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PREFACE 

The Highway S a f e t y  Research  I n s t i t u t e  has  unde r t aken  a  num- 

ber  of a c t i v i t i e s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  i ts  e v a l u a t i o n  of  t h e  Washtenaw 

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

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

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

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

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

o f  t h e  s p o n s o r i n g  a g e n c i e s .  Th i s  s t r u c t u r e  e n a b l e s  t h e  r e a d e r  

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

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

l a r g e l y  do no t  c o n t a i n  compara t ive  d a t a  d e r i v e d  from s e p a r a t e  

e v a l u a t i v e  a c t i v i t i e s .  Such compar i sons ,  when a p p r o p r i a t e ,  w i l l  

be found i n  t h e  summary r e p o r t  c i t e d  below. 

Repor t s  i n  t h i s  series which a r e  comple t ed ,  i n  p r o c e s s ,  o r  

p lanned  f o r  t h e  F a l l  1973 a r e  l i s t e d  below. 

1. Washtenaw County 1971 ,  1972 and 1973 BAC Roads ide  Su rvey ,  
UM-HSRI-AL-73-6. 

2. 1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys :  Washtenaw and Jackson  County 
Vo lun ta ry  O r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  UM-HSRI-AL-73-7, 

3 .  1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys :  Washtenaw County P h y s i c i a n s ,  
UM-HSRI-AL-73-8. 

4.  1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys :  Washtenaw County Genera l  P u b l i c ,  
UM-HSRI-AL-73 -9. 

5.  1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys :  Washtenaw County A t t o r n e y s ,  
UM-HSRI-AL-73-10, 

6 .  1971 and 1973 ASAP Surveys  : Washtenaw County Law 
Enforcement Agencies .  UM-HSRI-AL-73-11. 

7 .  1971 and 1973 ASAP S u r v e y s :  Washtenaw County High School 
S t u d e n t s ,  UM - HSRI - AL - 73 - 1 2 ,  

8. A n a l y s i s  o f  Washtenaw County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Act ion  Program 
P o l i c e  Countermeasure  A c t i v i t y ,  UM-HSRI-AL-73-13. 

9 .  Ana lys i s  o f  Washtenaw County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Ac t ion  Program 
J u d i c i a l ,  R e f e r r a l  and D i a g n o s t i c  A c t i v i t y ,  UM-HSRI-AL-73-14. 



1 0 .  A n a l y s i s  o f  Washtenaw County  A l c o h o l  S a f e t y  A c t i o n  Program 
-. 

T r e a t m e n t  C o u n t e r m e a s u r e s ,  UM-HSRI-AL-73-15. 

11. A n a l y s i s  o f  Washtenaw County A l c o h o l  S a f e t y  Act i o n  Program - - --- . - -- - - 
C r a s h  C r i t e r i o n  Measures  , Uhl-HSm-TI-73-16. 

1 2 .  Washtenaw County A l c o h o l  S a f e t y  A c t  i o n  Program E v a l u a t i o n  ----.-- 
Summarv. UM-HSRI-AL-73-17. 

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

o u r  a p p r e c i a t i o n  t o  Mr. J o h n  H e n s e l ,  A s s i s t a n t  P r o s e c u t , o r  o f  

Washtenaw County  who a s s i s t e d  i n  t h e  deve lopment  of t h e  1971  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e  and  t o  t h e  many a t t o r n e y s  who r e t u r n e d  c o m p l e t e d  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e s .  The p a r t i c i p a t i o n  o f  t h e  l e g a l  community was 

e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e  s u c c e s s f u l  c o m p l e t i o n  o f  t h i s  r e s e a r c h ,  and we 

a r e  most  g r a t e f u l  f o r  t h e  c o o p e r a t i o n  r e c e i v e d .  
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1. SUMhIARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

S u r v e y s  of a t t o r n e y s  i n  Wash tenaw County were conducted i n  

1971 anci 1973 a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  c v a l l ~ a t i o n  of t h e  Washtennur A l c o h n l  

S a f e t y  .4c: t ion  Program's  p u b l i c  i n f o ~ r n a t  i on  campaign. T h e  s u i , -  

v e y s  were corlducted by ma i l ed  sel f ' -admiuis t e r e d  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  t o 

approx ima te ly  300 members of t h e  Bar A s s o c i a t i o n  of Washtenaw 

County,  and o b t a i n e d  r e s p o n s e  r a t e s  of  67% and 60% i n  1971 and 

1973 r e s p e c t i v e l y .  Approximately t h r e e - f o u r t h s  of each  sample 

c o n s i s t e d  of  p r i v a t e  o r  c o r p o r a t e  a t t o r n e y s ;  t h e  remainder  

were p r o s e c u t o r s ,  j udges  and members of  The U n i v e r s i t y  of Michigan 

Law School  f a c u l t y .  

The p r o p o r t i o n  of  r e s p o n d e n t s  who had hand led  t e n  o r  more 

drunk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s  d u r i n g  t h e  p r e v i o u s  two y e a r s  i n c r e a s e d  from 

15% of  t h e  1971 sample  t o  25% of  t h e  1973 sample .  The median 

e s t i m a t e  of t h e  number o f  such  c a s e s  hand led  by r e s p o n d e n t s  

o v e r a l l  changed o n l y  s l i g h t l y  from z e r o  i n  1971 t o  two i n  1973.  

The m a j o r i t y  o f  r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  bo th  s u r v e y s  thought  t h a t  more 

t h a n  h a l f  of  f a t a l  c r a s h e s  a r e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  bu t  t h a t  s o c i a l  

d r i n k e r s  r a t h e r  t h a n  problem d r i n k e r s  a r e  p r i m a r i l y  i nvo lved  i n  

s u c h  c r a s h e s .  Only 38% i n  1973 e s t i m a t e d  c o r r e c t l y  t h a t  50-99 

t r a f f i c  f a t a l i t i e s  had o c c u r r e d  i n  Washtenaw County d u r i n g  t h e  

p r e v i o u s  y e a r .  I n  1972,  t h e r e  were 69 t r a f f i c  f a t a l i t i e s  i n  

Washtenaw County.  

Although a  s i g n i f i c a n t *  i n c r e a s e  from 45% i n  1971 t o  75?, i n  

1973 was found i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of r e s p o n d e n t s  who c o r r e c t l y  

thought  t h a t  no more t h a n  two d r i n k s  consumed i n  one  hour  would 

p e r m i t  s a f e  d r i v i n g ,  o n l y  18% i n  1971 and 29% i n  1973 c o r r e c t l y  

e s t i m a t e d  t h a t  f o u r  d r i n k s  i n  one  hour  would be t h e  most a  150- 

pound p e r s o n  c o u l d  consume i n  one  hour  b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  a . 10  
blood a l c o h o l  c o n t r a t i o n  ( B A C ) .  There  were no impor t an t  changes  

i n  t h e  e s t i m a t e s  o f  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  c r a s h  r i s k  r e s u l t i n g  from 

consumption o f  s i x  and n i n e  d r i n k s  i n  one h o u r .  T h e  m a , j o r i t y  01 

r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  bo th  s u r v e y s  unde res t ima ted  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  risk. - *All  tests  of s i g n i f i c a n c e  a r e  o n e - t a i l e d  and assume a  c o n f i d e n c e  

of 955. 



The p r o p o r t i o n  i n  f a v o r  of  r e q u i r i n g  a  b r e a t h  t e s t  when a  

pe r son  is a r r e s t e d  f o r  DUIL i n c r e a s e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from 69% i n  

1971 t o  89% i n  1973. Support  f o r  e x t e n d i n g  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  o f  

imp l i ed  consen t  laws i n  Michigan was a l s o  found.  A m a j o r i t y  i n  

e a c h  sample thought  a  p e r s o n , i n v o l v e d  i n  an a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

c r a s h  s h o u l d  be r e q u i r e d  t o  t a k e  a  b r e a t h  t e s t .  

Three - fou r ths  of  each  sample approved of t h e  u se  of Anta- 

buse (R)  * a s  a  c o n d i t i o n  of  p r o b a t i o n  f o r  c o n v i c t e d  drunk d r i v e r s  

who a r e  d iagnosed  a s  problem d r i n k e r s ,  and m a j o r i t i e s  thought  

Antabuse was o f  a t  l e a s t  some v a l u e  i n  r educ ing  drunk d r i v i n g  

r e c i d i v i s m .  Approximately two- th i rds  of  t h e  1973 r e sponden t s  who 

had handled  drunk d r i v i n g  c a s e s  had a d v i s e d  some of  t h e s e  c l i e n t s  

t o  u se  Antabuse and 40% f e l t  t h a t  t h e  m a j o r i t y  of pe r sons  t h e y  

knew who had used Antabuse had b e n e f i t e d  from t h e  e x p e r i e n c e .  

Almost a l l  r e sponden t s  had hea rd  about  a t  l e a s t  one o f  t h e  

e i g h t  l i s t e d  l o c a l  ASAP coun te rmeasu res ,  and 45% had hea rd  of  

h a l f  o r  more. I n  comparison w i t h  tk g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  su rveyed  i n  

Washtenaw County i n  1973,  a t t o r n e y s  were v e r y  wel l - in formed.  

Respondents i n  bo th  s u r v e y s  g e n e r a l l y  d i s a g r e e d  t h a t  " t o o  

much f u s s  is b e i n g  made about  t h e  dange r s  o f  d r i n k i n g  and d r i v -  

i ng" ,  t h a t  t h e  r o l e  o f  government is " t o  c a t c h  and pun i sh  drunk 

d r i v e r s  and t h a t  a n y t h i n g  f u r t h e r  t h a t  is done f o r  problem 

d r i n k e r s  s h o u l d  be by p r i v a t e  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  such  a s  A lcoho l i c s  

Anomymous" and t h a t  "no m a t t e r  how much e f f o r t  is i n v e s t e d ,  t h e r e  

is n o t  l i k e l y  t o  be much e f f e c t  on t h e  drunk d r i v e r  problem". 

M a j o r i t i e s  agreed  t h a t  t r e a t m e n t  is b e t t e r  t h a n  s e v e r e  pena- 

l t ies  f o r  problem d r i n k e r s  who a r e  c o n v i c t e d  of drunk d r i v i n g  and 

t h a t  v i d e o t a p e s  s h o u l d  be used i n  s o b r i e t y - t e s t i n g  p rocedures  

f o l l o w i n g  a  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t .  But a  s i g n i f i c a n t  d e c r e a s e  of 

s u p p o r t  from 43% t o  33% was found f o r  p l a c i n g  a l l  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

c o n v i c t i o n s  on an i n d i v i d u a l ' s  d r i v e r  r e c o r d .  
I n  b r i e f ,  bo th  s u r v e y s  found a  preponderance of f a v o r a b l e  

a t t i t u d e s  toward t r e a t m e n t - r e l a t e d  and l e g a l  coun te rmeasu res ,  

*Antabuse is t h e  r e g i s t e r e d  brand name of  d i s u l f i r a m  which is 
produced by Ayers t  L a b o r a t o r i e s .  



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

a l c o h o l  b r e a t h  tests i n  DUIL a r r e s t s  and a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  highway 

c r a s h e s .  I n  t h e  a r e a  of  f a c t u a l  knowledge, few improvements were 

found i n  t h e  low l e v e l  o f  u n d e r s t a n d i n g  about  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  

between a l c o h o l  consumpt ion ,  b lood  a l c o h o l  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  and 

c r a s h  r i s k  demons t r a t ed  by r e sponden t s  i n  1971.  In  1973 ,  however,  

a t t o r n e y s  were found t o  be g e n e r a l l y  wel l - in formed about  t h e  

e x i s t e n c e  of  WCASAP a c t i v i t i e s .  

The r o l e  of  t h e  WCASAP campaign i n  c a u s i n g  t h e  i n c r e a s e  

i n  f a v o r a b l e  a t t i t u d e s  about  a l c o h o l  b r e a t h  tests and i n  treat- 

i n g  a  h i g h  l e v e l  o f  awareness  of  o t h e r  WCASAP a c t i v i t i e s  is con- 

founded by t h e  p r o f e s s i o n a l  involvement  of  many a t t o r n e y s  i n  

WCASAP a s  d e f e n s e  c o u n s e l  f o r  p e r s o n s  cha rged  w i t h  drunk  d r i v i n g ,  

o r  a s  p r o s e c u t o r s  o r  j udges  i n  s u c h  c a s e s .  For  example,  i t  was 

u n s u r p r i s i n g  t o  f i n d  t h a t  a t t o r n e y s  who had de fended  t e n  o r  more 

drunk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  year, a s  w e l l  a s  p r o s e c u t o r s  

and judges  were more l i k e l y  t o  have h e a r d  abou t  t h e  WCASAP 

a c t i v i t i e s  t h a n  were t h e i r  less i n v o l v e d  c o l l e a g u e s .  On t h e  o t h e r  

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

t o  be  less l i k e l y  t h a n  t h e i r  less e x p e r i e n c e d  c o l l e a g u e s  t o  approve  

o f  r e q u i r i n g  a l c o h o l  b r e a t h  tests i n  DUIL a r r e s t s  o r  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  

c r a s h e s ,  a l t h o u g h  comparable  i n c r e a s e s  were found a c r o s s  a l l  subgroups .  
The WCASAP i n f o r m a t i o n  and e d u c a t i o n  campaign d i d  no t  deve- 

l o p  s p e c i a l  m a t e r i a l s  o r  c a r r y  o u t  a c t i v i t i e s  f o r  a t t o r n e y s  a s  

a  t a r g e t  g roup .  Moreover,  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  mass media cam- 

p a g i n  was no t  f u l l y  o p e r a t i o n a l  u n t i l  t h e  f i n a l  1 2  months o f  

WCASAP. A t t o r n e y s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  were exposed t o  few campaign 

messages  and o n l y  a s  members o f  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c .  

R e g a r d l e s s  of  t h e  i n t e n s i t y  of  t h e  campaign, i t  is d i f f i c u l t  

t o  c o n s i d e r  t h e  e f f ec t  of  campaign m a t e r i a l s  deve loped  f o r  t h e  

g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  e q u a l  t o  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  d i r e c t  e x p e r i e n c e  i n  t h e  

program i n  chang ing  a t t i t u d e s .  T h e r e f o r e ,  i t  is  s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  

a t t o r n e y s  who f r e q u e n t l y  de fended ,  p r o s e c u t e d ,  o r  judged d runk  

d r i v i n g  c a s e s  were p r i m a r i l y  a f f e c t e d  by t h a t  e x p e r i e n c e  and 
s e c o n d a r i l y  a f f e c t e d  by news r e p o r t s  abou t  WCASAP. Given t h e  



r e l a t i v e  s t r e n g t h  of  r e s i s t a n c e  t o  t h e  u se  o f  b r e a t h  tests 

demons t r a t ed  i n  1971 by e x p e r i e n c e d  d e f e n s e  a t t o r n e y s ,  i t  was 

undoubted ly  f o r t u n a t e  t h a t  d i r e c t  e x p e r i e n c e  was added t o  t h e i r  

exposu re  t o  campaign m a t e r i a l s .  A t t o r n e y s  less i n v o l v e d  o r  

un involved  i n  drunk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s ,  however, p robab ly  r e l i e d  more 

h e a v i l y  on t h e  l o c a l  media a s  s o u r c e s  o f  i n f o r m a t i o n  about  WCASAP. 

A g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  campa ign )  cannot  be e x p e c t e d  t o  e f f e c t  sub -  

s t a n t i a l  changes i n  a t t i t u d e s  when p r o f e s s i o n a l  i n t e r e s t s  a r e  

s t r o n g l y  r e s i s t a n t  t o  change.  However, t h e  l i m i t e d  number o f  

changes i n  a t t i t u d e  which were found even  among a t t o r n e y s  whose 

p r a c t i c e  does  no t  i n v o l v e  h a n d l i n g  drunk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s  c a s t s  

f u r t h e r  doubt  on t h e  v a l u e  o f  a  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  campaign f o r  

modi fy ing  a t t i t u d e s .  I n  any c a s e ,  f a c t u a l  knowledge was o n l y  

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

t h e i r  e x p e r i e n c e  w i t h  WCASAP. 

I n  c o n c l u s i o n ,  e v i d e n c e  s u g g e s t i n g  a  p o s i t i v e  campaign e f f e c t  

on  knowledge and a t t i t u d e s  of  a t t o r n e y s  was l i m i t e d  t o  i n c r e a s e s  

found  i n  f a v o r a b l e  a t t i t u d e s  toward t h e  use  of a l c o h o l  b r e a t h  

tes ts ,  knowledge of  t h e  s a f e  d r i n k i n g - b e f o r e - d r i v i n g  l i m i t ,  and 

awareness  o f  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  o f  l o c a l  ASAP a c t i v i t i e s .  A t t o r n e y s '  

d i r e c t  exposu re  t o  WCASAP a s  d e f e n s e  c o u n s e l ,  p r o s e c u t o r s  o r  

j u d g e s  was c o n s i d e r e d  a  p o t e n t i a l l y  more e f f e c t i v e  a g e n t  i n  

p roduc ing  t h o s e  changes  t h a n  t h e  WCASAP campaign. 



2. PURPOSE AND METHODOLOGY 

I n  1971 and 1973, members of t h e  Bar A s s o c i a t i o n  of  Washtenaw 

County were surveyed  f o r  e v a l u a t i o n  of t h e  Washtenaw Alcohol 

S a f e t y  Act ion  Program p u b l i c  i n f o r m a t i o n  and e d u c a t i o n  campaign. 

The  f i r s t  s u r v e y  o b t a i n e d  b a s e l i n e  d a t a  a t  t h e  beg inn ing  of  t h e  

campaign ' s  o p e r a t i o n a l  phase  and t h e  second  s u r v e y  o b t a i n e d  

compara t ive  d a t a  a t  t h e  end o f  t h e  campaign f o r  e v a l u a t i o n  of 

campaign e f f e c t i v e n e s s .  

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

about  t h e  r o l e  o f  a l c o h o l  i n  highway c r a s h e s  and t o  promote sup-  

p o r t  from t h e  l e g a l  community f o r  t h e  ASAP countermeasures  t o  

drunk  d r i v i n g  i n  Washtenaw County. Although t h e r e  were no campaign 

a c t i v i t i e s  under taken  w i t h  a t t o r n e y s  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  i t  was expec ted  

t h a t  messages d i r e c t e d  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  t h rough  l o c a l  news- 

p a p e r s  and r a d i o ,  p u b l i c  d i s p l a y  b o a r d s ,  and s p e a k e r s  a t  s e r v i c e  

c l u b  meet ings  would f i n d  a t t o r n e y s  an a t t e n t i v e  e lement  o f  t h e  

a u d i e n c e .  The d i rect  involvement  o f  some a t t o r n e y s  i n  ASAP a s  

p r o s e c u t o r s ,  judges  and d e f e n s e  a t t o r n e y s  was a l s o  expec ted  t o  

have a n  impact on t h e  l e g a l  community a s  a  whole t h rough  in fo rma l  

c o n t a c t s  among i ts members. 

The s u r v e y s  were conducted  by a  m a i l e d  s e l f - a d m i n i s t e r e d  

q u e s t i o n n a i r e .  Both s u r v e y s  i n c l u d e d  fol low-up m a i l i n g s  t o  

i n d i v i d u a l s  who had n o t  responded t o  i n i t i a l  c o n t a c t s .  I n  1973,  

a  p re -addres sed  p o s t c a r d  was i n c l u d e d  w i t h  each  m a i l i n g  and 

i n s t r u c t i o n s  were g i v e n  t o  s i g n  and r e t u r n  t h e  p o s t c a r d  under 

s e p a r a t e  cover  when t h e  completed q u e s t i o n n a i r e  was r e t u r n e d .  

Respondents were i d e n t i f i e d  by t h e  r e t u r n e d  p o s t c a r d ,  fol low-up 

m a i l i n g s  were made t o  pe r sons  who had n o t  r e t u r n e d  a p o s t c a r d ,  and 

t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  remained anonymous. 

I n  1971, 200 completed q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  were r e c e i v e d  from 298 

p o t e n t i a l  r e s p o n d e n t s ,  a  r e s p o n s e  r a t e  o f  67%. I n  1973, 198 of 

t h e  p o t e n t i a l  r e s p o n d e n t s  r e t u r n e d  completed q u e s t i o n n a i r e s ,  a  
r e sponse  r a t e  o f  60%. I n  1973,  72% o f  t h e  r e sponden t s  r e p o r t e d  



themselves  a s  p r i v a t e  o r  c o r p o r a t e  a t t o r n e y s ,  8% a s  p r o s e c u t o r s ,  

4% a s  j u d g e s ,  9% a s  members o f  t h e  f a c u l t y  of The U n i v e r s i t y  of 

Michigan Law School  and 3% a s  p u b l i c  d e f e n d e r s .  The 1971 sample 

was d i s t r i b u t e d  i n  app rox ima te ly  t h e  same p r o p o r t i o n s .  The sam- 

p l e s  were a l s o  s i m i l a r  i n  r e g a r d  t o  t h e  r e l a t i v e  amounts o f  t ime  

r e s p o n d e n t s  were engaged i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  c r i m i n a l  law.  Median 

e s t i m a t e s  f o r  bo th  samples  were t h a t  5% of  a  t o t a l  p r a c t i c e  

i nvo lved  c r i m i n a l  c a s e s .  

For t h e  purpose  of a n a l y s i s ,  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  both s u r v e y s  

were c a t e g o r i z e d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  number o f  d runk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s  

t h e y  r e p o r t e d  hav ing  hand led  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  two y e a r s :  a t t o r -  

neys who had handled  t e n  o r  more drunk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s  i n  t h e  p re -  

v i o u s  two y e a r s  were d e s i g n a t e d  a s  f r e q u e n t  d e f e n d e r s ,  t h o s e  who 

had hand led  one t o  n i n e  s u c h  c a s e s  were d e s i g n a t e d  a s  i n f r e q u e n t  

d e f e n d e r s ,  and t h o s e  who r e p o r t e d  hav ing  had no s u c h  c a s e s  became 

nonde fende r s .  P r o s e c u t o r s  and judges  were t r e a t e d  a s  a s e p a r a t e  

c a t e g o r y  w i t h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  number o f  c a s e s  t h e y  r e p o r t e d  

h a v i n g  handled  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  two y e a r s .  

I n  1971,  15% o f  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  had handled  t e n  o r  more 

d runk  d r i v i n g  c a s e s ,  25% had hand led  one t o  n i n e  s u c h  c a s e s ,  and 

50% had hand led  none. I n  1973, however,  25% were f r e q u e n t  de fen -  

d e r s ,  21% were i n f r e q u e n t  d e f e n d e r s  and 42% were nonde fende r s .  

No d a t a  were a v a i l a b l e  on t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  nonresponden t s ;  but  

i t  is s u s p e c t e d  t h a t  s u c h  p e r s o n s  were more l i k e l y  t o  be i n f r e -  

quen t  and nonde fende r s ,  which would accoun t  f o r  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n a l  

i n c r e a s e  i n  f r e q u e n t  d e f e n d e r s  among r e s p o n d e n t s .  



3 .  ANALYSIS OF RESULTS 

3 . 1  KNOWLEDGE OF THE ROLE OF ALCOHOL I N  ACCIDENTS 

L i t t l e  c h a n g e  was f o u n d  i n  t h e  e s t i m a t e s  made by r e s p o n d e n t s  

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

The m a j o r i t y  g a v e  e s t i m a t e s  o f  f rom 50% t o  6 5 % .  Fewer t h a n  

h a l f  i n  b o t h  s u r v e y s  t h o u g h t  t h a t  p rob lem d r i n k e r s  r a t h e r  t h a n  

s o c i a l  d r i n k e r s  were p r i m a r i l y  r e s p o n s i b l e  f c r  t h e s e  c r a s h e s .  

I n  1 9 7 3 ,  a t t o r n e y s  were a s k e d  t o  e s t i m a t e  t h e  number o f  t r a f f i c  

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

y e a r ,  b u t  o n l y  38% e s t i m a t e d  i n  t h e  c o r r e c t  r a n g e  o f  50-99.  I n  

1 9 7 2 ,  6 9  t r a f f i c  f a t a l i t i e s  o c c u r r e d  i n  Washtenaw C o u n t y .  

T h e r e  was a  s i g n i f i c a n t  downward s h i f t  i n  t h e  number o f  

d r i n k s  r e s p o n d e n t s  t h o u g h t  a 150-pound p e r s o n  c o u l d  consume i n  o n e  

h o u r  a n d  n o t  i n c r e a s e  h i s  c h a n c e  o f  h a v i n g  a n  a c c i d e n t .  I n  1 9 7 3 ,  

o n l y  24% g a v e  a n s w e r s  i n  excess o f  two d r i n k s ,  compared w i t h  53% 

i n  1 9 7 1 ,  and  o n l y  two r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  1973 t h o u g h t  t h a t  more t h a n  

f o u r  d r i n k s  would be  a  s a f e  l i m i t ,  compared w i t h  10% i n  1 9 7 1 .  

I n  1 9 7 2 ,  t h e  p r e s u m p t i v e  minimum BAC's f o r  DUIL and  f o r  

i m p a i r e d  d r i v i n g  i n  Mich igan  were r e d u c e d  f rom . 1 5  t o  - 1 0  a n d  from 

- 1 0  t o  - 0 8  r e s p e c t i v e l y .  R e s p o n d e n t s  i n  b o t h  s u r v e y s  were a s k e d  

t o  e s t i m a t e  t h e  maximum number o f  d r i n k s  a  150-pound p e r s o n  c o u l d  

consume i n  o n e  h o u r  b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  t h e  i m p a i r e d  d r i v i n g  minimum 

BAC, a n d  i n  1973  r e s p o n d e n t s  were a l s o  a s k e d  t h e  q u e s t i o n  w i t h  

r e s p e c t  t o  t h e  DUIL minimum. T a k i n g  i n t o  a c c o u n t  t h a t  t h e  answer  

o f  f o u r  d r i n k s  was c o r r e c t  f o r  t h e  1971  i m p a i r e d  d r i v i n g  minimum 

a s  well a s  f o r  t h e  1973  DUIL minimum ( b a s e d  on c a l c u l a t i o n s  f o r  a  

. 0 9  BAC b e c a u s e  t h e  q u e s t i o n s  a s k e d  f o r  maximum numbers o f  d r i n k s  

b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  t h e  BAC minimums),  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  i n c r e a s e  f rom 

18% t o  29% was f o u n d  i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  who t h o u g h t  f o u r  d r i n k s  

was t h e  l i m i t  b e f o r e  r e a c h i n g  a - 1 0  BAC. R e s p o n d e n t s  were more 

l i k e l y  t o  e s t i m a t e  f i v e  or  more  d r i n k s  a s  t h e  l i m i t  i n  1973  t h a n  

i n  1 9 7 1  (26% v s .  20%) which  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e y  may have been t h i n k -  

i n g  o f  t h e  f o r m e r  D U I L  minimum o f  . 1 5  r a t h e r  t h a n  . l o .  



A r a t i o  was c a l c u l a t e d  f o r  each  respondent  based on h i s  

e s t i m a t e  o f  t h e  number of d r i n k s  f o r  s a f e  d r i v i n g  and h i s  e s t i m a t e  

o f  t h e  number of d r i n k s  t o  s t a y  below .10 BAC. Ana lys i s  of  t h e  

r a t i o s  a c r o s s  each  sample showed a s i g n i f i c a n t  downward s h i f t  from 

1971 t o  1973 toward r a t i o s  l e s s  t h a n  u n i t y .  In  1973, 85% of t h e  

r a t i o s  were l e s s  t han  u n i t y ,  compared w i t h  49% i n  1971. T h i s  

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

d r i n k s  f o r  s a f e  d r i v i n g  a s  l e s s  t h a n  t h e  l i m i t  f o r  l e g a l  d r i v i n g  

h a s  found a wider  aud ience  s i n c e  t h e  beg inn ing  of  t h e  l o c a l  ASAP. 

3 . 2  IMPLIED CONSENT LAWS AND BREATH TESTS 

With r e g a r d  t o  a t t i t u d e s  toward t h e  p r e s e n t  a p p l i c a t i o n  of  

imp l i ed  consen t  laws i n  Michigan,  89% o f  t h e  r e sponden t s  i n  1973 

were i n  f a v o r  o f  r e q u i r i n g  a b r e a t h  test o f  a pe r son  a r r e s t e d  f o r  

DUIL, compared w i t h  69% i n  1971. T h i s  r e p r e s e n t s  a s i g n i f i c a n t  

i n c r e a s e  i n  s u p p o r t  f o r  t h e  imp l i ed  consen t  laws a s  t h e y  a r e  cu r -  

r e n t l y  used i n  Michigan. 

Respondents were asked  whether  t h e y  approved of e x t e n d i n g  

imp l i ed  consen t  laws i n  Michigan t o  i n c l u d e  r e q u i r i n g  a b r e a t h  

t es t  o f  pe r sons  who a r e  s t o p p e d  i n  random road  checks by p o l i c e ,  

r e q u i r i n g  a t es t  o f  pe r sons  s u s p e c t e d  o f  d r i n k i n g  who a r e  i nvo lved  

i n  highway c r a s h e s ,  and r e q u i h g  a test  o f  an a p p a r e n t l y  drunk 

pe r son  who is s e e n  g e t t i n g  i n t o  a d r i v e r ' s  s e a t .  Both samples  

were g e n e r a l l y  n e g a t i v e  toward r e q u i r i n g  tests i n  random road  

checks (84% i n  1971 and 85% i n  1973 opposed t h e  measure) .  But 

bo th  samples  g e n e r a l l y  s u p p o r t e d  t h e  i d e a  of  t e s t i n g  pe r sons  

invo lved  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  highway c r a s h e s  (67% i n  1971, and 79% 

i n  1973 were i n  f a v o r  o f  t h e  measu re ) .  A s i g n i f i c a n t  i n c r e a s e  was 

found i n  s u p p o r t  f o r  t e s t i n g  an a p p a r e n t l y  drunk pe r son  s e e n  get tin^ 

i n t o  a d r i v e r ' s  s e a t  (31% i n  1971 and 48% i n  1973 were i n  f a v o r ) .  

3 . 3  INCIDENCE OF ALCOHOLISM AND ATTITUDES TOWARD TREATMENT 

There was l i t t l e  change i n  t h e  e s t i m a t e  of  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of 

problem d r i n k e r s  i n  t h e  a d u l t  Washtenaw County p o p u l a t i o n .  The 

m a j o r i t y  of  r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  both s u r v e y s  made e s t i m a t e s  i n  t h e  

r ange  of  one t o  t e n  p e r c e n t .  

When asked  f o r  t h e i r  o p i n i o n  o f  t h e  p r o p r i e t y  of  i n c l u d i n g  

t h e  use  of  Antabuse a s  a c o n d i t i o n  o f  p r o b a t i o n  f o r  c o n v i c t e d  



d r u n k  d r i v e r s  who were d i a g n o s e d  a s  problem d r i n k e r s  by ASAP 

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

g e n e r a l  a p p r o v a l  o f  t h e  m e a s u r e .  F u r t h e r  a n a l y s i s ,  however ,  

showed t h a t  t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  a p p r o v a l ,  measured o n  a  f o u r - p o i n t  

s c a l e  from " s t r o n g l y  approve1 '  t o  " s t r o n g l y  d i s a p p r o v e " ,  had 

d e c l i n e d .  O v e r a l l ,  41% i n  1971  and  33% i n  1973 had s t r o n g l y  

approved  o f  u s i n g  A n t a b u s e .  The s h i f t  was most  a p p a r e n t  among 

f r e q u e n t  d e f e n d e r s ,  52% o f  whom had  s t r o n g l y  approved  i n  1971  

compared w i t h  o n l y  23% o f  t h a t  o p i n i o n  i n  1973 .  N e v e r t h e l e s s ,  

g e n e r a l  a p p r o v a l  r emained  h i g h .  

A t h r e e - p o i n t  s c a l e  was u s e d  t o  measure  o p i n i o n  r e g a r d i n g  t h e  

v a l u e  o f  Antabuse  i n  r e d u c i n g  d r u n k  d r i v i n g  r e c i d i v i s m .  Twenty 

p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  b o t h  s u r v e y s  t h o u g h t  Antabuse  was 

v e r y  v a l u a b l e ,  37% i n  1971  and 51% i n  1973  t h o u g h t  i t  was o f  some 

v a l u e ,  and 20% i n  e a c h  s u r v e y  t h o u g h t  i t  was n o t  a t  a l l  v a l u a b l e .  

Ten p e r c e n t  more r e s p o n d e n t s  i n  1973 a c t u a l l y  g a v e  a n  o p i n i o n  t h a n  

i n  1971 .  

I n  1971 ,  87% o f  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s , w h o  had h a n d l e d  d r u n k  d r i v -  

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

Antabuse  i f  t h e  c l i e n t  h a d  a  s e r i o u s  d r i n k i n g p r o b l e m .  I n  1973 ,  

68% o f  t h e  r e s p o n d e n t s  who h a d  d r u n k  d r i v i n g  c l i e n t s  a c t u a l l y  had 

a d v i s e d  o n e  o r  more o f  t h o s e  c l i e n t s  t o  use Antabuse  and  51% had 

so  a d v i s e d  a l l  or a l m o s t  a l l  o f  t h o s e  c l i e n t s .  F o r t y  p e r c e n t  

f e l t  t h a t  h a l f  or more o f  t h e  p e r s o n s  t h e y  knew who had p a r t i c i -  

p a t e d  i n  t h e  Antabuse  program had b e n e f i t e d  f rom t h e  e x p e r i e n c e .  

3 . 4  AWARENESS OF ASAP ACTIVITIES 

The t a b l e  below shows t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  r e s p o n d e n t s  who had  

h e a r d  a b o u t  e a c h  o f  e i g h t  l i s t e d  ASAP a c t i v i t i e s  b e i n g  u s e d  i n  

Washtenaw County .  

I n  c o m p a r i s o n  w i t h  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b l i c  s u r v e y e d  i n  Washtenaw 

County i n  1 9 7 3 ,  a t t o r n e y s  were v e r y  w e l l - i n f o r m e d  a b o u t  ASAP 

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

a b o u t  any  o n e  o f  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s ,  compared w i t h  h a l f  o r  more o f  

t h e  a t t o r n e y s  who had h e a r d  a b o u t  A n t a b u s e ,  s p e c i a l  c l a s s e s ,  ASAP 

p r o b a t i o n  o f f i c e r s ,  t h e  p u b l i c  i n f o r m a t i o n  campaign o r  i n c r e a s e d  



ASAP A c t i v i t i e s  - - % 
S p e c i a l  ASAP p o l i c e  p a t r o l s  3 8  

Roadside b r e a t h t e s t i n g  s u r v e y s  40 

Use of  Antabuse by c o n v i c t e d  drunk  d r i v e r s  83 

P u b l i c  i n fo rma t  i o n  campaign 52 

I n c r e a s e d  DUIL a r r e s t s  5 1  

S p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  e d u c a t i o n  c l a s s e s  79 

ASAP p r o b a t  i o n  o f f i c e r s  52 

Counse l ing  i n  c o u p l e ' s  c l u b s  40  

D U I L  a r r e s t s .  An a n a l y s i s  of  c u m u l a t i v e  p o s i t i v e  r e s p o n s e s  

showed t h a t  45% o f  t h e  a t t o r n e y s  had hea rd  o f  f o u r  o r  more of t h e  

e i g h t  l i s t e d  coun te rmeasu res ,  compared w i t h  o n l y  20% of  t h e  

g e n e r a l  p u b l i c .  

3 . 5  ATTITUDES TOWARD THE DRUNK D R I V I N G  PROBLEM 

Opinions about  s e v e r a l  s t a t e m e n t s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  drunk  d r i v -  

i n g  coun te rmeasu res  were measured on a  f o u r - p o i n t  s c a l e  from 

"ag ree  s t r o n g l y "  t o  " d i s a g r e e  s t r o n g l y ' '  . Almost a l l  r e s p o n d e n t s  

i n  bo th  s u r v e y s  (95% i n  1971 ,  96% i n  1973) d i s a g r e e d  a t  l e a s t  

somewhat w i t h  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  " t o o  much f u s s  is be ing  made 

about  t h e  dange r s  o f  d r i n k i n g  and d r i v i n g " ,  a n d  s i m i l a r l y  h igh  

p r o p o r t i o n s  (87% i n  1971 and 91% i n  1973)  a t  l e a s t  t ended  t o  d i s -  

a g r e e  w i t h  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  t h a t  " t h e  government ' s  r o l e  is t o  c a t c h  

and pun i sh  drunk  d r i v e r s  and a n y t h i n g  more t h a t  is done f o r  p ro-  

blem d r i n k e r s  s h o u l d  be by p r i v a t e  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  such  a s  A l c o h o l i c s  

Anonymous". Most r e s p o n d e n t s  (83% i n  1971 and 89% i n  1973) a l s o  

d i s a g r e e d  t h a t  "no m a t t e r  how much e f f o r t  is i n v e s t e d  t h e r e  is not  

l i k e l y  t o  be much e f f e c t  on t h e  drunk d r i v e r  problem". 

An i n c r e a s e  of  10% (78% i n  1971 and 88% i n  1973) was found 

i n  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o f  r e s p o n d e n t s  who a g r e e d  t h a t  " conv ic t ed  drunk 

d r i v e r s  who a r e  d i agnosed  a s  problem d r i n k e r s  s h o u l d  be p l a c e d  on 

p r o b a t i o n  and i n t o  t r e a t m e n t  programs r a t h e r  t h a n  g i v e n  s e v e r e  

p e n a l t i e s " .  A d e c r e a s e  o f  10% (43% i n  1971 and 33% i n  1973) was 

found o f  r e s p o n d e n t s  who a g r e e d  t h a t  " a l l  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  o f f e n s e  

s h o u l d  be r e c o r d e d  on  a  p e r s o n ' s  d r i v e r  r e c o r d  whether  o r  n o t  t h e  



o f f e n s e s  were r e l a t e d  t o  d r i v i n g " .  L i t t l e  change was found i n  

t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  which a g r e e d  t h a t  "v ideo tapes  o f  a r r e s t e d  drunk 

d r i v e r s  shou ld  be used a s  p a r t  of s o b r i e t y - t e s t i n g  p rocedures"  

(69% i n  1971 and 73% i n  1 9 7 3 ) .  



CODEBOOK WITH MARGINALS FOR 1971 AND 1973 
ASAP SURVEYS: WASHTENAW COUNTY ATTORNEYS 



INTRODUCTION 

The f o l l o w i n g  codebook r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  f i n d i n g s  o f  two s u r v e y s  of  Washtenaw 

County a t t o r n e y s  conducted  i n  1971 and 1973 a s  p a r t  o f  t h e  e v a l u a t i o n  p rocedures  

f o r  t h e  Washtenaw County Alcohol  S a f e t y  Ac t ion  Program. 

In 1971,  t h e  t o t a l  sample  (TS) s i z e  was 200 and i n  1973 i t  was 198.  Each 

sample was d i v i d e d  i n t o  subgroups  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  number o f  d runk  d r i v i n g  

c a s e s  handled  by a r e sponden t  i n  t h e  p r e v i o u s  12 months.  A t t o r n e y s  who had 

hand led  t e n  o r  more drunk d r i v i n g  c a s e s  were d e s i g n a t e d  a s  f r e q u e n t  d e f e n d e r s  

(FD). Those who had handled  one t o  n i n e  s u c h  c a s e s  became i n f r e q u e n t  d e f e n -  

d e r s  ( ID) ,  and t h o s e  who had handled  no s u c h  c a s e s  were c a l l e d  nonde fende r s  

(ND). P r o s e c u t o r s  and - judges  ( P J )  were t r e a t e d  a s - a  s e p a r a t e  subgroup  w i t h o u t  

r e f e r e n c e  t o  t h e  number of  drunk d r i v i n g  c a s e s  handled .  I n  1971,  FD=29, ID-49, 

ND=101, and PJ=21. In  1973,  FD-50, ID=42, ND=83 and PJ=23.  Fo r  v a r i a b l e s  

r e l a t i n g  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t o  t h e  h a n d l i n g  o f  drunk d r i v i n g  c a s e s ,  TS d e c r e a s e s  

t o  94 i n  1971 and 109 i n  1973 because  o f  t h e  e x c l u s i o n  of  a t t o r n e y s  who had  

no t  handled  such  c a s e s .  

The m a r g i n a l s  f o r  c a t e g o r i c a l  v a r i a b l e s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  a s  p e r c e n t a g e s .  

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

v a r i a b l e ,  t h e  number o f  ment ions  was d i v i d e d  by t h e  number r e s p o n d e n t s ,  r e s u l t -  

i n g  i n  column p e r c e n t a g e s  add ing  t o  more t h a n  100.  The m a r g i n a l s  f o r  numeric 

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

f i f t i e t h ,  s e v e n t i e t h  and n i n t i e t h  p e r c e n t i l e s .  An a s t e r i s k  (*) is used  t o  

i n d i c a t e  a n  a c t u a l  f r equency .  

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

o b t a i n e d  from t h e  1973 su rvey  a r e  f r e e - s t a n d i n g .  



INDEX TO VARIABLES 

VARIABLE 
NUMBER 

1 
2 

VARIABLE DESCRIPTION - PAGE 

Data S e t  Number (14) 1 
Respondent ID Number 1 

LEGAL BACKGROUND AND EXPERIENCE WITH DRUNK DRIVING CASES 

DD Cases Experience 1 
Years i n  Legal Work 12  
Type of P r a c t i c e  1 2  
Criminal  Law % 1 3  
Criminal  Law %-8 13 
DUXL-Imp Cases-2 Y r .  13 
DUIL-Imp Cases-2 Yr-8 13 
PD Cases 14 
PD Cases-8 1 4  
PD Cases $ 14  
PD Cases %-7 14 

ALCOHOL AND ACCIDENTS 

County F a t a l i t i e s  1 
County F a t a l  i t i e s - 8  1 
Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  '% 1 
Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  %-8 1 
PD F a t a l i t i e s  % 2 
PD F a t a l i t i e s  70-8 2 
No. of Sa fe  Drinks 3 
No. of Impaired Drinks 3 
No. of DUIL Drinks 4 
Accident 6 Drinks 4 
Accident 6 Drinks-9 4 
Accident 9 Drinks 5 
Accident 9 Drinks-9 5 
Safe-  Impa i r e d  R a t i o  5 
Safe-DUIL R a t i o  5 
Impaired-DUIL R a t i o  6 

ATTITUDES TOWARD IMPLIED CONSENT LAWS AND BREATH TESTS 

Should Tes t  Random 6 
Should T e s t  Drunk 6 
Should T e s t  DUIL A r r e s t e e  6 
Should Tes t  Crash 6 
Breath  Test  Shd-4 7 
Roadside T e s t i n g  8 
Bars Provide  T e s t s  1 0  
Refusa l  E f f e c t  1 2  

ATTITUDES TOWARD STRICT ENFORCEMENT AND PUNISHMENT OF DRUNK DRIVERS 

P o l i c e  P a t r o l  P a r t y  10  
Record A l l  Alcohol 11 
S t r o n g e r  Punishment 11 
Counsel Not Punish 11 
Dete r rence  CM Score  12  



INCIDENCE OF ALCOHOLISM AND ATTITUDES TOWARD TREATMENT 

Alcohol ic  Percentage 2 
Alcohol ic  %-8 3 
Appropr ia teness  of Antabuse 7 
Value of Antabuse 8 
Antabuse CM 8 
No. Advise Antabuse 15  
% Advise Antabuse 15 
% Advise Antabuse-7 15  
$ Benef i t  Antabuse 1 5  
$ Benef i t  Antabuse-7 16 

WASAP COLWTERIIEASURES 

Local Campaign 8 
More DUILs 8 
S p e c i a l  C lasses  8 
Probat ion O f f i c e r s  9 
Couples Clubs 9 
T o t a l  CM's Known 9 

GENERAL ATTITUDES TOWARD THE DRUNK DRIVER PROBLEM AND TRAFFIC SAFETY 

Law Requiring Be l t  9 
Too Much Fuss 9 
Most DAD Not Caught 1 0  
Videotape Opinion 1 0  
Host Should Limit . 1 0  
Bars L iab le  Damage 11 
Gov't Not Help 11 
Not bluch E f f e c t  12 
Improve Legal Sys tern 16 



Variable  # 

V 1  R 1  Data Se t  Number 

V2 R2 Respondent I D  Number 

TS Freqs.  
5 0 

(29) 
4 2 

(49) 
83 

(101) 
23 

(21) 
To ta l  

(200) 

V3 R41 & R43 DD Cases Experienced (combination of R41 & R43) 

1. Attorneys who defended t en  o r  more drunk d r iv ing  cases  i n  t he  
pa s t  2 years  

2. Attorneys who defended 1-9 drunk d r i v i n g  ca se s  i n  t he  pa s t  2 
years  

3. Attorneys who defended no drunk d r i v i n g  cases  i n  the  pas t  2 
years  

4. Prosecutors  and judges 

V4 R3 County F a t a l i t i e s  (Ql. About how many persons would you guess 
were k i l l e d  i n  t r a f f i c  acc idents  i n  Washtenaw County i n  1972?) 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 
MD=998,999 

997. Over 997 
998. DK 
999. NA 

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

0. None 
1. 1-9 f a t a l i t i e s  
2 .  10-49 f a t a l i t i e s  
3. 50-69 f a t a l i t i e s  
4 .  70-99 f a t a l i t i e s  
5. 100-199 f a t a l i t i e s  
6 .  200-995 f a t a l i t i e s  
7. Over 996 f a t a l i t i e s  (2000) 
8. DK 

9.  NA 

V6 R4 Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  % (42. Out of every 100 t r a f f i c  acc idents  
3n  which someone is k i l l e d ,  how many .would you e s t ima te  involve 
a d r i v e r  who has been drinking?)  MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V7 R4A Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  $-8 ( R 4  co l l apsed )  

0.  None 

1. 1-1946 

2. 20-345 

3 .  35-49% 

4 .  50% 

5 .  51-658 

6.  66-80% 



Variable  # 

V 1  R 1  Data Se t  Number 

TS Freqs. TSX 
50 3 5  

(29) (15) 
42 21 

(49 (25) 
83 42 

(101) (50) 
23 12 

(21) (11) 
To ta l  198 - 100 

(200) (101) 

V2 R2 Respondent ID Number 

V3 R41 & R43 DD Cases Experienced (combination of R41 & R43) 

1. Attorneys who defended t en  o r  more drunk d r i v i n g  cases  i n  the  
p a s t  2 years  

2. Attorneys who defended 1-9 drunk d r i v i n g  ca se s  i n  t he  pa s t  2 
years  

3. Attorneys who defended no drunk d r i v i n g  ca se s  i n  t he  pas t  2 
years  

4.  Prosecutors  and judges 

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

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 
MDP998,999 

997. Over 997 
998. DK 
999. NA 

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

0. None 
1. 1-9 f a t a l i t i e s  
2. 10-49 f a t a l i t i e s  
3 .  50-69 f a t a l i t i e s  
4. 70-99 f a t a l i t i e s  
5 ,  100-199 f a t a l i t i e s  
6 .  200-995 f a t a l i t i e s  
7. Over 996 f a t a l i t i e s  (2000) 
8. DK 

V6 R4 Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  $ (42. Out of every 100 t r a f f i c  a cc iden t s  
'in which someone is k i i l e d ,  how many .would you e s t ima te  involve 
a d r i v e r  who has been drinking?)  MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

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

0.  None 

1. 1-1s 

2 .  20-34s 

3 .  35-4996 

4.  50% 

5.  51-658 

6 .  66-80% 



Variable  # 

V 1  R 1  Data Se t  Number 

V2 R2 Respondent ID Number 

TS Freqs.  TS% 
50 '23 

(21) (11) 
To ta l  198 - 100 

V3 R41 & R43 DD Cases Experienced (combination of R41 & R43) 

1. Attorneys who defended t en  o r  more drunk d r i v i n g  cases  i n  the 
p a s t  2 years  

2. Attorneys who defended 1-9 drunk d r i v i n g  ca se s  i n  t he  pas t  2 
years  

3 .  Attorneys who defended no drunk d r i v i n g  ca se s  i n  the  pa s t  2 
years  

4.  Prosecutors  and judges 

V4 R3 County F a t a l i t i e s  (Ql. About how many persons would you guess 
were k i l l e d  i n  t r a f f i c  acc idents  i n  Washtenaw County i n  1972?) 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED MD=998,999 

997. Over 997 
998. DK 
999. NA 

V5 R3A County F a t a l i t i e s - 8  (R3 col lapsed)  YD=9 

None 
1-9 f a t a l i t i e s  
10-49 f a t a l i t i e s  
50-69 f a t a l i t i e s  
70-99 f a t a l i t i e s  
100-199 f a t a l i t i e s  
200-995 f a t a l i t i e s  
Over 996 f a t a l i t i e s  (2000) . 
DK 

N A 

V6 R4 Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  % (Q2. Out of  every 100 t r a f f i c  acc idents  
'in which someone is k i l l e d ,  how many .would you es t ima te  involve 
a d r i v e r  who has been drinking?)  MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V7 R4A Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  96-8 (R4 co l lapsed)  

0. None 

1. 1-19% 

2.  20-34s 

3. 35-49s 

4 .  50% 

5 .  51-658 

6.  66-80% 
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V7 R4A Alcohol F a t a l i t i e s  '3-8 ( c o n t ' d )  

7 .  81-100% 

8. DK 

V8 R5 Problem Dr inker  F a t a l i t i e s - %  (Q3. Of t h e s e  d r i n k i n g  r e l a t e d  
f a t a l  t r a f f i c  a c c i d e n t s ,  i n  what p e r c e n t  would you e s t i m a t e  t h a t  
t h e  d r i n k i n g  d r i v e r  is a  pe rson  who has  a  s e r i o u s  d r i n k i n g  pro- 
blem t h a t  a f f e c t s  h i s  h e a l t h ,  j o b  o r  f a m i l y  o r  s o c i a l  l i f e ? )  

ACTUAL NbBBER CODED MD=98,99 

98.  DK 
99. NA 

V9 R5A Problem Drinker  F a t a l i t i e s  76-8 (R5 c o l l a p s e d )  MD=9 

0. None 

1. 1-19% 

2. 20-348 

3. 35-492 

V10 R6 Alcoho l ic  Percen tage  (Q4. What p e r c e n t  of  t h e  a d u l t s  of 
Washtenaw County would you guess  a r e  a l c o h o l i c s  o r  have s e r i o u s  
d r i n k i n g  problems?) MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 
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V11 R6A A l c o h o l i c  Pe rcen tage -8  (R6 c o l l a p s e d )  

0 .  None 

I n  Q u e s t i o n  5 one  "d r ink"  is used t o  mean any o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g :  
ONE 1 2  0'2. BOTTLE OR CAN OF BEER 
ONE 3-4 OZ. GLASS OF WINE OR ALCOHOLIC PUNCH 
ONE 1 OZ . SERVING OF HARD LIQUOR (ALONE OR I N  A MIXED DRINK) 

V12 R 7  S a f e  Dr inks  (Q5. Suppose t h a t  a  150-pound p e r s o n  d r i n k s  f o r  a 
one-hour  p e r i o d  b e f o r e  d r i v i n g .  What do  you t h i n k  is t h e  most h e  
c o u l d  d r i n k  w i t h o u t  i n c r e a s i n g  h i s  chance  o f  h a v i n g  a n  a c c i d e n t ? )  

MD==98,99 
0 .  None 

01 .  One d r i n k  

02 .  Two d r i n k s  

03 .  T h r e e  d r i n k s  

04 .  Four  d r i n k s  

05 .  F i v e  d r i n k s  

06 .  S i x  d r i n k s  

07 .  Seven d r i n k s  

08.  E i g h t  d r i n k s  

V 1 3  R8 D r i n k s  Impaired  (Q5a. What do you t h i n k  is t h e  most hf: c o l ~ l d  
d r i n k  w i t h o u t  r e a c h i n g  a blood a l c o h o l  c o n c e r ~ t r a t  i o n  ( i l A r l )  of .O%' :  
t h e  minimum BAC f o r  p re sumpt ive  e v i d e n c e  of impa i red  d r 1 v 1  n;; I r ,  
Michigan?)  MD-98,9Y 

One d r i n k  
Two d r i n k s  
T h r e e  d r i n k s  
Four  d r i n k s  
F i v e  Dr inks  
S i x  d r i n k s  
E i g h t  d r i n k s  
DK 
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4 R9 Drinks DUIL (Q5b. And what do you t h i n k  is the  most he could 
d r i n k  without  reaching  a BAC of . lo%, t h e  minimum BAC f o r  pre- 
sumptive evidence of d r i v i n g  under t h e  i n f l uence  of l i quo r??  

MD-98,99 
01. One d r i n k  

02. Two d r inks  

03. Three d r inks  

04. Four d r inks  

05. F ive  d r inks  

06. Six dr inks  

07. Seven d r inks  

08. Eight  d r inks  

10. Ten d r inks  

98. DK 

V 1 5  R10 Accident 6 Drinks  (Q6. If he h a s  6 d r i n k s  how many times more 
o you t h ink  he is t o  have an acc iden t  than  i f  he  had not 

' e r q n k i n g ? )  MD=98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

96. 96-100 times 
97. Over 100 times 
98. DK 
99. NA 

V16 R l O A  Accident 6 Drinks-9 (R10 co l l apsed )  

0.  No o r  smal l  increased  chance 

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 
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V17 R 1 1  Accident 9  Drinks (Q6a. How about i f  he has 9 d r i n k s ? )  hlD-9 
MD-98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

96. 96-100 
97.  Over 100 ( I n f i n i t e l y  t imes more (3 e n t r i e s ) ; 3 0 0 ; 5 0 0 ; 1 0 0 0  

(2 e n t r i e s ) )  
98. DK 
99.  NA 

V18 R11.4 Accident 9  Drinks-9 (R11 c o l l a p s e d )  

0 .  No o r  s m a l l  inc reased  chance 

7 .  Over 100.49 

V19 R7-8 Safe/ Impaired Ra t io  (R7/R8) 

0 .  0.0-0.49 
1. 0.50-0.99 
2. 1 .00  e x a c t l y  
3 .  1.01-1.49 
4 .  1.50-1.99 
5. 2.00-2.99 
6 .  3.00-9.99 
7. 10.00-99.998 
8. DK 

9.  DK,  NA on V12 o r  V13 (1971: NA o n l y )  

V20 R7-9 Safe-DUIL Ra t io  (R7/R9 c o l l a p s e d )  

0 .  0.0-0.49 

2 .  1 .00  e x a c t l y  
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V20 R7-9 Safe-DUIL Rat io  (cont 'd )  
TS FD ID ND PJ 
a 0 0 0 0  7.  10.00-99.998 
(0) (0) (0)  (0) (0) 

8 .  DK 
(4)  (0)  (0)  (7)  (0)  

V21 R8-9 Impaired/DUIL Rat io  (R8/R9 co l l apsed )  
TS FD ID ND PJ - 

0.  0.0-0.49 
84 90 85 79 91 1. 0.50-0.99 
14 10 15 17 9 2.  1.00 exac t l y  
0 0 0 0 0  3.  1.01-1.49 
1 0 0 3 0  4 .  1.50-1.99 

* l o 0 1 0  5. 2.00-2.99 
0 0 0 0 0  6 .  3.00-9.99 
0 0 0 ' 0 0  7. 10.00-99.998 

* lo  *2 *3 *3 *2 9. DK, NA on V13 o r  V14 

V22 R12 Should Test Randomly (Q7. Since 1967, implied consent  laws 
i n  Michigan have governed t he  use of b r ea th  t e s t s  f o r  determin- 
i ng  t he  blood a l chho l  concent ra t ion  of a d r i v e r .  I n  which of 
t he  s i t u a t o n s  below do you th ink  t h e r e  should be a mandatory 
pena l t y  f o r  r e fu s ing  t o  t ake  a b r ea th  t e s t  under t h e  implied 
consent  laws? (a )  When a d r i v e r  B stopped i n  a random road 
check?) MD=9 

TS FD ID ND PJ , 

'i5 8 17  19 9 1. Yes 
(17) (6) (12) (21) (23) 
85 92 83 81 91 5. No 

(84) (93) (88) (76) (76) 

*10 *1 *2 *6 *1 9 .  NA 
(*4) (0)  ( * I )  (*3)  (0)  

V23 R13 Should Test Drunk (Q7b. When an apparen t ly  drunk person is 
seen  g e t t i n g  i n t o  a d r i v e r ' s  s e a t ? )  MD-9 

TS FD ID ND PJ 
33- 1. Yes 

V24 R14 Should Test Arres tee  (Q7c. When a d r i v e r  is a r r e s t e d  f o r  
drunk d r iv ing? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 

V25 R15 Should Test  Any Accident (Q7d. when a person who appears 
t o  have been dr ink ing  is  involved i n  a t r a f f i c  a cc iden t ? )  

MD-9 
1. Yes 
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V26 R12-15 Brea th  T e s t  Should-4 (combinat ion o f  R12-R15) The p o l i c e  
s h o u l d  t e s t :  
( c )  When a  d r i v e r  is a r r e s t e d  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g .  
( a )  When a  d r i v e r  is s topped  i n  a  random road  check.  
(b) When an a p p a r e n t l y  drunk pe r son  is s e e n  g e t t i n g  i n t o  a d r l v e r ' s  

s e a t .  
(d)  When a  pe r son  who appea r s  t o  have been d r i n k i n g  is invo lved  

i n  a  highway c r a s h .  

1. c  o n l y  

2 .  a  o n l y  

3. a & c  

4 .  b  o n l y  

5. b 8 : c  

7 .  a & b & c  

8. d  o n l y  

9 . c & d  

10.  a & d  

15. a k b & c & d  

20. None, i n c l u d i n g  DK,  NA on up t o  3 q u e s t i o n s  (1971: none o n l y )  

98. DK (1971) 

99 .  NA on a l l  f o u r  q u e s t i o n s  

V27 R16 Appropr i a t eness  o f  Antabuse (Q8. How do you f e e l  about  t h e  
a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s  of  a  judge I n c l u d i n g  t h e  use  of Antabuse a 5  a 
c o n d i t i o n  o f  p r o b a t i o n  f o r  c o n v i c t e d  d runk  d r i v e r s  who are  prohlem 
d r i n k e r s ? )  MD-9 

1. S t r o n g l y  a g r e e  

2 .  Tend t o  approve 

3 .  Tend t o  d i sapprove  

4 .  S t r o n g l y  d i s a p p r o v e  

8. DK 
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V28 R17 Value of  Antabuse (Q9. I n  g e n e r a l  how much v a l u e  do you t h i n k  
t h e  use  of Antabuse d u r i n g  p r o b a t i o n  is l i k e l y  t o  have i n  h e l p i n g  
problem d r i n k e r s  t o  g a i n  c o n t r o l  o f  t h e i r  d r i n k i n g  & t h u s  t o  avo id  
r e p e a t i n g  t h e i r  o f f e n s e  a f t e r  t h e  p r o b a t i o n a r y  p e r i o d ? )  MD=9 

1. Q u i t e  a  l o t  o f  v a l u e  

2 .  Some v a l u e  

3 .  Not much v a l u e  

0. No o p i n i o n  

V29 R18 S p e c i a l  P a t r o l s  (Q10. As you may know, i n  Washtenaw County t l ~ e  
p o l i c e ,  t h e  c o u r t s ,  t h e  h e a l t h  d e p a r t m e n t ,  & t h e  Counci l  on 
Alcoholism have been working t o g e t h e r  i n  a  program t o  reduce  
a c c i d e n t s  i n v o l v i n g  drunk d r i v e r s .  Have you happened t o  s e e  o r  
h e a r  a n y t h i n g  about t h e  f o l l o w i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  o f  t h i s  program? 
( a )  S p e c i a l  P a t r o l s  look ing  f o r  drunk d r i v e r s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

V30 R19 Roadside T e s t i n g  (QlOb. Roadside b r e a t h t e s t  i n g  s u r v e y s ? )  MD=9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

V31 R20 Antabuse (QlOc. Cour t s  a s k i n g  c o n v i c t e d  drunk d r i v e r s  t o  t ake  
p i l l s  which make them s i c k  i f  t hey  d r i n k  a l c o h o l ? )  MD=9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9. NA 

V32 R21 Local  Campaign (QlOd. Local  campaign t o  g e t  d r i v e r s  t o  know 
t h e i r  own s a f e  a l c o h o l  l i m i t s ? )  MD=9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

V33 R22 More DUILs (Q18e. More drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s ? )  MD=9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

V34 R23 S p e c i a l  C l a s s e s  (QlOf.  S p e c i a l  a l c o h o l  e d u c a t i o n  course f o r  
drunk d r i v e r s ? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5 .  No 

9.  NA 
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V35 R24 Probat ion O f f i c e r s  (QlOg. Spec ia l  probat  ion o f f i c e r s  t o  work 
with  persons convic ted  of drunk d r iv ihg? )  MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

V36 R25 Couple's Clubs (QlOh. Counseling i n  groups & couples  clubs fa 
drunk d r i v e r s  who have a  dr ink ing  problem?) MD-9 

1. Yes 
5. No 

9. NA 

V37 R18-25 To ta l  Countermeasures Known (Tota l  number of countermeasures 
recognized by respondent i n  R18-R25) MD-9 

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

9.  DK o r  NA on 3 o r  more countermeasures i n  R18-R25 

We would l i k e  your op in ion  concerning each of t he  s ta tements  below. 
P lease  w r i t e  the  number f o r  your f e e l i n g  about each s ta tement  on t he  
l i n e  i n  f r o n t  of i t ,  according t o  t he  fo l lowing  code:  

1. AGREE STRONGLY 3. TEND TO DISAGREE 
2. TEND TO AGREE 4.  STRONGLY DISAGREE 

V38 R26 Law Requir ing Bel t  ( Q l l .  There should be a  s e a t  b e l t  law, l i k e  
t h e  motorcylce helmet law which r e q u i r e s  people t o  wear s e a t  b e l t s  
f o r  t h e i r  own p ro t ec t i on? )  MD=9 

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

9, NA 

V39 R27 Too Much Fuss (412. Far too  much f u s s  is made about the  
dangers  of drunking & dr iv ing?)  MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2. Tend t o  agree  

3. Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

4. Disagree s t rong1  y 
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V40 R28 Most DAD Not Caught (413. Most drunk d r i v i n g  is n o t  d e t e c t e d  
by t h e  pol ice '? )  MD-9 

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

V41 R29 Videotape  Opinion(Q1.l. Videotaping o f  accused  drunk d r i v p r s  
s h o u l d  be p a r t  of s o b r  l e  t  y t e s t i n g  p r o c e d u r e s ? )  * MD. 9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2 .  Tend t o  a g r e e  

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

4 .  D i s a g r e e  s t r o n g l y  

*1971: How much emphasis s h o u l d  be p l a c e d  on v i d e o t a p i n g  accused 
d runk  d r i v e r s  a s  p a r t  o f  s o b r i e t y  t e s t i n g  p rocedures  i n  an 
expanded program t o  r e d u c e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  c r a s h e s ?  
(1) A l o t  of  emphasis  (3) L i t t l e  emphasis  
(2)  Some emphasis ( 4 )  No emphasis  

V42 R30 Host Should Limi t  (Q15. A good h o s t  a t  a  p a r t y  w i l l  t r y  t o  s e e  
t h a t  h i s  g u e s t s  who must d r i v e  home do n o t  d r i n k  t o o  much?) hID=9 

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

V43 R 3 1  P o l i c e  P a t r o l  P a r t y  (Q16. The p o l i c e  s h o u l d  p a t r o  more around 
p l a c e s  where peop le  a r e  having p a r t i e s  a t  n i g h t ? )  blD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2 .  Tend t o  a g r e e  

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

4 .  D i s a g r e e  s t r o n g l y  

V44 R32 Bars P rov ide  T e s t s  (Q17. Alcohol b r e a t h t e s t  i n g  d e v l c e s  
s h o u l d  be a v a i l a b  e i n  t a v e r n s  & bar s  f o r  c u s t o m e r s '  use  i n  d e t e r -  
mining whether  t hey  have drunk t o o  much f o r  l e g a l  d r i v i n g ? )  YD=9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  
2.  Tend t o  a g r e e  
3 .  Tend t o  d i s a g r e e  
4 .  D i s a g r e e  s t r o n g l y  
8. DK 
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V45 R33 Bars Liable  Damage (Q18. Bar ope ra to r s  should be  l i a b l e  f o r  
~ e r s o n a l  & proper ty  damage which a r e  caused by pa t rons  who were 
eerved  a l coho l i c  beverages when v i s i b l y  i n t o x i c a t e d ,  as  i n  t he  
p r e sen t  Michigan Dramshop Law?) Y D=9 

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

V46 R34 Record A l l  Alcohol (Q19. A l l  a l coho l - r e l a t ed  convic t ions  should 
be en t e r ed  on a  d r i v e r s  record whether o r  not  they  a r e  r e l a t e d  t o  
d r i v i n g  ( e . g . ,  drunk & d i s o r d e r l y ) ? )  MD=9 

1. Agree s t rong ly  

2. Tend t o  agree  

3.  Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

4.  Disagree s t r o n g l y  

V47 R35 Stronger  Punishment (420. The number of f a t a l  acc idents  would 
go way down i f  those persons who d r i v e  a f t e r  d r i nk ing  too  much 
were more s t r o n g l y  punished?) MD-9 

. 1. Agree s t r o n g l y  
2.  Tend t o  agree  
3. Tend t o  d i s ag ree  
4. Disagree s t rong1  y  
8. DK 

V48 R36 Counsel Not Punish (421. I t  is b e t t e r  t o  p l ace  problem d r inke r s  
who a r e  convic ted  of drunk d r iv ing  on proba t ion  & i n t o  a  counsel-  
i ng  o r  t reatment  program than i t  is t o  g ive  them seve re  p e n a l t i e s ? )  

MD=9 
1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2. Tend t o  agree  

3. Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

4.  Disagree s t r o n g l y  

V49 R37 Government Not Help (422. The governments j ob  is t o  ca tch  a( 

punish drunk d r i v e r s ;  anything f u r t h e r  t h a t  is done f o r  problem 
d r i n k e r s  should be by p r i v a t e  o rgan i za t i ons  such  a s  Alcoholic 
Anonymous?) MD-9 

1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2. Tend t o  agree 

3. Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

4. Disagree s t r o n g l y  

9.  NA 
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V50 R38 Refusal  E f f ec t  (423. I n  genera l  most persons who a r e  a r r e s t e d  
f o r  DUIL incur  fewer undes i rab le  consequences o v e r a l l  i f  they r e fu se  
t h e  brea th  t e s t  than i f  they take  i t ,  d e s p i t e  t he  mandatory penal ty 
f o r  r e f u s a l ? )  MD=9 

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

V51 R39 Not Much E f f e c t  (Q24. No ma t t e r  how much e f f o r t  is inves t ed ,  
t h e r e  is not  l i k e l y  t o  be much e f f e c t  on t h e  drunk d r i v e r  problem?) 

MD=9 
1. Agree s t r o n g l y  

2. Tend t o  agree  

3. Tend t o  d i s ag ree  

4. Disagree s t r o n g l y  

V52 R31,34,35 Deterence Countermeasures (Number of d e t e r e n t  counter-  
measures agreed s t r o n g l y  t o  by respondents  i n  R31,34,35) MD=9 

0.  None 
1 .  One 
2 .  Two 

9 .  NA on a t  l e a s t  one countermeasure 

V53 R40 Years i n  Legal Work (Q25. How many years  have you been I n  legal  
work i n  Washtenaw County?) 

1. Four o r  fewer years  

2 .  5-9 years  

3. 10-19 years  

4 .  20 o r  more years  

V54 R41 Type of P rac t i ce  (Q26. Which of t he  fol lowing bes t  d o s c r i t ~ r : ~  
your l e g a l  p r a c t i c e  a t  the  presen t  t ime?)  UD-9 

1. P r i v a t e  p r a c t i c e  

2 .  Corporate  counsel  (1971 : defense)  

3 .  Prosecutor ,  c i t y  a t t o rney  

4. Judge 

5. P u b l i c  defender  

6. Law professor  

7. Other 
(1) Referee-family law. . 
(2) Pr imar i ly  admin i s t r a t i on  work i n  s t a t e  government 
(3) Employed c i v i l  law. 
(4)  Ret i red-pr iva te  p r a c t i c e  

9. NA 
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V55 R42 Cr imina l  Law-% (about  what p e r c e n t  o f  your l e g a l  work i s  
devo ted  t o  c r i m i n a l  law?) MD=98,99 

ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V56 R42A Cr imina l  Law %-8 (R42 c o l l a p s e d )  

0 .  None 

1. 1-31 

2 .  4-51 

V57 R43 DUIL-Impaired Cases - .2 y r .  (628. About how many DUIL & l m -  
p a i r e d  d r i v i n g  c a s e s  have you handled i n  t h e  p a s t  two y e a r s ? )  - 

MD=998,999 
ACTUAL NUhlBER CODED 

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

V58 R43A DUIL-Impaired Cases-8 (R43 c o l l a p s e d )  

0 .  None 

1. 1-15 (1971: 1-10] 

2.  16-30 (1971: 11-20) 

3 .  31-50 (1971: 21-50) 

4 .  51-100 

5 .  101-400 (1971: Over 100) 

6 .  401-700 
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V58 R43A DUIL-Impaired Cases-8 (cont  ' d )  
TS FD ID ND PJ - 

1 0 0 0 1 4  7 .  Over 700 

V59 R44 Problem Drinker  Cases (629. In  about  how many of t h e s e  c a s e s  
would you e s t i m a t e  t h a t  t h e  de fendan t  had a s e r i o u s  d r i n k i n g  
problem? MD=998,999 

TS FD ID PJ - 
10 .  1 2  0 3 ACTUAL NUMBER CODED 

V60 R44A Problem Drinker  Cases-8 (R44 c o l l a p s e d )  
TS FD ID PJ 
7 3  2 22 0 0. None 

1. 1-15 
2 .  16-30 
3. 31-50 
4 .  51-100 
5 .  101-400 
6 .  401-700 
7 .  Over 700 
8 .  DK 

V61 R44/R43 Problem Dr inker  Cases % (R44/R43) 
TS FD I D  PJ - 

10.  7 20 0 27 9.99.  D K , N A  
(0)  (7)  (0 )  (9)  000. R had no problem d r i n k e r s  o r ,  R d i d  not have any drunk 

30.  30  26 24 44 d r i v i n g  c a s e s  
(20) (20) (20) (38) 

50. 40 33  3 7  67 
(40) (25) (50)  (50) 

70.  50 49 57  80 
(50) (50) (50)  (70) 

90. 83 79 99 100 

V62 R44B Problem Drinker  Cases %-7 (R44/R43 ( a u t p u t  v a r i a b l e  6 1 )  
c o l l a p s e d )  

1. Zero 

2. 1-19% 

3. 20-49% 

4. 50% 

5 .  51-79% 

6 .  80-96s 

7 .  97-1009 

8. DK 
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V63 R45 No. Advise Antabuse (Q30. I n  about how many of these  cases  dld 
you yourse l f  encourage t he  defendant t o  accept  t he  use of Antabuse 
a s  p a r t  of h i s  term of proba t ion?)  MD=998,999 

0 .  None; o r  had no problem d r inke r  ca se s  
1. One 
2 .  Two 
3. Three 
4 .  Pour 
5 .  Five 
6 .  S ix  
7. Seven 
8 .  Eight 
9 .  Nine 

10.  Ten 
15.  F i f t e e n  
20. Twenty 
25. Twenty-five 
50. F i f t y  
75. Seventy-f ive 

150. One hundred & f i f t y  
300. Three hundred 
500. Five hundred 
720. Seven hundred & twenty 

999. NA 

1971 Resul t s  : 
V135 R80 Probat ion Antabuse (QB16. I f  you had a  c l i e n t  charged w l t h  

DUIL who had a  s e r i o u s  dr ink ing  problem, would you encouage h l n  
t o  accept  t h e  use of Antabuse a s  a  cond i t i on  of p roba t ion?)  

MD=0,9 
1. Probably yes 
3 .  Maybe 
5 .  Probably not 
8 .  DK 
9 .  NA 
0 .  I nap . ,  R has accepted no DD cases  

V64 R45A % Advise Antabuse (R45/R44) 

9.99.  NA 
0 . 00 .  None; o r  R had no problem d r inke r  ca se s  

V65 R45B % Advise Antabuse-7 (R45A co l l apsed )  

0 .  R d id  not have any problem d r inke r  ca se s  
1. 0% 
2 .  1-192 
3 .  20-49% 
4 .  50% 
5 .  51-79% 
6 .  80-96% 
7 .  97-100% 
8. DK 

V66 R46 % Benefi t  Antabuse (Q31. Of the  defendants  pou know who took 
p a r t  i n  t h e  Bntabuse program about what percent  would you e s t i m a t e  
r e a l l y  benef i ted  persona l ly  from t h e  program?) MD=98,95 

ACTUAL NUnlBER CODED 
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V67 R46A % Benefi t  Antabuse (R46 co l lapsed)  MD-9 
5s FD ID PJ 
Z6 25 37 0 0. None o r  R d id  not have any problem d r i n k e r  cases  
11 13 8 10 1. 1-19% 
15 15 13 20 2. 20-342 
4 0 0 3 0  3 .  35-492 

18 15 21 20 4. 50% exac t l y  
1 0 0 10 5. 51-65% 
9 15 0 10 6. 66-80% 

12 13 17 0 7.  81-100% 
4 5 4 0  8. DK 

V68 R47 Improve Legal System (832. Do you have any general  suggest ions 
f o r  t he  improvement of t he  k g a l  system as  i t  r e l a t e s  t o  drunk 
d r iv ing  (laws, procedures, e t c .  I ? )  MD=9 

1. Pol ice  enforce t he  law too s t r i c t l y ;  too  many a r r e s t s  a r e  made 
f o r  DUIL when they should have been a r r e s t s  f o r  impaired d r i w g  

2.  Breath t e s t s  should be more s t rong ly  requi red  i n  DUIL a r r e s t s  

3. Videotapes o r  o the r  ev iden t i a ry  f a c t o r s  should be introduced 
i n  DUIL cases .  

4 .  The mandatory pena l t i e s  f o r  a  DUIL convic t ion  a r e  too severe  
( l i c ense  suspension & f i n a n c i a l  responsbi l  i ty insurance) .  

5. Should be more severe pena l t i e s  ( e spec i a l l y  f o r  mul t ip le  
o f f ende r s ) ,  person w i t h  a  d r ink ing  problem should not be allowed 
t o  d r i v e  u n t i l  he can demonstrate t h a t  h i s  problem is so lved:  
s t r i c t  enforcement of l i c ense  revocat ions i s  e s s e n t i a l .  

6 .  The l ega l  system should recognize t he  i l l n e s s  as  wel l  as t h e  
c r imina l  aspec t  of DUIL case s ;  should emphasiz treatment and 
counsel ing.  

7 .  The l ega l  system is a r b i t r a r y  i n  DUIL c a s e s ,  many p r e - t r i a l s  
a r e  meaningless. 

8.  Other codeable response : 
Antabuse should be voluntary program, people should not be  

threatened w i t h  j a i l  i f  they don ' t  want i t .  More 
s e l e c t i v i t y  should be exerc i sed  i n  s e l e c t i n g  people fo r  the 
antabuse program. Should r equ i r e  c l o s e r  medical super- 
v i s i on .  

More p u b l i c i t y  h i t .  Tavern owners who knowingly se rve .  
The law should devote i t s e l f  l e s s  t o  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n ,  i dea l l y  

we would have an e f f e c t i v e  reg iona l  publ ic  t r anspo r t  sys -  
tem, then t he  cour t s  could simply revoke the operator  
l i c ense  of those w i t h  a  s e r i ous  dr ink ing  problem a t  
evidenced e  . g . ,  by repeated o f f ense .  

Making Antabuse a  condi t ion  of probat ion means t h a t  t ak ing  i t  
is not voluntary.  I don' t be l ieve  a  person should be 
forced by a  judge t o  take any drug a s  they a r e  now. I 
have no ob j ec t i ve  t o  counsel ing and ecnouraging peoble t o  
take  Antabuse. 

Stronger dram-shop laws t o  h i t  bars  i n  pocketbook if not more 
c a r e f u l ,  poss ib le  c r imina l  pena l t i e s  f o r  bar  owners. 

Greater  v a r i e t y  of treatment techniques f o r  problem d r inke r s .  
On convict ion of DUIL, mandatory l o s s  of l i c ense  r e s u l t s  i n  

reduced charges.  The c o u r t s ,  po l i ce ,  agenc ies ,  and 
adminis t ra t ive  s t a f f s  a r e  inadequately s t a f f e d  to  handlc 
t h e  case  load ,  therefore  reduced charges a s  a  compromise 
i a  t he  system u t i l i z e d .  

There should be a  medical determinat ion of problem dr ink ing  
before a  defendant is forced onto Antabuse. Too many "non- 
problem dr inkers"  a r e  forced by the  t h r ea t  of j a i l  1 n t . o  
jo in ing  t he  program. 

Drunk d r iv ing  mi** respond to'changes i n  the  s o c i a l  s y s t r : m  
but probably not f o r  changes i n  t he  l e g a l  system. 

No s a l e  of l i quo r  by g l a s s  o r  takeout  a f t e r  9:001J%I c lose  bars 
& take ou t  a t  12:OO mi'dnight. No s a l e  of a lcohol  by g l a s s  
before noon, between 2-5PM. 
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V68 R47 Improve Legal System ( con ' t d )  

8. Other codeable response (cont ' d l  
Education of bar owners and employees i n  handl ing t h e l r  

customers--more power i n  cou r t s  t o  g ive  a l t e r n a t e  r c l l e f .  
Have a  s p e c i a l  judge o r  mag i s t r a t e  judge j u s t  f o r  t r a f f i c  

and DUIL/ Imp. ca se s .  
Misdeamonor t o  d r ive  with blood a lcohol  k v e l  of -015 or  more. 
El iminate  d i f f e r e n c e  between D U I L  & DWUI. 
Provide o r  induce employees t o  provie  t o  and from work 

busing f o r  d i s q u a l i f i e d  d r l v e r s .  Impound c a r s  of D U I L  
conv ic t s  f o r  10-30 days.  

Publ ic  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  s o  drunk person can ge t  home without 
d r iv ing .  More e q u i t a b l e  t reatment  f o r  everyone & unlformlty 
on a  county wide ba s i s .  

There a r e  too many reduc t ions  from t h e  o r i g i n a l  charge of D U I L .  
The only way t o  keep drunk d r i v e r s  o r  people who have had 

t h e i r  l i c e n s e s  suspended from d r i v i n g  is a  publ ic  t r ans -  
p o r t a t i o n  system t h a t  works. Alcohol w i l l  not be wlped 
out  d r iv ing  is not a  luxury but  a  need u n t i l  t h e i r  i s  a  way 
t o  ge t  from poin t  t o  po in t  without  d r i v i n g  whether a f t e r  
d r ink ing  o r  sobe r .  

P roh ib i t  s a l e  of o r  f u rn i sh ing  i n t o x i c a n t s  t o  anyone with a  
convic t ion  f o r  d r ink ing  r e l a t e d  o f f e n s e .  

A b e t t e r  s t a t u a t o r y  d e f i n i t i o n  of "under t he  in f luence"  & 
"v i s ib ly  impaired". A prompter system f o r  t r i a l  & d l s -  
p o s i t i o n  of t he se  cases .  

The publ ic  ought t o  be made aware of the succes s fu l  cures  
of d r i v e r s  with a l coho l - r e l a t ed  problems s o  they would be 
encouraged t o  support  t reatment  o r i e n t e d  procedures .  

I  would r a i s e  t he  f i n e  t o  $500-1000 and allow 1 s t  o f fenders  
t o  plead q u a y  t o  impaired. 

I  t h ink  the  d i s t r i c t  judges should have t he  discretion t o  
al low a  convicted DUIL defendant t o  d r i v e  under restricted 
circumstances.  I  oppose mandatory p e n a l t i e s  of any kind.  
When a  judge earns  $30,000 a  year  he should be given appro- 
p r i a t e  d i s c r e t i o n .  

Even though I p r e f e r  educa t ion ,  e t c . ,  t o  punishment, s o c l a l  
d r ink ing  is usua l ly  vo luntary  & word of s t i f f  penalties ge ts  
around. I t h ink  th ings  a r e  going w e l l .  I  do not l l k e  the 
use of drugs i n  any c i rcumstances .  

The Antabuse program is i n  many cases  imposed when there  1s no 
need f o r  i t .  I t  is  used a f t e r  a s  a  p a r t  of an sentence 
package when t h e  background of t he  i nd iv idua l  demonstrates 
no need f o r  i t  I get  those persons doing t h e  screening of 
t en  times recommend i t  where t h e r e  is  no use f o r  the drug 
by t h e  accused but he must go along with i t  t o  ob t a in  
d e s i r a b l e  d i s p o s i t i o n  of h i s  c a se .  

I  t h ink  t h a t  heavy p e n a l t i e s  make l e s s  ense  than In tens ive  
enforcement-that is c r e a t i n g  t he  l i ke l i hood  of a  way high 
p r o b a b i l i t y  of a r r e s t .  

Be t t e r  guides f o r  determining t he  t r u e  problem d r i n k e r .  
See t o  i t  t h a t  a l l  c i r c u i t  judges a r e  r ecep t ive  t o  pet i t . lous 

f o r  a t  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t e d  l i c ense  r e in s t a t emen t s .  Cl 'h~r :  
hardship r e s u l t i n g  from loss  of l i c e n s e  can be shown. A l ~ o  
pos s ib ly  l i m i t  l o s s  of l i c e n s e  t o  second of fenders  and 
making AES mandatory f o r  f l r s t  o f f ende r s .  

I t  seems t o  one t h a t  a lcohol  has become s o  much a  pa r t  of our 
c u l t u r e  t o  at tempt  t o  a t t a c k  is  piecemeal is goinq to be  
i n e f f e c t i v e .  The r e a l  progress  w i l l  he made u n t r l  a t t l -  
tudes over a  genera t ion  o r  man a r e  a l t e r e d  a s  t o  ~ t s  use 
& i t s  hazards.  

Require every convicted drunk d r i v e r  t o  d l s p l a y  promlnen t l y  
a  l i c e n s e  p l a t e  l n s ign i a  devot ing h i s  conv ic t i on .  Hls 
d e s i r e  f o r  s o c l a l  approve w i l l  tend s t r o n g l y  t o  d ~ s c o u r a g c  
drunk d r iv ing  i n  my opln lon .  

Remove j u d i c i a l  p ressure  on defendants  fo r c ing  them In to  
involuntary  pa rh i c ipa t i on  i n  Antabuse program. O n l y  
voluntary p a r t i c i p a t i o n  can work i n  the  long run - a l s o  
personal  experience o f  20 years  ago I n  p rosecut ing  approx- 
mately 30 negl igent  homicide cases  ( a l l  convic ted)  dr ink lng  
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was invo lved  i n  o n l y  two. 
Give on c o u r t  comple te  power o v e r  t h e  s e n t e n c i n g  of  d r i n k -  

i n g  d r i v e r s  i n c l u d i n g  s u s p e n s i o n  & r e s t o r a t i o n  of d r i v e r s  
l i c e n s e s .  

Pe r sons  w i t h  funds  g e t  a  competent  attorney & invariably 
t h e  f i r s t  DUIL is reduced t o  lmpairrnent.  The poor p lead  
g u i l t y .  This  d i s c r e p a n c y  s h o u l d  s t o p .  

0 .  &; I n a p . ,  R has  a c c e p t e d  no PD c a s e s ,  no second  resj!3nst. 


