paying a fine

Taking pills which make a person sick if he drinks alcohol

Being required to attend driver's education classes (1 additional
response not coded).

Being required to seek medical help (1 additional response

not coded)

Receiving a warning only (1971: "and go on probation')

Nothing

DK, NA;(1971: also nothing)

Other:

a. Suspended sentence

b. Throw the book at him

c. Make him aware of the hazard he is causing-use any of the methods
on the card.

Inap., no interview, or no second or third mention.

R48 Best Thicd Penalty (Q18b. What do you think should happen to
a driver the third time he is convicted of drunk driving?) responses=5
MD=0

1. Losing one's license

2.

3.

Going to jail

Paying increased insurance rates.

Paying a fine

Taking pills which make a person sick if he drinks alcohol.

Being required to attend driver education classes ( 6 additional responses
not coded)
Being required to seek medical help (11 additional responses nut coded)

a

Receive/yarning only (1971: "and go on Probation")

Nothing

DK, NA;
Inap., No interview;

a. place on probation (4 entries)

b. Take away or impound car (2 entries)

c. Forced to see the results of an accident caused by a drunk driver

d. Rehabilitation program

e. Seek help

f. Work in a hospital ward as a penalty

g. Points
Additional Comments: Lose license for a long period - 1 year (2 entries-
coded as 1). Heavy fine (coded as 2)






TIL _NL_ND MD XD
23 31 26 25 15
11 (3 @12) (13) (8
77 69 74 75 85
(89) (97) (88) (87) (92)
1 0 *x1 0 0
(*¥3) (*31) (*1) (0) (*1)
TI_NL_ND MD_ XD

0 0 0 0 0
(*2) (0) (0) (*2) (O)

3 0 4 4 0
(%) (0) (*2) (0) (*2)
*1 0 2 0 0
(*5)  (0) (*4) (*1) (0)

1 0 2 0 4
(1) (0) (0) (*1) (0

4 0 6 4 0
(*¥3) (0) (*¥2) (0) (*1)

& 0 0 6 8
(*2) (0) (*1) (*1) (0)

4 0 8 2 0
(x6)  (0) (0) (*3) (*3)
84 100 78 85 88

*470 %29 *145 *158 *138

TI _NL ND MD XD
12 9 9 14 29
88 91 91 86 71
*1 0 0 *1 0
TI_NL_ND MD XD
*4 0 *2 *1 *]
*14 0 *6 *4 ¥4
*6 0 %2 %2 X2
*12 0 *4 %5 %3
*6 0 *3 0 *3
*2 0 *1 %1 0
*2 0 *2 0 0
*1 0 0 *1 0
*10 0 *4 %5 %]
9% 99 93 92 95

V65 R49 Heard of WASAP (Ql9. As you may know, in Washtenaw County the police,
the courts, the health department, and the Council on Alcoholism have been
working together in a program to reduce accidents imvolving drunk drivers.
Have you happened to hear of the Washtenaw Alcohol Safety Action Program
(WASAP) 7 ) MD=0,9

1. Yes

No

NA
0. Inap., no interview

R50 Group Running ASAP ( Ql9a Do you happen to know what group is in charge
of this program?) MD=0,9

V66

1. County Health department

2. Police

3. HSRI

4. Courts
5. University of Michigan
6. WCA

Other:
a. United Fund (2 entries)
b. County
c. Own physicians
d. Michigan Highway SAfety
DK
Inap., no interview, R had not hear of WASAP
NA

8.
0.
9.

Have you happened to see or hear anything about
Special police patrols looking

V67 R51 Special Patrols (Q20.
the following activities of this program?; Q20A.

for drunk drivers?) MD=0,9

1. Yes

2. No
9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

1971 results
V85 R85 ASAP Activites (Q.27b.

is doing?) TL=129-132

Can you tell me anything about what thie proyram
Regponses=4

Increased police enforcement

Roadside breath tests

Antabuse drug

Public information campaign

Treatment services for problem drinkers
Strict court sentences

Strict driver license rules

Driver course

Other

No, nothing, DK, NA; Inap ., no interview; or coded 5-9 in R83; or
second, third or fourth response.

OWONOAWN DWW -
) . . .

no







V68 RS52 Roadside Testing (Q20b. Roadside Breathtesting surveys?) MD=0,9

TI NL. ND MD XD

23 26 22 26 19 1. Yes. .
77 74 78 74 81 5. No
$. 0 0 * 0 9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

V69 RS53 Antabuse (Q20c. Courts asking convicted drunk drivers to take
pills which make them sick if they drink alcohol/) MD=0,9

TI NL ND MD XD

29 29 ]3 31 131 1. Yes.
7171 76 69 69 2. No.
0 0 0 0 0 9. NA
0. Inap. No interview

V70 RS54 Local Campaign (Q20d. Local campaign to get drivers to know their
own safe alcohol limits?) MD=0.9

TI NL ND MD XD

26 17 23 31 25 1. Yes.

74 83 77 69 75 2. No.

0 0 0 0 0 9. NA

0. 1Inap., No interview
V71 R55 More DU L's(Q20e. More drunk driving arrests?) MD=0,9

TI N ND MD XD

26 33 24 20 29 1. Yes.

76 67 75 80 71 5. No.

*] 0 *1 0 0 8. DK

0 0 0 0 0 9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

V72 RS6 Special Classes (Q20f. Special alcohol education course for drunk

drivers?) MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
33 21 26 38 37 1. Yes.
67 79 74 62 63 5. No.
*] 0 *1 0 0 9. NA
0. Inap., no interview
V73 RS57 Probation Officers (Q20g. Special probation officers to work with percons
convicted of drunk driving?) MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
17 9 17 19 17 1. Yes.
83 91 83 81 83 5. No.
0 0 0 0 0 9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

V74 RS8 Couples Clubs (Q20h. Counseling in groups and couples clubs for drunk

drivers who have a drinking problem?) MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
16 19 13 17 17 1. Yes.
8 81 87 83 83 5. No.
0 *1 0 0 0 9. NA
0. 1Inap., no interview







TI NL ND MD XD
32 41 36 28 30
22 19 22 22 21
14 17 14 13 15
13 5 11 16 13
10 7 10 8 12
6 2 4 9 4
2 10 *1 2 3
*5 0 1 *1 1
*3 0 *1 1 0
0 0 0 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
51 52 52 55 45
14 12 11 18 11
10 20 9 7 13
2 4 4 1 2
*3 9 *1  *1  *]
1 0 2 2 %]
6 12 6 3 9
29 28 27 26 33
5 8 7 5 2
*1 0 *1 0 0
2 0 0 1 5
6 0 5 6 8
1 0 2 0 3
1 0 0 1 *1
1 4 2 0 1
2 4 %1 2 *]
2 0 2 3 4
11 0 7 14 15
*12 0 %7 %4 ]
*194 %66 *58 *51  *2

V75 R58A Total Counter Measures Known, ( Number of counter measures recognized

V76

on V67 - V74) MD=0,9

0. None; or Inap.,- no interview

1. One counter measure mentioned

2. Two counter measures mentioned

3. Three counter measures mentioned

4. TFour counter measures mentioned

5. Five counter measures mentioned

6. Six counter measures mentioned

7. Seven counter measures mentioned

8. Eight counter measures mentioned

9. NA

R59 WASAP Media (Q21 Where did you obtain this information about this
program or its activities?) responses=5
01. Newspapers

02. Radio

03. Television

04, Magazines

05. Fairs

06. Meetings

07. School Classes

14,

. Friends ( 1 additional response not coded)

Family

. The movie "Guilty Victim"
. Pamphlets (1 additional response not coded)

Other:
a. Worked at HSRI (2 entries)
b. Heard someone talk about it - hearsay etc. (4 entries)
c. Worked drug line or rap line for 2 years
d. Learned on job as social worker
e. Personal observation on the highways
f. Have a patient convicted of impaired driving (a doctor)
g. Has clients who have been involved in the program (a lawyer)
h. Army training class for convicted drunk drivers
i. Judge Elden gave a speech at Markley
j. Washtenaw Council on Alcoholism (2 entries)
k. Respondent did an article on WASAP for the student newspaper
1. Saw a display at Arborland
m. Worked on the filming of a movie on Antabuse
n. Special classes on driving

o. Police sent someone to the fire department to explain about Antabuse

and its effect on someone who's been drinking.

. Personal Experience

Stopped by roadside (3 additional responses not coded)
Driver's Education

At work (heard it) ( 1 additional response not coded)
In court, in jail, from lawyer or policeman.

DK

NA

R did not hear of WASAP or any of it's activities; Inap., no Interview
no second, third , fourth or fifth mention.







1T _NL__ND__MD XD
0 48 63 72 81
0 52 37 28 19
0o 0 o0 0 ©
T _NL_ND__MD XD
0 61 78 83 86
0039 22 17 14
0 0 o0 0 0
o 0 0 0 0
L _NL__ND_MD XD
6 39 46 52 70
0 2 9 13 9
9 0 9 9 1
5 5 19 17 1
30 4 3 4
2 2 1 1 2
II_NL_ ND_MD_ XD
370 1 0 %1
$3 0 0 1 0
k3 %1 x1 0 %1
30 54 37 28 19
II_N. ND_MD XD
31 31 26 33 37
39) (28) (39) (41) (42)
3,03 3 3 4
w6} (3) (6) (8) (6)
6 3 6 1 5
10) (5) (7) (11) (14)
s 3 5 4 8
11) (8) (15) (7) (8)
12 5 11 10 18
(6) (3) (5) (9) (5
6 3 4 5 10
(2) (0 (2 @ (@

V77

k60 Heard DAD Problem (Q. 22. How about the drunk driving problem nationwide?

Have you happened to notice recently any information or messages about the
drunk driving problem in general and what can be done about it?) MD=0,9

1. Yes.
2. No.

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

1971 results

V78

V79

R79 DAD Advertisements (Q.25. Do you remember seeing or hearing any recent

advertisements, spot commercials, articles, films, or other items about the

effects of drinking on dirving?) TL=118 MD=0,9
1. Yes.
2. No.
8. DK
9. NA
0. Inap., no interview
R61 DAD Media (Q.22a. Where did you notice the information or messages?)
responses=3 MD=9
. Television
. Radio
. Magazines

Newspapers ( 1 additional response not coded)
. Billboards (1 additional response not coded)
. Other:
a. Current affairs class at school
b. Air Force Safe driving campaign
c. gas stations posters
d. official movies
e. Meeting
f. Insurance Company - AAA
g. at work
h. Unions
7. Pamphlets, handbills, mailed literature
8. DK
9. NA .
0. R_had not heard of the DAd problem; Inap, no interview, or no second or third
response.

AU W

R62 DAD Message (Q.22b., What do you remember most from what you heard or saw?)
responses=2, MD=9

1. Inform (scare)people about the extent of the DAD problem in weneral

2. Inform (scare) people about the legal penalties for drunk driving (1 additisnal
response not coded)

3. Educate people about the physiological effects of alcohol, number of safe drinks
relation of number of drinks to accidents, to BAC levels etc.

4. Educate people never to drive after drinking

5. Encourage more governmental actions to solve DAD problem (Scream Bloody Murder);
to keep drinking drivers off the road.
6. Encourage people with alcohol problems to obtain treatment.







V79 (continued)

TI NL _ND MD XD

6 3 6 8 5 7. Other:-

(3) (3) (3) (3) (&) a. Increase in drunk driving problem because of lower drinking age. (6 entrie:
b. Devices for cars so drunk drivers can't start them etc. (3 entries)
c. Dana Andrews or movie star reference (15 entries)
d. President Nixon wants to adopt a law which allows police to give anyoune

a breath test.’

e. If they get caught, they get help
f. Have drunk guests take a cab home
g. Insurance Companies trying to keep rates down

h. Antabuse

i. They're (the program) not getting very far

j. Social Drinker is the worst hazard

k. Editorials during the holiday season warning and giving advice about

11 8 9 14 12 how to handle drunk drivers.

(9) (13) (9) (8) (8) 8. DK, Don't Remember

43 *3 *11 *13 *16 9. NA (including 5 references to Dana Andrews)

13) (*2) (*6) (*2) (*3)

32 56 39 30 21 0. R _had not heard of DAD problem; or Inap., no interview or no second response.

20)(39)(22)(17) (14)
V80 R63 Best Main Approach (Q23. In trying to reduce the number of alcohol related

traffic accidents, do you think the main effort should be to get people never to
drink before driving, or to get people to understand how much they can safely

TI NL ND MD XD drink and to stick to those limits?) MD=0,9
18 26° 27 16 7 1. Never to drink before driving

(24) (22) (34) (18) (12)

82 74 73 84 93 2. Understand and stick to limits

(76) (78) (66) (82) (88)

*1 0 0 0 *1 8. DK

0) (0) (0) (0 (0)
*2 0 0 *1 %] 9. NA
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0) 0. Inap., Now interview

V81 R64 ASAP Tax Support (Q24. If there were an expanded government prograr which
could cut doun on alcohol related traffic accidents by as much as one third or
one half, how much more taxes per year would you personally be willing to pay to

support such a program?) MD=9

TL NL ND MDD XD

30 44 30 29 27 0. None; or Inap., no interview
(22) (22) (21) (22) (23)

20 24 19 19 23 1. $1-5.
(15) (13) (18) (18) (18)

14 10 15 12 16 2, $6~10.
(14) (16) (15) (A7) «(5)

10 10 10 9 11 3. $11-20.
(12) (8) (15) (10) (13)

8 5 12 7 4 4. $21-39

(9) (8) (10) (6) (12)

7 2 6 10 4 5. $40-59
(11) (16) (19) (9) (12)

2 0 2 2 1 6. $60-99

3) 3 @ ) @

6 2 3 8 7 7. $100 or more
(11) (13) (9) (13) (12)

4 2 5 3 5 8. Willing to pay but DK how much
(2) (0 @O @ (@

x] %] 0 *2 %4 9. NA

x27) (*4)(*17) (*5) (*1)







TI

NL

ND __MD

XD

51
(31)

48
(35)
33
(20)
9
(37
5
3)
5
(5)
0
(*1)

NL

59 53

(35) (28)

31 31

(39) (39)
7

(19) (24)
3

@ M
0

(*1) (1)

0 0
*1) (O

41

48
(33)

(27)
(27)
(10)

3
(*1)

65 66
(21) (21)

(44) (37)
6 5
(27) (33)
3 5
@ @

0

1 (o
*1 0
(*1) (0)

62
(35)

(35)
(23)
(3)
2
(5)
(*1)

(32)
(38)
(23)

(1)

3

1) (©

V82

R65 Enforcement Emphasis (Q25. How much do you think such a program should

emphasize each of the following approaches? a. Greater police enforcement of
drunk driving laws?)* MD=0,9

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little (not much)
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

% 1971: How effective do you think each of the following methods would be in reducing

V83

V84

V85

the drinking driver problem? Just give .Mm€ the number on this card.
1., very effective

2. Fairly effective

3. Somewhat effective

4. Not at all effective

8. DK

9. NA

0. inap., no interview

R66 Education Emphasis (Q25b. A large scale public information and educatfcn
campaign.) MD=0,9

1. a lot

2, some

w

. a little (not much)
4, not at all
8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R67 Treatment Emphasis (Q22c. Improved treatment services for problem
drinkers) MD=0,9

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little (not much)
4. not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R68 Penalties Emphasis (Q22d. More severe penalties for convicted drunk drivers)
MD=0,9

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little (not much)
4. not at all

8. DX







TI

NL

ND

MD

XD

*1
(*4)

0
(*1)

*1
(*3)

0
(0)

0
(0)

55
(27)

(25)
2

(30)
7

(15)

(3)

(*1)

(10)

(11)
15

(4)

e))
9

(4)

(6)
11

1)

V85 (continued)

V86

V87

v8s

V89

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R69 Antabuse Emphasis (Q 22e. Having convicted drunk drivers use a pill

which causes them to be sick if they drink alcohol) MD=0,9
1. a lot

2. some

3. a little (not much)

4. not at all

8. DK

9. Na
0. Inap., no interview

R70 DAD Courses Fmphasis (Q22f. Special alcohol education courses for
convicted drunk drivers.) MD=0,9

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little (not much)
4, not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R71 Random Check Emphasis (Q25g. Police using random road checks to find
drivers who have been drinking.) MD=0,9

1. a lot
2. some
3. a little (not much)

4, not at all

8. DK
9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R71A Number of Effective Counter Measures (Number of times a lot was checked
in V82-v83)* MD=9

0

None; or Inap., no interview
1. One time

2. Two times

3. Three times

4. Four times

5. Five times






V89 (continued)
TI NL ND MD XD

7 5 12 4 4 6. Six times

2 (0 @) Q) (@

2 5 3 2 *1 7. Seven times

@ )y @ o () .

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

*1971: No. of countermeasures rated 'very effective'

V90 R72 Alcoholic Percentage (Q26. Now I have a few questions about the alcohol
problem in general. Out of every 100 adults in Washtenaw County how many
would you say are alcoholics or have a serious drinking problem that affects
their health, their job or school performance, or their family or social life?

MD=00,98,99
ACTUAL NUMBER CODED
TI XD
10. 3 2
(2) (2)
30. 5 5
(5) (5)
50. 10 10
(10) (8)
70. 20 15
(20) (15)
90. 40 30
(50) (30)
98. DK
99. NA
00. Inap., no interview
V9l R72A Alcoholic %8 (R72 collapsed) MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
13 2 11 16 14 1. 1-3%
(18) (10) (15) (21) (22)
21 12 17 25 2 2. 4-57%
(17) (10) (16) (17) (19)
23 24 18 23 28 3. 6-10%
(21) (27) (16) (23) (26)
15 12 17 13 17 4. 11-20%
(17) (17) (19) (19) (13)
10 12 14 8 9 5. 21-30%
(11) (15) (12) (9) (11)
8 14 10 8 6 6. 31-507%
(9) (5 (11) () (D
3 7 4 2 2 7. 51-97%
2 2 & @1
7 17 9 6 3 8. DK
*2 0 0 0 0 9. NA
(*2) (*1) (*1) (0) (0) 0. Inap., no interview

V92 R73 Alcoholism Success (Q27 How often do you think persons with a serious drinking
problem are able to overcome it? Would you say almost always, most of the time,

about half the time, only occasionally, or almost never? MD=0,9

TI NL ND MD XD

2 5 3 1 1 1. Almost always

2y @ @ @ O3

9 17 5 10 10 2. Most of the time
10y (7) (7) (12) (11)

33 19 31 38 34 3. About half the time
(32) (37) (33) (30) (32)

44 33 45 43 45 4. Only occasionally
(44) (29) (43) (46) (49)

11 26 14 8 9 5. Almost never
(10) (7) (14) (8) (5

*2 0 1 0 0 8. DK

2 M @O @ (O






TI_NL _ND _MD XD
1 0 0 *x 0
(*2) (0) (*2) (0) (0)

TI NL ND MD XD

66 64 62 67 71
(53) (51) (55) (62) (56)
34 36 38 33 29
(43) (49) (45) (38) (44)

0 0 0 0 0
(*1) (0) (*1) (0) (0)

TI NL ND MD XD

*206 *15 *75 *69 *47
17 19 20 2 9
26 4 31 20 31
39 56 36 40 39

4 4 3 2 5
6 15 3 6 8
6 0 6 6 7
1 4 %1 %] 2
1 0 *1 3 0
*2 0 *1 *] 0

TI NL ND MD XD
15 12 15 18 15

30 29 31 32 28

et
o
o
o
-

43 49 45 38 44

2 0 1 3 1
0 0 0 0 0
*1 0 *1 0 0

TI NL ND MD XD
2 0 2 2 5
3 3 1 4 5
55 55 51 57 55
(58) (49) (52) (66) (64)
6 13 9 5 3
(5 (2 3) ((7) (&)
34 29 37 3% 31
3) (0 3 @3) (9

& & &Y

6 b 6 5 7
e 0 @M @ M

V92 (continued)

V93

V94

V95

9. NA

R74 Ever Close Alcoholic (Q28. Have you ever had any friends or relatives who

had a serious drinking problem?) MD=0,9

1. Yes

0. Inap., no interview

R75 Close Alcoholic Overcome (Q28A. Did the person or persons overcome this
problem completely, partially, or not at all?) MD=0,9

0. Inap., no interview; or R has not had friends or relatives with a_serious

Completely - only mention

Partially - only mention

Not at all - only mention

Completely and partially mentioned

Partially and not at all mentioned

. Completely and not at all mentioned
Completely, Partially and not at all mentioned

DK
NA

WO NOW»&SWN -
. . o .

1971 results

R89 Ever Close Alcoholic (Q31. Have you ever had a close friend or relative who
had a serious drinking problem? Q3la. Was he or she (were they) able to overcome
this problem or not? TL=137 MD=0,9

overcome
2. Yes, partially overcome
3. Yes, not overcome

4: Yes, NA if overcome

5. No

7. Yes, DK if overcome

8. DK (Q.31)

9. NA (Q.31)

0. Inap., no interview

1. Yes,

R76 Helpful Organization (Q29. Suppose you yourself needed help for a drinking
problem. Where would you go for help?)* Responses=2, MD=0,9

1. Family (1 additional response not coded)

2, Friends

3. Alcoholics Anonymous (2 additional responses not coded)
4, Clergy (1971: Church groups; other groups)

5. Physicians, hospital (1971: hospitals only)

6. WCA (or any reference to WASAP, Antabuse program) (2 additional responses not
coded)






V95 (continued)
TI NL ND MD XD

6 5 6 5 7 7. Other social service agency, Drug Help, Ozone House, Mental Health Agencies,
6) (O () (1 @ Counseling etc. ( 2 additional responses not coded)
5 3 5 5 5 8. Other codable response:

a. To God, the Lord or pray (8 entries)

b. To himself, within, own mind (3 entries)

¢. To former alcoholics who have successfully overcome their problem (2 entries)
d. To the police (3 entries)

e. To his employer (General Motors)

f. To a blood bank for a blood transfer

g. Yoga teacher

f. Nowhere (3 entries)

k42 k4 *11 *10  *16 9. NA (1971: R knew no helpful organizations)
(37) (49) (45) (29) (31) 0. Inap., no interview, ; no second mention
*1971: Do you know of any agencies or organizations that offer help for drinking
problems? Responses=3

V96 R77_Know Antabuse (Q30 Do you happen to know the name of the pill which helps

a person give up drinking by making him sick if he drinks? MD=0,9
TI NL ND MD XD
13 9 12 12 17 1. Correct answer (antabuse)
%] 2 0 0 0 2. Incorrect answer
87 88 88 88 83 8. DK
*2 0 *2 0 0 9. NA

0. Inap. no interview

’r’

V98 R8O Age Effect (Q32. As you may know, the effects of drinking the same amount
of alcohol in the same amount of time are not the same for everyone depending on
certain conditions. In your opinion, how much will each of the following
conditions affect how a person feels or acts after drinking 4 drinks in one hour?
32A. How much would you say his age will affect how he feels or acts after
drinking 4 drinks in one hour?)*

TI NL ND MD XD

28 26 30 28 26 1. a lot
(34) (63) (32) (31) (32)
41 55 38 38 46 2. some
(37) (19) (36) (37) (41)
21 12 18 23 24 3. a little
(21) (7) (24) (23) (18)
9 5 13 11 4 4. not at all
@) (M () (8) (8)
1 2 1 1 0 8. DK
1 @ @O @O (W
x] 0 0 0 *1 9. NA
(*3) (0) (*3) (0) (0) 0. Inap., no interview

*1971 Question and Categories
R60 Age Effect (Q.20. Some people say that the effects of alcohol are not the
same for everyone, depending on certain conditions. In your opinion, how important
are each of the following confitions in affecting how a person feels or acts
after drinking? How important would you say a person's age is in affecting his
behavior after drinking?) TL=98 MD=0,9
1. Important
2. Somewhat important
3. Not very important
4. Not important at all
8. DK
9. NA
0. Inap., no interview






TI

NL ND» MD XD

87
(76)
1
(21)
2
(3)
*1
(*2)
*3
1)

*1
(*3)

79
(73)
19
(24)

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

0
(0)

84

88

84

(77) (80) (69)

9

9

14

(19) (17) (26)
1 2 2

3)
0

(*1)
*1

(1)

0
(*3)

(2)
*1
(0)
0
(0)

0
(0)

(4)
0
(1)
1
(0)
*1
0)

TI

NL

(71)
19)
9
(8)
4
(2)
1
L

(0)

44
(55)
43

41
(66)
43

(34) (17)

11
(9)
1
(2)
*5
1
*6
(*3)

14
(10)

2
(5)

0
(2)

0
(0)

V99

V100

V101

V102

R81 Empty Stomach Effect (Q32B. How about if he is drinking on an empty
stomach?) MD=0,9 .

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little
4. not at all

8. IK

$. NA
0. Inap., now interview.

R81 Weight Effect (Q32c. How about how much he weighs?) MD=0,9

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little
4. not at all
8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

R82 Bolting Effect (Q32d. How about if he bolts his drinks?) MD=0,9

1. a lot

2. some

3. a little
4, not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R83 Feelings Effect (Q32e. How about how he is feeling (sad, tired, nerveous, etr.?)
MD=0, 9

1. A lot

2. Some

3. A little
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview






TI

NL

ND

MD

XD

43
17

30
(29)

*3
(*3)

TI

48
(59

29
(15)

0
(0)

NL

45
(49)

32
(29)

13

42
(47)

29
(30)

17

14) (17)

7
¢))

4
(1

*2
(*3)

12
(6)
*1
(0)

0
(0)

40
(40)

46

44

(670 (78)

TL

22
N
10
(5)
0
(2)
2
9D

*1
(0

51
(70)

(12)
(8
(3)

15
(6)

%2
(*3)

ND

XD

(89)
(5)
(2)
(1)

3)

*6
(*5)

66
(95)

(2)
(0)
(0)

(2)
*1
(0)

(88)
(5)
(2)
(2)

(3)
*3
(*3)

75
(88)

(5)
2

(2

(2)

12
3)

*1
(*1)

MD

(90)
(5)
(0}
(0)

(5)
x1
(0)

XD

N
2

(1)
*4

(*3)

22
(39

51
(45)

(1)
*2-
(0)

31
(32)

45
(52)

*3
(0)

V103

V104

V105

V106

R84 Change Drinks Effect (Q32f. How about if he changes from one kind of a

drink to another?) MD=0,9

1. A lot

2, Some

3. A little
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R85 Marijuana effect (Q32g. How about if he is smoking marijuana?)

MD=0,9
1. A lot
2. Some
3. A little
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

(Q32h. How about if he is using a strong drug like LSD?
MD=0,9

R86 Strong Drug effect

1. A lot

2. Some

3. A little
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R87 Effect of Others (Q32i. How about how the people he is with are acting?)
MD=0,9 .

1. A lot

2, Some

3. A little

4, Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview







TI NL ND MD XD
22 21 21 21 24
(34) (29) (38) (31) (29)
41 43 44 42 35
(48) (54) (44) (49) (53)
30 31 28 27 35
(14) (10) (13) (18) (13)
7 2 6 9 7
(3) () & @O
*5 2 1 *1 0
W @ @ © ©
*3 0 *2 0 *1
(*3) (0) (*3) "(0) (0)
TI NL ND MD XD
63 69 69 62 57
71 66 69 71 73
31 21 25 33 37
23 15 25 23 20
4 5 4 4 4
(%) (10) () (5) (5
%G, 2 %1 %1 %]
W G @ © (0
1 2 1 *] 1
k9 k2 k3 %, 0
(*6) (0) (*6) (0) (0)
TI NL ND MD XD
*1 0 *1 0 0
W O @ @ @
2 0 1 2 2
@ (5 @ @ O
10 22 8 9 12
(9) (2) (10) (7) (13)
2, 27 25 25 21
(22) (37) (21) (24) (17)
31 27 32 30 31
(1) (29) (30) (31) (32)
23 15 22 26 23
(22) (22) (21) (22) (23)
10 10 11 9 11
(13) (5) (15) (13) (10)
X5 k1 %2 0 *1
(*3) (0) (*3) (0) (0)
TI NL ND MD XD
8 19 12 5 3
33 36 35 33 27
7 17 33 40 42
22 26 19 21 28
1 5 %] 2 *]
*2 0 *1 0 *

V107 R88 Habitual Effect (Q32j. How about if he is used to drinking alcoholic
beverages?) MD=0,9

1. A lot

2. Some

3. A little
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

V108 R89 Medicine Effect (Q32K. How about if he is taking medicine for some sickness?)
MD=0,9

1. A lot

2. Some

3. A little
4. Not at all

8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

V109 R89A Effects Info Index (Sum of R80, R81 and R88 recoded to 1=2, 20r8=1,
3 or 4=0, 0 or 9=9 ) MD=9

0. Entirely wrong - did not know that drinking on an empty stomach, body weizht
and experience are at least somewhat important in affecting how alcohol affects

behavior.

3. Partially correct, including DK all 3 items

6. Entirely correct, knew all 3 factors are important
9.‘ .Ni"“ 1 or more items; Inap., no interview
V110 R90 Coffee to Sober up (Q33. Also I have a question about different ways to

sober up after drinking too much. Q33a. In your opinion how much can coffee help
to get rid of the effects of alcohol?) MD=0,9

1. A lot

2. Some

4. K little
8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview







‘TI_.NL__ND .MP__ XD
8 19 10 5 3
55 51 62 54 47
33 27 2 39 48
3 2 5 2 2
0o o 0 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
g 31 7 7 16
46 29 47 55 37
35 24 38 29 43
9 12 6 9 10
*%5 5 1 0 0
*, 0 %2 *1 %1
TI_NL_ND_ MD__XD
9 7 12 8 4
50 54 42 55 57
39 32 41 37 38
3 07 5 0 1
0 0 0 0 0
TI_NL_ND __MD XD
66 59 57 711 72
27 2% 33 2 33
7 9 9 5 5
*% 2 1 * 0
3 5 %1 0 0
2 0 %1 0 *1
TI_NL_ND_MD XD
19 17 20 17 19
57 46 55 S8 65
23 29 24 2 17
1 7 1 1 0
2 0 *2 0 0
TI NL ND MD XD
14 24 16 9 14
37 31 40 39 33
30 2 25 32 34
17 17 16 17 17
2 2 2 3 *1
*2 0 *1 0 *1

V110 (continued)

1971 Results
——RJI Toft

offee to Sober Up (Q. 21. People also have different ideas about the most

V111

effective ways to sober up from drinking too much. Would you say that drinking
lots of black coffee is a very effective, a somewhat effective, or a not very
effective way to sober up?) TL=109 MD=0,9

SEE ALSO V233

1. Very effective

3. Somewhat effective
5. Not very effective
8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

R91 Walking to sober up (Q33b. How about taking a walk?) MD=0, 9

1. A lot

2., Some

3. A little
4, Not at all
8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

1971 resutls:

vii2

R72 Walking to Sober up (Q21z. How about walking around the block?) See also

V233 TL=110 MD=0,9

1. Very effective

3. Somewhat effective
5. Not very effective
8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap., no interview

.
.

R92 Waiting to Sober Up (Q33c. How about waiting several hours?) MD=0,9

1. A lot

2. Some

3. A little
4. Not at all
8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

1971 Resutls

V113

R73 Waiting to Sober Up (Q21B. How about waiting an hour?) SEE ALSO V233
RL=111 MD=0,9

1. Very effective

3. Somewhat effective
5. Not very effective
8. DK

9. NA

0. Inap.; no interview

R93 Shower to sober up (Q33d. How about taking a cold shower?) MD=0,9

1. A lot

2. Some

3. A little
4. Not at all
8. DK

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview






TI_NL ND MD XD
22 36 20 23 20
'45 38 44 47 b4
26 14 26 22 17
9 9 11 8 0
*2 2 *]1 0 0
*1 0 0 0 *1
TI NL ND MD XD
13 19. 13 15 7
40 29 38 41 45
39 39 37 40 43
8 12 12 4 5
0 0 0 0 0
TI _NL _ND MD XD
1 0 3 1 *1
*1 2 0 0 0
18 36 21 15 14
1 0 1 2 0
23 19 24 25 21
1 2 2 1 *1
23 14 19 28 24
1 0 1 1 *1
18 19 17 16 23
0 0 0 0 0
12 7 12 10 17
*5 0 *3 1 *]
TI NL ND MD XD
1 0 1 1 1
3 5 2 2 5
9 2 10 7 13
22 37 21 2 17
31 29 30 31 32
22 22 21 22 23
13 5 15 13 10
*3 0 *3 0 0
TI_NL ND MD XD
84 52 61 100 100
16 48 39 0 0
0 0 0 0 0.

V114 R94 Food to Sober Up (Q 33e. How about eating food?) MD=0,9

9.
0.

Alot

Some

A little
Not at all
DK

NA
Inap., no interview

1971 Results
R74 Food to Sober Up (Q 2lc. How about eating a lot of starchy food?)

V115

oW oooWwmWwH

.

TL=112 MD=0,9

Very effective
Somewhat effective

. Not very effective

DK
NA
Inap., no interview

R9%a. Sober info Index (Sum of R90-92, and R94 recoded as 1 or 2=0, 3or4=2

8=1, 9=9; and R93

0.

10.
99.

recoded as lor2=2, 3or4=0, 3=9)
MD=99
Entirely wrong, R did not know that drinking coffee, walking, taking a

shower and eating are not even somewhat effective, and that waiting several
hours is at least somewhat effective in sobering up. Inap., no interview

Partially correct, including DK on all 5 items.

all correct
NA

1971 Results
R232 Effects Info. Index (Sum of R61, R62, & R69 recoded to 1=2, 2 or 8=1,
3 or 4=0, 0 or 9=9) TL=308 MD=9

V116

0.

1.
2,
3.
4,
5.
6.
9.

Entirely wrong- did not know that drinking on an empty stomach, body weight, &
experience are at least '"somewhat important" in affecting how alcohol affects
behavior.

Partially correct, including DK all 3 items

Entirely correct-knew all 3 factors are important
NA on 1 or more items; inap., no interview

R95 Ever Drink Alcohol (Q34 Now I have a few questions about your own use of

alcohol. Do you yourself ever drink alcoholic beverages or are you a total
abstainer?) MD=0,9

.

O WO W=

Yes, drink

. No, total abstainer

NA
Inap., no interview






V117 R96 Times Four drinks (Q35. About how many times in a month would you say

you have 4 or more drinks at a time?) MD=99

TI NL ND MD XD

16 48 38 0 0 00. R is abstainer; or Inap., mo interview
(21) (44) (42) (0) (0)

16 12 10 25 15 0l. One time
(17) (10) (9) (22) (28)

8 2 3 9 12 02. Two times
M () (2) 1) (12)

4 0 3 5 7 03. Three times
3 @ @O G M

7 5 1 6 17 04. Four times
(5) (0) (1) (8) (11)

3 2 1 3 7 05. Five times
2 (0 @ (@ (5

2 2 0 2 4 06. Six times
1 (@ () () (2

*1 0 0 0 *1 07. Seven times
(*2) (0) (0) (1) (1)

1 2 0 *1 3. 08. Eight times
1 (0 () (1) (5

*2 0 0 *1 %1 09. Nine times

0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
2 2 *x1 1 4
1) (© () (1) @)

0 2

10. Ten times

*3 0 0 12. Twelve times

(1) (0 (© (0 (1)

*1 0 0 0 *1 13. Thirteen times
(*1) (0) (0) (1) (0 14. Fourteen times

2 0 *#1 1 5 15. Fifteen times
(1) (0 (0) (0) (1) .

*1 0 [ 0 16, Sixteen times
*1) (0) (0) (© (1)

*1 0 0 0 *1 18. Eighteen times
0) (0 (0 (0 (0)

2 2 0 *1 6 20. Twenty times

1) (@ (0) (1) (4)

*1 0 0 0 *1 25. Twenty-five times
o (© (O (@ (0

*] 0 0 0 *1 26. Twenty-six times
(0) (0) (0) (0) (0)
(*1) (0) (0) (0) (1) 27. Twenty-seven times
*]1 0 0 *1 0 28. Twenty-eight times
1)y (0 (0 (0 (2)

*2 0 0 0 1 30. Thirty times

@ (@ (0 @ @

35 21 42 46 13 88. None
(39) (37) (43) (47) (17)

*1 0 0 0 *1 98. DK

0) (0) (0) (0) (0)

0 0 0 0 0 99. NA

(*2) (0) (0) (*1) (*1)

V118 R97 Times Eight Drinks (Q35a. About how many times in a month do you have 8

or more drinks at a time?) MD=99

TI NL ND MD XD

16 48 38 0 0 00. R is abstainer; Inap., no interview
(21) (44) (42) (0) (0)

9 2 2 7 21 01. One time

(M () @3) () 19
3 0 *1 2 9 02. Two times

3) (0 @) () ()

1 0 0 1 3 03. Three times

(1) (0 (0 (0 (3)

2 2 0 1 5 04. Four times

(1) (o) (0) (© (3)

1 5 0 0 3 05. Five times
(*1) (0) (0) (1) (0)

*2 0 0 0 1 06. Six times
(*1) (0) (© (O} @)

*] 0 0 0 *1 07. Seven times

1 0 0 1 3 08. Eight times






TI NL ND MD XD
(*2) (0) (0) (0) (1)
A 0 0 *1 2
(*¥2) (0) (0 (0) (1)
*] 0 0 0 1
(*1) (0 (0 (0) (1)
*2 0 0 0 1
*] 0 0 0 *1
*] 0 0 0 *1
65 43 59 87 49
(67) (55) (55) (89) (66)
*5 0 *1 %] 1
) (0) (0) (0) (0)
*]1 0 0 0 *1
(*3) (0) (*1) (*1) (*1)
TI NL ND MD XD
33 246 44 41 11
(41) (41) (45) (48) (24)
26 12 11 36 35
(23) (15) (9) (34) (3N
22 17 6 21 46
(14) (0) (4) (18) (32)
3 0 0 3 6
(1) (0 (0 (0 (M
*2 0 0 0 1
(*1) (0) (0) (1) (0)
0 0 0 0 0
0 (0) (0) (0) (0)
16 48 39 0 0
(21) (44) (42) (0) (0)
0 0 0 0 0
0 (0 (0) (0) (0)
TL NL ND MD XD
27 59 53 10 7
(31) (76) (59) (8) (11)
25 14 21 33 22
(21) (10) (17) (30) (23)
49 26 26 58 72
(43) (15) (24) (61) (66)
*2 0 *1 %] 0
(*4)  (0) (*¥1) (*2) (*1)
TL NL ND MD XD
26 59 53 9 7
(36) (76) (59) (8) (11)
51 26 26 57 79
(38) (15) (24) (49) (59)
22 14 20 33 14
(27) (10) (18) (43) (29)
*] 0 0 *1 0
0 (0 (0) (0) (0O
*] 0 *1 0 0
(*4) (0) (*1) (*2) (*1)

V118 (continued)

V119

V120

vizi

10. Ten times

12, Twelve times
14, Fourteen times
15. Fifteen times

16. Sixteen times
23. Twenty-three times

88. None; or coded 88 in R97
98. DK

99. NA

R98 Drinking Fype (Q36. In general would you descirbe yourself as a, very
light drinker, fairly light drinker, moderate drinker, fairly heavy drinker
or a heavy drinker?) MD=9

1. Very light

2, Fairly light

3. Moderate

4. Fairly heavy

5. Heavy

6. Drink, NA how much

7. Abstainer

9. NA
0. Inap., no interview

R99 Limit Guest Intake (Q37. When you have served alcoholic drinks in your
home, have you ever done any of the following things to try to reduce the

risk of accidents for you driving guests? Q37a. Limit the drinking of guests who
plan to drive home?) MD=9

0. Never serves alcohol; Inap., no interview , or total abstainer
—_———————

1. Yes

5. No

R100 Stop Guest Driving (Q37b. Persuade a guest not to drive but to go home
another way or to stay the night with you? MD=9

0. Never serves alcohol; Inap., no interview, or total abstaigg{
1. Yes
5. No
8. DK

9. NA






V122 RI10l Give Food to Guests (Q37c. Provide food and coffee to guests before they

leave to help them sober up?) MD=9

TI NL ND MD XD

27 59 53 10 7 0. Never serves alcohol; Inap., no interview; or total abstainer
(36) (76) (59) (8) (11)

54 21 34 69 65 1. Yes

(50) (17) (32) (73) (66)

20 19 12 21 28 5. No

(15) (7) (9) (18) (23)

*] 0 0 *1 0 8. DK

(*}1) (0) (0) (1) (0)

*2 0 *1 %] 0 9. NA

(*¥4) (0) (*¥2) (*1) (*1)

V123 R102 Average Mileage (Q38. Next I have some questions about your driving.
About how many miles would you say you've driven in the past year?) MD=0,9

TI NL ND MD XD

7 *42 0 0 0 1. None (1971: never had a driver's license)
(7)(*1) (0) (0) (0)
13 0 27 9 3 2, Less than 1000
(8) 14) (5) (1)
13 0 18 11 12 3. 1000 - 2999
12) (19) (8) (N
9 0 8 10 11 4, 3000 - 4999
7 @ G O
19 0 22 19 18 5. 5000 - 9999
(20) (23) (22) (16)
17 0 13 21 23 6. 10,000 - 14,999
(20) (18) (24) (27
15 0 9 21 19 7. 15,000 - 24,999
(17 (10) (21) (29)
8 0 3 10 14 8. 25,000 and over
(8) (5) (8) (16)
0 4] (4] 0 0 9. Ko guess, NA (1971: DK only)
(2) (5) (1) ()
(*3) (*2) (0) (0) . NA (1971)

9
0. Inap., no interview

V124 R103 Drive Might % (Q39 About what percent of your total driving time would
you estimate takes place at night (between 7PM and 6AM)? MD=98,99

TI NL ND MD XD

10. 1 2 5 10 ACTUAL NUMBER CODED

30. 10 10 10 20

50. 20 13 25 30 98. DK

70. 33 27 33 50 99. NA

90. 50 50 50 60 00. R has not driven in the past year; Inap., no interview

V125 R103a. Night driving % -9 (R103 collapsed) MD=9

9 5 2 *1 0. 0 to 1%, Inap., no interview or R has not driven in the past year.
5 9 4 3 1. 2% T
9 14 10 5 2. 3-52
19 26 22 12 3. 6-10%
20 17 22 24 4. 11-257
11 7 16 11 5. 26-50%
7 4 7 13 6. 51-967%
17 17 13 27 7. 96-100%
3 2 4 5 8. DK
*12 *4 *3 *5 9. NA







TI NL ND MDD XD
61 0 0 0
(51) (0) (100) (100)
20 61 100 100
(25) (58) (0) (0)
'19 39 0 o0
0 0 0 0
(*1) ) () (0
TI NL ND__MD XD
10. 0 0 0 1 3
30. 0 0 0
50. 2 0 0 4 20
70. 7 0 0 10 50
90. 50 0 0 47 97
TI NL ND MD XD
40 100 100 0 0
5 0 0 14 1
10 0 0 23 7
13 0 0 24 20
4 0 0 8 7
13 0 0 18 27
4 0 0 4 10
6 0 0 5 15
5 0 0 3 14
*10 0 0 *3 %7
TI NL ND MD XD
39 0 0
(51) 0 (O
31 58 41
(36) (76) (67)
30 42 59
13) (24) (32)
*1 *] 0
(*4) (*3) (0)
TIL NL ND MD XD
41 2 2
(51) 0 (@
14 33 10
20 29 33
) 18) (11)
14 33 17
(2) %) 5
7 16 0
1) 2) (@

V126

V127

V128

V129

Vi30

R104 DAD Ever (Q40. As you know most people who drink drive after drinking
at least occasionally. How about yourself? During the past year have you
ever driven after having had one or more drinks?)

1. Yes

5. No

0. Inap., no interview; or R is abstainer, or has not driven in the past year.
9. NA

R105 Times DAD (Q40a. About how many times would you say?) MD=99
ACTUAL NUMBER CODED

96. 96 to 100 times

97. over 100 times(122, 160, 180, 187 200(3 entries), 275,300)3 entries_

350, 365, 500, 1000, 7 out of 10 times that he drives.

98. DK

99. NA

00. Inap., no interview; or R is Abstainer, or did not drive in the past year or
did not drive after drinking in the past year.

R105a Times DAD -7 (R105 collapsed) MD=9

0. R did not drive in the past year, or R is abstainer, or R did not drive
after drinking in the past year; Inap., no interview

1. One time

2. Two times

3. Three to five times

4. 6 -~ 9 times

5. 10-24 Times

6. 25-49 Times

7. 50-95 times

8. Over 96 times

9. NA, DK

R106 Personal DAD rule (Q40b. Do you happen to have a personal rule as to how

much you could drink in a one hour period before driving without increasing your
chance of having an accident?) * MD=9

0. None, or R is abstainer or did not drive in the past year or did

) got drive after drinking in the past year; Inap., no 1interview
. Yes

9. NA

R107 Personal Safe Drinks* (Q40c. How many drinks 18 that? or 0O40d,

Well y i you had to Choose a ] w
1f personal limit ho ma Y 5w
" ‘) R . ny drink wonld

00. None; or R did not drive in the past year, or R did not drive after
drinking in the past year, or R is abstainer; Inap. no interview

01. One drink
02. Two drinks

03. Three drinks

04. Four drinks

*1971 wording: Do you have any specific rules for yourself as to how much

you can drink before you drive?(IF YES) What are they?






TI NL ND MD XD

2 5 0
(*2) n @

1 2 17

(0) ) (@

*3 1 0
0 (0) (0)

*] *1 0
(0) (0) (0)

*1 *1 0

*1 *]1 0

*1 1 0

*3 *3 0
(*4) (*3) (0)
(5) (15) (20)

TI NL ND MD XD
10. O 1
30. 0 1
50. 0 2
70. 0 4
90. 3 15
TI NL ND MD XD

9 33
7) (32)

"7 26
(6) 27)

6 24
(6) (26)

1 3
(*3) (2)

3 11
(3) (10)

1 3
(*2) (2)
*1 1
(*1) (1)
*2 1
(0) (0)

*5 *5
(*1) (*1)
74 100 o0
(78) (100) (0)

V130 (cont'd)

05. Five drinks

06. Six drinks

07. Seven drinks

08. Eight drinks

09. Nine drinks
12. Twelve drinks
16. Sixteen drinks
99. NA

1971: specific personal rules other than n-mber of drinks (.eg. waiting perlods after
drinking, other ways home, etc.)

V131 R108 Times Driven Drunk (Q40e. Sometimes a person drinks more than his safe limit

vi32

but still has no other way to get home except to drive himself. About how many

times in in the past year would you say you had driven after drinking

too
00.

96.
97.
98.
99.

R10

much for safe driving?) ACTUAL NUMBER CODED MD=9

None; Inap., R did not drive in the past year, R is abstainer,
or R did not drive after drinking in the past year; Inap., no
interview

96-100 times

100 or more times

DK

NA

9 Times Driven Drunk-8 (R108 collapsed) MD=9

1. Once

2. Twice

3. 3-5 times

4, 6-9 times

10-24 times

6. 25-49 times

7. 50-95 times

8. 96 or more times

9. DK, NA

0. R is abstainer, R did not drive in the past year, or R did nnt

drive after drinking too much in the past year; I[nap., no

interview







V133
TI_NL ND _MD XD
3 48 0 0 O
(3) (44) (0) (0) (0)
4 52 0 0 O
(4) (56) (0) (0) (0)
13 0 39 0 0
(18) (0) (42) (0) (O)
20 0 6. 0 0
(25) (0) (58) (0) (0)
3 0 0 100 O
(28) (0) (0)(100) (0)
9 0 0 0 33
(1 (0) (0) (0) (32)
7 0 0 0 26
(6) (0) (0) (0) (28)
7 0 0 0 27
(6) (0 (0 (0) (29
4 0 0 0 15
3) (© (0 (0 11
0o 0 o0 0 O
(*1) (0) (0) (0) (0)

V134

V135
TL_NL_ND_ MD XD
63 79 61 37
11 8 13 14
8 8 13 14
7 5 5 12
3 1 4 4
3 3 7
*5 1 %
*2 0 ¥1 %1
3 1 2 5
*2 0 1 0
*3 0 1 %
*4 0o o 3
*3 0 o0 2
*3 *21 0 1
*1 0 0 %
0 0 o0 0

R108b. Drink Drive - 9 (Combination of V116, V123 and V126) MD=9

0. Non drinker - non driver
1. Nondriver who drinks

2

Nondrinker who drives

3. Driver who drinks but doesn't ever drive after drinking.

4. Driver who drives after drinking, but didn't drive after drinking toomuch
in the past year.

5. Driver who drove after drinking too much only once.

6. Driver who drove after drinking too much twice.

7. Driver who drove after drinking too much 3-7 times.

8. Driver who drove after drinking too much 8-100+ times

9. DK, NA

R108c. Drink - Drive 4 (R108B collapsed) MD=9
1. Nondriver

2. Driver who never drives after drinking.

3. Driver who drives after drinking, but didn't drive after drinking too much
in the past year.

4, Driver who drove after drinking too much one or more times in the past year

0. Inap., no interview

9. DK, NA

R109 Drove Someone Else (Q41 In the past year did you ever take the place
of a driver who had drunk too much for safe driving?<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>