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FOREWORD

The success of the Comparative Data Report is evidenced by the
numerous requests for information from legislators, researchers, and Divi-
sion members which were received prior to its publication. We are pleased
at this obvious interest in the material contained in the Report as it indi-
cates that we are carrying out the mandate of the Association’s consti-
tutional provisions that information gathering and exchange shall be a
major function of the Association. Therefore, we hope that this Report will
continue to be of value, especially to members of the Division of State and
Provincial Police in making the executive and administrative decisions so
essential in the discharge of their responsibilities to the communities they
serve and to the members of their agencies.

In today’s world of expanding research efforts and interest in the
police service, law enforcement agencies are often deluged by requests for
information. Yet the agency heads of the 52 state and provincial depart-
" meats uniformly supplied the leadership, direction, and personnel neces-
sary for the preparation of the Comparative Data Report questionnaires.
To these executives, we express our sincere appreciation for their coopera-
tion and assistance.

Many anonymous persons, both within and outside of the state and
provincial organizations, worked diligently to acquire the information
necessary to answer the questions presented by the resource document.
Special mention should be made of the contributions of the following: the
Statistical Division of the United States Department of Justice’s Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration, which furnished financial assis-
tance through its project grant; and the professional and clerical staff of the
IACP, who spent many long hours in the production of this document. The
Division of State and Provincial Police of the YIACP is grateful for the

.contributions made by all of the above persons and orgdnizations.

Norman Darwick
Director
Division of State and

Provincial Police

i

DIVISION OF STATE

AND

PROVINCIAL POLICE

OFFICERS 1974-75

General Chairman
C. Wayne Keith, Chief

_ Colorado State Patrol

Denver, Colorado

immediate Past General Chairman
John R. Plants, Director (Retired)
Michigan State Police

East Lansing, Michigan

First Vice Chairman

Walter E, Stone, Superintendent
Rhode [sland State Police

North Scituate, Rhode Island

Second Vice Chairman (Acting)

Roger Webb, Commissioner
Oklahoma Department of Public Safety
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Secretary-Treasurer

Eugene E. Olaff, Superintendent
New Jersey State Police

West Trenton, New Jersey

Advisor
Bernard R. Caldwell
San Diego, California

Sergeant-at-Arms
Major Adolph M. Pastore {Retired)
Hollywoad, Flarida

STAFF

Norman Darwick, Director

Division of State and Provingial Paolice
Ronald H. Sostkowski, Assistant Director

Arthur V. Smith, Jr., Consultant

COMPARATIVE DATA REPORT

1974
FOREWORD. . ... oo i
PREFACE. .. ..o iv
COMPARATIVE DATA TABLES
RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND
LEGISLATIVEDATA .. .o o i 1
ADMINISTRATION ... ... 37
OPERATIONS. ... 116
SERVICES. .............. e 169
RECRUITMENT, SELECTION, TRAINING
ANDPROMOTION .. ... o o 210




PREFACE

The 1974 Comparative Data Report is the sixth of a series of documents containing comparative
information relating to state police, state highway patrol, and provincial police administration and
operations. Some of the data included is similar to that presented in previous documents, but it is in-
tended that each volume will be a complete and separate reference manual relating to specific fields
of police management and administration.

In the presentation of data, affirmative answers to the respective questions are ordinarily the
only responses noted. Thus negative responses and those questions which remained unanswered are
usually not indicated. However, in those few instances in which negative answers are clearly of great
interest, they are included. In previous Reports. questions which elicited a negative response from
all agencies were not included in the data tables. In the present Report, some of these items have
been included because the fact that no agency responded affirmatively in itself conveys important
information.

The Division of State and Provincial Police is an integral part of the International Association
of Chiefs of Police. Within the framework of the larger organization, it maintains a separate ad-
ministrative identity and structure to plan, direct, and control the activities of the Division in the
light of the special needs and problems of state and provincial agencies. All officers and members of
the Division of State and Provincial Police are guided by the rules and regulations contained in the
Constitution and Rules of the International Association of Chiefs of Police.

The 1974 Comparative Data Report is the third of such documents which includes :n analysis
and identification of significant trends and highlights of the administration and management of state
police and highway patrols. A discussion of these issues is included within each major section of this
Report. The analysis was performed by staff with extensive professional expertise.

Not all of the data contained herein has been verified. Utilization of the information must be ac-
companied with this qualifying thought. We believe that the data is factual, and we have endeavored
to report it as it was received. Persons lacking extensive experience in state police and highway
patrol administration must be cautioned concerning the pitfalls of comparison based solely on the
data within. Comparison minus consideration of the many critical variables can easily lead to invalid
assumptions or conclusions.

Readers should bear in mind that the data in the Report represents information available during
or applicable to 1973 and early 1974 unless otherwise stated. Asin all fields of modern life, important
and swiftly occuring changes are being effected daily. Therefore, the information reported in this
document may not apply in some cases to circumstance existing as of the date of this Report’s

publication.

iv

The cooperative efforts of all reporting agencies and the efforts of staff in making this document

possible are greatly appr_eciated. Their efforts will contribute sipnificantly

toward the enhancement
of knowledge for all. ‘

C 1 . -
olonel John R. Plants Colonel C. Wayne Keith

General Chairman hai
General Chairman

Division of State and Provincial Police
1973-1974

Division of State and Provineial Police

1974-1975

The fact that the National Criminal Justice Statistical Research center furnished financial support to

t%le activity c.lescribed in this publication does no* necessarily indicate the concurrence of the Statis-
tical Center in the statements or conclusions contained herein. : '




RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL, AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

Significant Effects

The resource document requested that the res-
ponding agencies! note legislation and court decisions
which significantly affected departmental admini-
stration, operation, or function. Although the question
was broadly worded and many and varied answers were
received, some items could be distinguished by their
frequency. For example, nine agencies included
lowered speed limits, the nationwide 55 MPH limit, as
significantly affecting their operations. Seven of the
departments mentioned legislation or litigation con-
cerning selection and employment of personnel], five of
these involving suits in which the particular organi-

zations were apparently named as a party. Five depart-
ments noted that legislation or court decisions re-
stricting their records-keeping function have had a sig-
nificant effect on their operation. Five agencies re-
ported that their department or the state government
had gone through a reorganization and/or their depart-
mental responsibilities had been changed.

Federally Funded Projects

The federally funded projects in the data tables and
in the chart below have been divided into nine cate-
gories. These categories are ranked in the first column
by the numbers of programs and in the second by total

Federally Funded Projects

1973-1975
Project Frequency Project Expenditures
Percent of
Expenditures by:
Numbers 1973-1975

Project of Project Expenditures Highway State
Type* Projects Type** {in millions) Patrols  Police
Other 242 Other 39.67 63 37
Communication/ Communication/

Information Information

Systems 204 Systems 28.96 46 54
Training, Crime

Traffic 87 Laboratory 8.62 46 54
Crime Drug

Laboratory 83 Programs 5.35 34 66
Training, Training,

Criminal 81 Traffic 4.81 52 48
Training, Training,

Management 75 Criminal 2.47 23 77
‘Other Other

Equipment 72 Equipment 2.25 73 27
Drug Alcohol

Programs 50 Programs 1.26 57 43
Alcohol . Training,

Programs 40 Management 0.95 69 31

*In descending order of frequency of the project types.

**In descending order of totals of state/federal expenditures on the project types.

IThe responding agencies consist of highway patrols (26), state police (23), Canadian provincial police (2J and oné state department of law en-

" forcement,




FEDERAL CONTRIBUTIONS

1973-1975
LEAA* Percent NHTSA* Percent Other Percent
Highway Patrols $34,877,182 42 $11,496,615 59 $1,118,100 52
. State Police 47,339,395 58 8,138,821 41 1,052,313 48
Federal Agency
Totals $82,216,577 100 $19,635,436 100 $2,170,413 100
Total funding to:

Highway Patrols $47,491,897 (46%)

State Police 56,530,529 (54%)

Total Federal $104,022,426  (100%)

*Runding through the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration

**Funding through the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration

expenditures, both local and federal funds, on the types
of projects. A number of the responding departments
were unable to report the years in which project funds
were spent. Therefore, since “Federally Funded Pro-
jects, 1973-1975" involves the sums of only those pro-
jects which were reported by the year, its total is less
than that of the federal contributions alone. Of course
the reverse should be so under conditions of full
reporting.

The staff, assuming that reporting ability is randomly
spread among the various agencies, believes that “Fed-
erally Funded Projects, 1973-1975” contains informa-
tion which indicates some of the differences between
state police and highway patrols as to their assigned res-
ponsibilities and priorities. For example, the per-
centage of expenditures on drug and criminal training
psograms is much higher by state police agencies than
by highway patrols, This is to be expected because of
the broader enforcement responsibilities generally as-
signed to state police agencies. Another indication is
the larger percent of expenditures on alcohol programs
by highway patrols. This would follow from highway
patrols’ concentration on traffic law enforcement, and
intoxicated drivers constitute a major traffic accident
problem. Unexplained, and therefore indicative of
interesting fields for further research, are the per-
centage differences between the two types of agencies
in the categories “Other,” “Other Equipment,” and
“Training, Management.” '

Police Employee Organizat'ions

Both the 1970 and 1972 Comparative Data Reports
indicated an increase in employee organizations and
collective bargaining, and the data in this Report con-
tinue to show the same trend. Comparing the informa-

tion contained in the 1970, 1972, and the present
Report shows the following:

1. States which permit employee organizations
have increased from 41 (1970), to 43 (1972), to the
present 46.

2. States permitting labor union affiliation are up
from 27 (1970), to 31 (1972), to 35 by 1974.

3. Collective bargaining by employee organizations
has grown from nine (1970), to 11 (1972), to 13 states by
1974. Collective bargaining is in effect in both Canadian
agencies.

4, States in which employees are members of some
type of organization have expanded from 27 (1970), to
33 (1972), to the present 34.

Vehicle Code

Pre-arrest breath testing legislation has now been
passed in 14 states and one province. The statutes of
nine states and the one province contain provisions to
compel the driving-while-intoxicated (DWI) suspect to
submit to the requested pre-arrest test. The sanctions
provided are criminal and/or administrative. Refusal to
submit to the pre-arrest test after the authority to de-
mand it by the officer has arisen is a crime in two states
and the Canadian province and subjects the suspect to
driver license suspension in eight states and the
province. In one state, the results of the pre-arrest test
is admissible in evidence.

The conditions precedent to the authority of an
officer to request a pre-arrest test are:

1. Officer’s beleif in the presence of alcohol in the
suspect’s body—nine states and one Canadian
province,

2. Accident involvement on the part of the sus-
pect—seven states and one province. In one state and

one province, the officer must also suspect the pres-
ence of alcohol, but in the others the accident involve-
ment alone is sufficient. .

3. The commission of any violation by the sub-
ject—six states and the province.

4. The commission of any moving or hazardous
violation by the subject—two states.

Eight states report that their statutes now include
two levels of offenses covering DWI. The lesser
offenses usually refer to “impaired” ability while the
more serious offenses utilize “intoxicated” or “under
the influence.” All of the statutes involve presumptive
limits, but in two jurisdictions the presumptive limits
apply to the lesser blood alcohol levels while the higher
levels are absolute and constitute the crime per se. The
blood alcohol levels at which these statutes become
effective are:

1. Forthe lesser offenses: .05%, two states
.06%, one state
.07%, one state
.10%, four states

2. For the more serious offenses: .10%, four states
.15%, four states
Thirty-seven states and both of the Canadian pro-
vinces report that their DWI statutes create a single
level of offense at the following blood alcohol levels:
1. Inone state (a presumptive level

atthispoint). .. ... oo oo vl i 05%
2. Inonestate and the two provinces . . ... .. .. 08%
3. In 36 states (in one of which it changes to a per se

level) ..o 10%

The blood alcohol levels in these jurisdictions create
presumptions of intoxication in 29 states and both
provinces and are per se levels in 12 states.

A presumption of sobriety is included within the
statutes of 36 jurisdictions at the following levels:

1. Im32states.....v.ot i ini . 05%
2. Inomestate...........coiiiirreinn.. 07%
3. Inomeprovince ........ ... ... ..., 08%
4., Intwostates.........vniurunnninnnn 10%

The conditions under which an officer’s authority to
effect a valid arrest for DWI arises varies among the.
jurisdictions. The respondent agencies report their of-
ficers’ arrest authority as follows:

1. The arresting officer must observe the driv-
ing/operation: six states. (In one state an officer may
demand a breath test under implied consent even
though he may not effect an arrest of a DWIT suspect
whose  driving/operation. was not observed. This
authority to demand a test is important because in
nearly all other jurisdictions only arrested persons may
be tested under implied consent.)

2. The arresting officer must observe the driv-'.

ing/operation unless the suspect has been involved in
an accident: 22 states. {In one state, an accident causa-
tive violation by the suspect must be involved.)

3. The arresting officer need have only reason to
believe that the suspect has committed the offense of

DWI: one province and 21 states. (In one such state,
only a citation may be issued, and in another the arrest
may be made only if there is no available magistrate
within 25 miles.)

The. growth of legislation designed as counter-
measures to the problems created by intoxicated
drivers is impressive: Implied consent statutes are now
universal, the numbers of jurisdictions with pre-arrest
testing legislation is growing, and the blood alcohol
levels at which drivers are presumed or conclusively
determined to be intoxicated has been reduced so that
there is no jurisdiction which does not define an of-
fense at the .10 percent blood level or less. Therefore,
when coupled with the growing trend of permitting ar-
rests of DWI suspects when officers have not observed
the commission of the offense, it appears that statutes
so essential to the reduction of alcohol related crashes
are now favorably viewed by many citizens and their
legislative representatives.

Statutes Dealing With Control of Special Problems

In 38 states, legislators have ordained that respons-
ibility for drug abuse control is to rest within specific
administrative agencies. The most commonly ap-
pointed responsible agencies are the police, including
departments of safety, state police, and highway
patrols, Twenty-three of these organizations and the
Florida Department of Criminal Law Enforcement are
so designated. In the remaining states in which such
legislation has been passed, the designees are depart-
ments of health (seven) and attorneys general (six). In
one additional jurisdiction, the responsibility is shared
between the  state’s highway patrol and its- health
department. '

Thirty-nine states and both reporting provinces indi-
cate that coordinated efforts are operating within their
jurisdictions to combat organized crime. The data show
that in 15 states the state police are charged with the
coordinating responsibility, in nine states it rests with
the highway patrol, in both reporting provinces it is
within the provincial police, and the Florida Depart-
ment of Criminal Law Enforcement is the designee in
that state.

The resource document was designed so that the
chain of command to any special agency. or unit res-
ponsible for investigating the activities of organized
crime could be determined. The data indicate that
these specialized investigative units are located as fol-
lows in the governmental structures:

1. State police, highway patrols, or departmeunts of
public safety—25 (in one of which a commission on
organized crime exists in either an authoritative or ad-
visory position).

2. ‘Attorneys general—eight (in one of which an
organized crime commission operates to advise or di-
rect the agency’s investigative activities): .

3. In both reporting provinces, the provincial po-
lice are responsible for organized crime investigations.




4., The Florida Department of Criminal Law En-
forcement is responsible for the investigation of or-
ganized crime activities in its state.

Written Speed Policy and Hazardous Pursuits

Written policies which rustrict the speed of officers
on routine patrol exist in 22 states (11 highway patrols
and 11 state police jurisdictions). In three highway
patrol agencies and six state police departments, writ-
ten policies also define speed restrictions to be fol-
lowed as officers respond tc emergency calls. No high-
way patrol agencies and only two state police organi-
zations restrict speeds at which traffic violators may be
pursued.

The reporting and recording of extra hazardous pur-
suits by officers is rare. Such systems exist in only two

highway patrol jurisdictions and one state police area.
The range of reported incidents is from one per annum
to 33. The criteria for making these reports in un-
known as are the other factors involved in producing
high speed chases. However, when the sworn personnel
strengths of the reporting departments are compared
with the numbers of incidents recorded, approximately
two percent of the officers of one department, nearly
10 percent of those in another, and just over 13 percent
of those in the third reported such pursuits during the
two-year period 1972 and 1973. A rough estimate of the
annual number of extra hazardous pursuits across the
nation would range from approximately 450 to the
neighborhood of 3,000. Because of efforts in some
areas to restrict the operation of emergency vehicles, it
may well be worthwhile for agencies to consider
seriously adopting reporting and records-keeping sys-
tems for extra hazardous pursuits.

RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

I, SIGNIFICANT LEGISLATION AND COURT DECISIONS

-~

A, Legisiation

B. Court Decisions

HIGHWAY PATROLS
ALABAMA

Hiring practices syi! in federal court

ARIZONA D.P.S. notified of court disposition of jailed- printed persons; 55 mph limil Warantless sreh. of closed areas’ suitcases affirm. whanveh. tawed; srch. bef, rest aflinm,
CALIFORNIA

COLORADO 55 mpk limit

FLORIDA

GEORGIA U.V.C,: Driver license bail receipt; Uniform accideni repott

IOWA 55 mph limit; OWI may be asked for blood, breath, urine, saliva Miranda inapplicabte to impiied consent

KANSAS U.V.C. and MVI legistation Agency enjoined from brake law enforcement -

MINNESOTA 55 mph limit T T
MISSISSIPPRI Morrow v. Dillard - hiring practices

MISSOURI Reorganization of state government

MONTANA Highway Patrol police powers expanded & personne! fimit removed

NEBRASKA Three agency attornies hired Drug wransporting vehicles forfeited "
NEVADA

MORTH CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA

OHIO

OKLAHOMA

Federat guidetines for physical’ psychological evaluation

Custodial arrest justifies search; May sedrch passenger f danger reasonable

SOUTH CAROLINA

No fault insurance

SOUTH DAKOTA

Repeal of public intoxication laws

TENNESSEE Speed limits reduced; classes of speeders defined “Bell{"” doclrine applied to financial responsibility

TEXAS

UTAH

WASHINGTON Retirement benslits; Hitchhiking; Organized Crime Inteliigence Unit Implied consent imposed in negligent homicide; Veh, inveatory srchs. restricted
WISCONSIN Reduced speed limits; Some traffic laws decriminalized; Dist.H.Q. accept band

WYOMING 8.A. level for DWI lowered; Disposal of waste; Livestock inspection

STATE POLICE

ALASKA Points sys: clarified; License susp. for DWI, reckless, & driving under suspension

ARKANSAS

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE ]

IDAHO Reorganization of Department of Law Enforcement

JLLINOIS Equal Employment Opportunity Act Reduction of mandatory retirement affirm.. [dentity of informant required
{NDIANA 55 mph limit; Right tura at red signal Hiring practices suit

KENTUCKY Reorg. of State gov.; New Penal Code; Officer’prosecutor training

LOUISIANA Patrol car take home program

MAINE Police Officer Certifictn.; Juvenile age raised; Record expunging Threats zgainst police officers

MARYLAND Stala Police responsible for protection of State officials Suit and cunsent decree to hire women/minority troopers
MASSACHUSETTS Age 50 mantatory retirement overturned

MICHIGAN 55 mph limit; handgun. in vehicle; Some traffic 1aws apply on private road "Conduct unbecoming anotficer”unenforce. ; intent to sell if poss. 2 oz marijuana averturned

NEW HAMPSHIRE

POST Councit created; New Criminal Code; 20-yr police retirement

Sherif! not superyiser of palice; Prosecutor cannol appeal; Wiretap affirnied

NEW JERSEY.

Juvenile Offender Act~Expungement statutes

Increased tingerprint-gxpurigemant

NEW MEXICO

NEW YORK

OREGON

Possession1ozmarijuana reduced to violation; Computer. Crim. Hist. restricted

PENNSY LVANIA

Consent decree to hire 9.2% minority employges

RHODE ISLAND

20-yr retiren.ent at any age; 10-yr penalty for sawed-off gun

Warrant required when misdemeanar not in officer's presence

VERMONT

VIRGINIA

55 mph limit; .Division of Investigation within State Police

WEST VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT

FLORIDA

Legislative reorganization of this agency

CANADA
ONTARIO

Task Ferce rgport on policing

QUEBEC




RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

1. FEDERALLY FUNDED PROJECTS DURING 1973-75

A, Numbers of and Funding by Tvpes of Program
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RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

. FEDEBALLY FUNDED PROJECTS DURING 1973-75

~

A. Rumbers of and Funding by Types of Program
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‘ 129 555

MICHIGAN

105,126 32,858 687,997 | 1,445,698 { 503,261 61,510

NEW HAMPSHIRE

37.580 387.218 | 130,356

92.807

S72.608 | e

42,343 |

NEW JERSEY

500,000 75,000 61,000 69.000

1,183,698

NEW MEXICO

91,688 32.987 47,825 225,000

i

24,767

T

I 624,000 |
121,001 ¢

15 000

47,825 |

NEW YORK

89,110

zes.sia_Jw ‘ ,

84,007 | 136,777

QREGON

-

PENNSYLVANIA

24,622 220,09 | 3,700,593 f‘516.793

388,436

232,—847 493.605

RHODE JSLAND

VERMONT

16,885 31,957 | 154,566

+
i

97.300

VIRGINIA

54,935 538,114 | 86,855 19,030

126,415

66,460

s U e

120, 00!;
A

WEST VIRGINIA

820,920 20,000

5.818

59,744

211,404

750,986
91,213 | 325760

DEPARTMENT OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT

FLORIDA

512,813

409,965

|

378,028 |

CANADA
ONTARIO
QUEBEC

B SN

R T S




RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA
RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

(I, FEDERALLY FUNDED PROJECTS DURING 1973-75
: . FEDERALLY FUNDED PROJECTS DURING 1573--75

A. Numbers of and Funding by Types of Program A
B. Federal Contributions by Federal Administrative Agency, 197375
2. Total Expenditures on Projects in Operation by Types During:
‘o7 1975 1. LEAA 2. NHTSA 3. Other
7 8 9 1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
] | i’ a, Agency b. Contribution
i
HIGHWAY PATROLS HIGHWAY PATROLS
ALABAMA . 246,388 :
. ; ALABAMA 1,589,221 77,500
ARIZONA 1.920 40,411 25,268 ARIZONA 14,137 :
CALIFORNIA 23,316 42,779 16,575 | 5,137.978 164,292 15.575 | 10,256,219 CALIFoRNIA 3.40 025 58,793 H.EW, 600,000
kbt ,403,798 . -
SoToans e o116 15 5,500 7500 25.000 T — (7)00 5,446,116 Federal Highway,EPA/Dept. Labor 33,969/64.000/163.504
{ ! , 172,070
Lo — ] 32,200 | 137.800 FLORIDA
GEORGIA 36,000 6,000 J : : GEORGIA 381,310
IowA J ! i ; 10WA
KANSAS ‘
B | KANSAS 6,192 255,606
MINNESOTA ; MINNESOTA 260,001
MISS;SSIPPI % MISSISSIPP|
MISSOURI
SR MISSOUR) 1,098,030 775,720
STANA } MONTANA
NEBRASKA 20,000 139,836 | 77878 26.840 ; 17,887 NEBRASKA o550
NEVADA e ! 29.220 jT— 48.000 868 T i 10.167 260,102 Manpower Administration 14,914
,,,,,,,,, SV B — . 164 98,318 Ci
‘ 133,000 40,000 5 vil Defense
NORTH CAROLINA 40,000 4 3 NORTH GAROLINA 73000 77,260
HORTH DAKOTA . I NORTH DAKOTA
OHIO 402,000 49,259 15,199 | 6.992 !1,015,568 40,797 2,316 | 113.000 90,400
OHIO 1,454,348 842,000
OKLAHOMA 55,549 20,150 139,994 21,340 OKLAHOMA 373,884 :
SOUTH CAFDLINA 63,163 26.000 | 244.975 104,408 89,900 ) 787,860 Civil Defense/ Coast Guard 10,880/153,473
SOUTH CAROLINA 562,212 370,680 ) ‘
SOUTH DAKOTA 6,500 10,00L 250,000 18,000 .
: SOUTH DAKOTA 3,250 282,507
TENNESSEE 18,936 111,200 | 175,000 :
, TENNESSEE 2,421,866 225,254
TEXAS 9L 590 | 138.541 1,228,450 304,274 |1,397,286 11,948 1,055,027 \
TEXAS 6,518,068 407,669
UTAH 44,648 16,186 41,721 : 1 .
! UTAH 28,449 79,247
WASHINGTON 335,412 37,733 162.801 477,414 648.936 i 226,778 WAS -
| HINGTON 2,351,867 491,486
WISCONSIN | - .
_________ L WISCONSIN 311,344
WYOMING ’
WYOMING
STATE POLICE STATE POLICE
ALASKA
ALASKA 400,000 481,000
ARKANSAS 1974 2,836 694,459 64,787 12,854 .
CONNECTICUT ARKANSAS 411,514 806,713
0 20,000 29,500 45,525 14,000 8,102 21,550 6,541 CONNECTIOUT
DELAWARE 11,000 4,400 00 . . . . . .
. DELAWARE 267,948 P
1DAHO 638,900 15,600 305,500 \
ILLINOIS o 21300
ILLINOIS
925, ,
INDIANA 2,084 367,636 25,271 4,542 INDIANA 1,678,430
KENTUCKY y
KENTUCKY 1,077.008
LOUISIANA 400 11,322 | 127,890 | 484,846 Lo
UISIANA 2,653,226 810,000
MAINE -
MAINE 1,336,760 76,000
MARYLAND 11,253 9,394 40,170 | 328,238 | 196,923 29,075 70,777 222,000 10,000 11,875 399,478 .
MASSACHUSETTS D 225818 sl
MASSACHUSETTS 2,087,300
MICHIGAN 11,982 4,259 976,957 MICHIGAN 4.677.928
NEW HAMPSHIRE 5,299 40,829 2,439 2,291 4,019 24,772 5,299 1,913 NEVW HAMPSH(RE — 1,715,729 Civil Defense 958,315
NEW JERSEY 25,000 1,148,400 650,000 150,000 15,000 1,083,377 NEW JERSEY 5. 158,058 158,821
NEW MEXICO 118,841 36,754 56,152 47,825 | 11.422 11,194 10,820 TRtV 14,617,804
NEW YORIK 187,276 20,162 |- 341,943 93,499 200,955 171,500 Givil Defense 5,607
NEW YORK 781,812 '
OREGON OR '
EGON 1,060,013 378,738
PENNSYLVANIA 766,644 72,836 80,000 1,512,133 604,914 44,400 .
RHODE 15LAND PENNSYLVANIA 1,811,286 2,145.746
HHODE ISLAND
VERMONT 21,000 99,272 | _12.222 28,500 VERMONT
VIFGINIA 41,242 86,144 I 189,200 | 2,238 | 17,399 75,000 S 362,568 124,600 Coast Guard 85,391
WEST VIRGINIA 16,000 25,544 172,000 1,487,033 297,834
- WEST VIRGINIA 819,518
DEPARTMENT OF 1
LAW ENFORCEMENT . DEPARTMENT OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT
ELORIDA 608,764 | 311,111 532,666 | 1,030,800 748,422
FLORIDA 3,815,385
CANADA
ON::HIO CANADA
e ONTARIO
EBEC QUEBEC

FEEC




RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA
Il. STATE/PROVINCIAL AID PROGRAMS i, STATE/PROVINCIAL AID PRAOGRAMS V. POLICE EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS
) 4
A. Slate/Province Aid Program to Local B. Chain of Command for . B. Chain ot Command for C. Funds Distribution A.Per- | B,Law | C. Empl H
Law Enforcement Agencies Aid Program Ald Program System mitted | Permits | Orgfn:lyz:ison e
by Labor
Law |-Union
1. Yaar 2. State: Province Expen- 1. Highest Executive 2. Next Command 3. Next Command 4. Next 5. Operational TYPE
jmpla- diture In: ) Level Level : Comnmand Level
mented Level NA-
1973 1976 | e imateg | GOVERANOR ExECUTIVE Union | ©OP [ FeA
HIGHWAY PATROLS HIGHWAY PATROLS
ALABAMA : [ ALABAMA ves | ves |ves ves
ARIZONA ARIZONA Yes | Ves T vEs e
CALIFORRIA YES 1860 12,356,648 111,512,325} 10,623,564 YES Comm. on Peace Offrs. Stds. & Training Executive Director . CALIFORNIA Bureau Chief Funds fromassess. on fines. Oist. by Com, on application YES YES | YES
COLORADO SaLoRsne YES | YES |vEs| YEs
FLORIDA | YES | - 1972 3,265 3,587 5,500 YES Fla. Comm. on Police Stds. & Trng. & Exscutive Director of Dept, of Criminal Law Enforce. FLORIDA Div. of Standards & Tralning Formula sys.; toind. offrs. basedon training & educa. YES Yes | yes YES
GEOHGIA _ : - SEomaiA YES | YES | YES
IoWA 4 10WA e e
Ralilhi RANSAS ves | vEs )
MINNESOTA | I MINNESOTA vEs ves Tvesd
MISSISSIPP) MISSISSIPPI Yes T Vs
MISSOURI -  MISSOURI ~ =
MONTANA MONTANA ves | ves | ves
NEBRASKA NEBRASKA YES | VES | vES
NEVADA 8 NEVADA . YES | YEs | vEs
NORTH CAROLINA YES 1971 2,245,000 1,405,000] 1,880,000 Attarney General Director of Training Coureil Department Director ’ NORTH CAROLINA Ttaining Councit Stalt YES N
NORTH DAKOTA NORTH DAKOTA YES | VEs
oHio oo YES | vES ‘
OKLAHOMA YES 1968 41,055 42,477 85,075 Law Enforce. Council OKLAHOMA Law Enforcement Council Pay room/board for officers in training YES YES
SOUTH CAROLINA SOUTH CAROLINA -
SOUTHDAKGTA | «+ S0UTH DAKOTA - YEs | YES | ves »
TENNESSEE 1 TENNESSEE - ves ves e T
TEXAS YES 1969 25,000 35,000 50,000 YES Office of Traffic Safety 0Ts~Reg. Adminis. TEXAS - | Cityorstate Pol. Agen. Throygk training grants T YES YES | YES )
UTAH ' oo ves | ves
WASHINGTON | WASHINGTON —— e T ver
WISCONSIN ~|oves 1974 758,675| 2,261,625| © YES Dept: of Revenue HISCONSIN Div.ofLocal & Slate Finance | Based on indexed crime or cost formula Yes | YES | vEs| vEs
WYOMING © o dvoming T T  es | ves !
STATE POLICE ; STATE POLICE ‘
ALASKA ALASKA ves | ves | ves i
ARKANSAS ARKANSAS IR '
CONNECTICUT | CONNECTIGUT B | S B e
TELAWARE | | ves | 1e89 400,000| 400000] 850,000)  YES Executlve Ditactar DELAWARE Appiicant Agency o i o oyt aqensy - ot ves | vertoar }
10AHO IDAHO — e ZEe _JYES 5
TLLINOIS ves | 1g68 2.803,200| 2800000 2,808,146 [ _ vES Training Board Executive Director ILLINOIS Assist. Executive OIr. | Police Training Specialist | Paysexpenses & tuilian, Gily or oty. pay sludents salanes ||~ ves | ves [ves] *‘;’gg S A
NDIANA | - Doiana ves | ves Jves “F*“fggg“
KENTUCKY YES 1972 1,196,861 | 3,567,075] 4,105,789 YES Secretary of Justice Crime Comm. Adminis.  KENTUCKY Dir. of Ky. La Enforcement Foundation Fund (KLEFRF) | Dir. KLEFPF dist. Fed.& State Funda, 15 [rusp—— Ve R ~~~-~‘Lﬁ.— ——
LOUJSIANA YES YES . 1 LOUISIANA e v Toes N
MAINE YES 1973 MAINE ves T vEs Tvesl™ '*%W
MARYLAND YES 1968 25,674,558 | 24,776,449 | 25,500,000 Supt. of State Police Chief P.R.1.D, MARYLAND Finance Division Farm. based on population density, tax base, police expend. YES YES YES YES |
MASSACHUSETTS YES Commissioner Superintendent Major MASSACHUSETTS Troop Cammander Special Tactical Operations Program YES YES YES %
MICHIGAN ) MICHIGAN YES YES | YES
NEW HAMPSHIRE ©* NEW HAMPSHIRE ~ SR, e
NEW JERSEY YES YES Altomey General Gov. Body ot Municipal, NEW JERSEY Police Director Chiet of Police YES
NEW MEXICO ~ " NEwuExico ves T ves
. 4] -
. T - ' e e v e
i YES YES
PENNSYLVANIA YES 1974 500,000 | commission . [PENNSYLVANIA Bureau of Training & Educa. T ves 1 ves Toes ves
RHODE ISLAND :BHoDE IstanD vEs ves vEs
VERMONT \ ; JERuONY ‘ ves | ves | ves i
VIRGINIA YES | 1e72 Dept. of Education o ViRainia Virginla Colleges Golleges distribule 1o persons envolied Yes | vEs | F :
WEST VIRGINIA YES 1968 - WEST VIRGINIA . Gov. Com. on Crimie, Delin.& Cort. | Through commitiee grants ’—:(hgskw_ ‘Y:ZS YE;N
DEPARTMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT LAW ENFORCEMENT .
FLORIDA FLORIDA - : ‘ g
CANADA : : 2 CANADA :
ONTARIC o ONTARIO. YES YES
GUEBES i .. Quesec s o
10 11
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RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA
SLATIVE DATA
RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGI
IV. POLICE EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS V. ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS
V. POLICE EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS ) N .
F. Recognized as Collective A, Active B, Laws Emphasize C. State/Province
i E, Membership Limited by Rank Bargaining Agent Enforce- Statute on
C.Employees | D Membership includes ment of Vehicle
Have . Antl Exhaust
Organization F 1— Pollution Emission
s 1. Separate 2. Departmental Laws 1, Air 2. Water 3. Other
TYPE 1. Agency | 2. Other. | 3.Sworm | 4. Other | 5. Govt.& ¥ 1 YES. specify Contracts Representative Potlution Polution
Only Police Only Govt. Non-Govt for Different for Collective
Em- Em- Ranks Bargaining
LOCAL | OTHER ployeas ;- playees |
HIGHWAY PATROLS
ALABAMA YEs Yes YES YES
HIGHWAY PATROLS vES © - ARizonA YES YES YES
ALABAMA YES ’ { ,
YES CALIFORNIA YES YES YES Noise YES
ARIZONA YES YES — ——
e ves ves COLORADO YES YES YES Noise YES
C‘”“-":\H%A FLORIDA YES YES Professional Agent YES YES YES . YES
COLORAD! h h Lisutenants 8
- YES | Troopers throug GEORGIA A_‘___{ YES YES YES YES
YES
FLS:;: — V— Vs YES 1OWA YES YES YES Solid waste YES
GE = oS 7Es KANSAS B YES YES YES . YES
1o8A MINNESGTA YES YES Chief of State Patrol YES YES Noise . YES
KANSAS = e Ves YES.inone | Caplains & atove MISSISSIPRE VES YES YES YES
v L YES
MINNESOTA MISSOURI YES YES YES
MISSISSIPP) MONTANA YES YES YES YES
MISSOUR YES. YES Troopers only NEBHASKA YES YES YES YES
MONTANA YES YES | Traopers only NEVADA YES YES YEs YES
NEBRASKA YES YES YES ~ 4~
- = \ NORTH GAROLINA YES YES YES YES
NEVADA ES NORTH DAKOTA
NORTH CAROLINA OHID YES YES YES
NORTH DAKOTA OKLAHOMA YES YES YES
oHio e = VEs YES Line officers anly SOUTH CAROLINA YES YES YES
OKLAHOMA SOUTH DAKQTA | vEs YES YES
SOUTH CAROLINA — o i B TENNESSEE YES YES YES YES
SOUTH DAKOTA :Ez o vEs ves YES TEXAS YES YES YES Anti-littering YES
s : YES, inone YES YES, inone | Captain & below UTAH YES YES YES [ : YES
TEXAS YES2 : WASHINGTON YES YES
UTAH #ISCONSIN YES Director of Enforcament Il ves vES YES | Natural resources
WASHINGTON - = ves V- T Ves
WISCONSIN YES
WYOMING STATE POLICE
] T ALASKA YES YES YES YES YES
STATE POLICE vES ARKANSAS YES YES YES YES
ALASKA YES CONNECTICUT
ARKANSAS " DELAWARE YES Corporal Chairman~Bargaining Gomm, YES YES YES o
CONNEGTICUT - = v ' IDAHOD YES YES YES Air YES &
DELAWARE YES Yes -~ JLLINOIS YES YES YES
IDAHD z:s v YES INDIANA YES YES YES Reluse disposal YES
iLLiNOts v KENTUCKY YES YES YES Naise YES
INDIANA YES . LOUISIANA YES Superinendent YES
KENTUCKY . vee - . MAINE YES YES YES YES
LIUSIANA YES YES YES YES Troopers and sergeants MARYLAND YES YES YES ;,
MAINE YES Tea “ES : . MASSACHUSETTS | YES Designae of Sec, of Pub, Satety YES YES YES Noise, tand YES -
MARYLAND YES — Ve , YES | Troaper — Stafl Sergeant " MIcHGAN YES YES YES YES i
e \\;Ez YES, inons | YES,inone } YES,inone | YES,inane | YES,inone YES Troopers and Sergeants, in one - NEWHAMPSHIRE YES YES YES YES
MICHIGAN Es \;es : NEW JERSEY YES YES Administrative Officer YES YES YES YES
NEWHAMPSHIRE | YE — YES | Trooper— Det. Sgt. First Glass < NEWMEXICO VES YES YES
NEW JERSEY YES YES e  NEW YORK YES YES Assistant Deputy Supt. YES YES YES Noise YES
tigators in othe
e s YES, Inone YES,Inone YES | Lleytenants & Capts. In one, Sergeants & Investigato ~ OREGON ~ YES VES ves Litter __vEs
NEW YORK YE : PENNSYLVANIA YES Selected arbitrator YES YES
OREGON ves ves " . RHODE ISLAND YES YES YES YES YES
PENNSYLVANIA VERMONT YES YES YES
RHQDE ISLAND YES YES :
oo YES YES All below Major L5 VIRGINIA YES YES YES YES
VERMONT YES = o i WEST VIRGINIA ~ YES YES YES Strib mine reclamation
VIRGINIA x =
B DEPARTMENT QF L
WEST VIRGINIA , %
. LAW ENFORCEMENT ; :
DEPARTMENT OF : . FLORIDA
LAW ENFORCEMENT -
FLORIDA - - Canaoa
ONTARIQ YES Comm. of Sepior Executives YES YES YES YES
CAHADA . YES YES Up 10 Sergeant Major s Quesec YES Employse Relations Dept,
ONTARID YES 7 YES YES Up to Sergeant
QUEBEG YES - YES :
; 13
12
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RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

V, ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAMS

RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

Vi, VEHICLE COBE

. E. Agent: F. L.aw Most Difficult
° g:zal::t/::?\vmce ngpozSIble To Enforce A gz:zzl!y & #:‘;;?;:]Ticket “ :osi:“s - Lmetled B+ Types of Evidentlary
Motor Vehicle tor Vehicle of Laws to ystem for Consent Law Tests Permitied
toise Poliution Uniform g;la::‘l:ers
Emission Enforcement 1. Estabiishment ot 2. Enforcement hy: 1. Reason ‘C/::LC'E 1. Mandatory for: ;
Enforcement : 1. 2.
Criteria by: vISUAL '| TESTING Blood Breath Emne glher
INSPEC- INSTRU- Youa OTHER
TION MENTS AGENGY | POLIGE
HIGHWAY PATROLS HIGHWAY PATROLS
ALABAMA YES YES ALABAMA vES ves
ARIZONA YES ‘State Health Dept. State Health Dept. YES : _ : AR} ZONA YES vES Ve vEs e YES YES YES
CALIFORNIA YES Highway Paltrol Air Resources Board YES YES Air Limited tes! squipment CALIFORNIA VEs VEs ves ves R ﬁS YES YES YES
COLORADD ves Police: Stale Health Dept, | State Health Dept. vES COLORADO YES vEs ves vEs ;E: YES YES YES
FLORIDA YES Highway Patrol £.H.P, with Dept. Pallution Gontrol YES Exhaust Emiss. Cont.equip. not depend. FLORIDA YES TEs Vs ves v YES YES YES Tissue
GEORGIA State Patro! Human Resources YES YES Alr Vague statute; few test devices GEORGIA YEs Ves TEs oS v YES YES YES
owa YES All vehicle enforce. agencies | DPS: Dept, Environmental Quality YES Noise Officers’ tolerance differ TOWA YEs Vs o ves e YES YES YES YES
KANSAS YES Palice o YES Alr Vague law, no standards KANSAS vee 7Es ves :EZ YES YES YES ©
MINNESOTA YES State Pollytion Cont: Ag., Police | State Pollution Control Agency YES YES MINNESOTA YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES Sativa
MISSISSIPFI YES Dept. of Public Safaty Dept. of Public Safety YES MISSISSIPP] YES YES ves ves s YES YES YES
MISSOURI YES YES MISSOURI YES YES YES YES YES YES :zs YES YES
MONTANA __ MONTANA YES YES vEs Ves ves S i YES YES Saliva
NEBRASKA YES Environmental Control Com. | Environmental Controt Commission YES Exhaust No test equipment NEBRASKA YES ves vEs vEs e YES : YES YES
NEVADA YES Dept. of Motor Vehicles DMV & Dept. of Environ. Health YES YES Exhaust, noise | Court appeals NEVADA vEs — YES YES YES YES
NORTH CAROLINA Highway Patrot Dept. of Natural & Econom. Resources|  YES Water NORTH CAROLINA vEs ves ves = ves :z: YES YES YES
NORTH DAKOTA NORTH DAKOTA YES JES e s :Z: YES YES
oHIO Ohio Eaviron. Protection Agency YES : CHIO YES YES YES YES YES YES YES vES
OKLAHOMA State Heatth Dept. State Health Dept. Alr OKLAHOMA YES YES YES YES vEs s YES YES ves |
SOUTH CAROLINA YES Dept. of Envirgn. Control Dapt. of Environmental Control SOUTH CAROLINA ves VES vEs ves vee o= YES YES
SQUTH DAKOTA SOUTH DAKOTA vEs YES o YES
TENNESSEE YES Law Enforcement Agencles | Legislature YES Bothequal, due o court attitude TENNESSEE YEs YES YES _YES YES
TEXAS YES Motor Veh. Inspection Progr. | Department of Public Safety YES TEXAS YES YES YES YES YES
UTAH YES All police Legislature YES UTAH YES ' YES YES YES YES
WASHINGTON YES State Patrol State Patrol YES Exhaust No reliable detecting devices WASHINGTON YES YES YES i YES :i: :E: YES YES YES
WISCONSIN_ Dept. of Natural Resources YES Air No stds. or measurlng devices WISCONSIN YES YES YES YES YES E YES YES YES |
WYOMING YES Highway Patrol Environmental quality YES Pollution Na stds. or measuring devices WYOMING YES YES YES o i: :: :ES YES |
S ' }
STATE POLICE STATE POLICE . YES %
ALASKA YES Dept. Enviconmental Gonserv.| Dept. of Piblic Safety YES ALASKA YES YES YES YES YES YES YES P
mrﬁﬁ#m YES Any Police Agency Dept. of Pallution Cont. & Ecology YES ARKANSAS YES YES ves —. - ves e YES i
CONNECTIGUT - CONNECTICUT YES i YES YES
‘DELAWARE DELAWARE YES YES YES YES YES YES VES
LQ_AL(Q’_ YES ‘Air Pollution & Cont. Comm. | Dept. of Law Enforcement YES Exhaust Difficuit 1o defect IDAHO YES vES -1 vEs vEs VEs - s v YES H‘Mm\v{‘ss :
ILLINOIS R LLINOIS Es YES YES YES YES Yes 2BoE YES | Salva
INDIANA YES Al taw enforcement agencies| Individual officer's discretion YES YES Noise No smat! inexp. decimeter avail, INDIANA YES ves Jes ves ves e T YES R L
KENTUCKY - YES Dept. Nat. Resrs. & Envir. Pro. Dept. Nat. Resources & Envir. Protec. YES YES Noise No. stds. have been devel. yet KENTUCKY YES YES YES S YES YES YES _4' Tigsue
LOUISIANA T yEs YES ' LOUISIANA TES YES YES. i YEs .
MAINE All state enforcement Sec. ol Stafe, Legisiature YES MAINE ves " :{’Ez YES YES YES
MARYLAND YES State Police State Police YES YES Exhaust Statute requires Ringlemann meth. : MARYLAND YES YES YES YES ves vis YES YES ; ;
MASSACHUSETTS YES Reg. of MotorVeh. & Potice | Off. of Enviren. Atfrs,Mass.Gen,Cl. YES ., MASSACHUSETTS YES YES YES ves YES YES J,W_YE_S_,_M, R
MICHIGAN YES None ) Legisiation pending YES Exhaust, noise | Vague statutes © MICHIGAN YES VES vEs vEs e YES 1 { e
NEW HAMPSHIRE YES Health Dept. Health Dept. . YES VEs | Noise Lack of sufficient equipment © NEW HAMPSHIRE YES YES e LYES L vES L L
NEW JERSEY YES Police agencies Div. Environ. Qual. & Comm. Env. Pro, YES vES | Nolse ‘i NEW JERSEY Ves v s = = ii: YES | YES vEs
NEW MEXICO State Enviraamental Protection Agency ¢ NEWMEXICO YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
NEW YORK YES Doept, Envison, Conserv. & Police | Legislature, Dept. Envim. Conserv, OMV YES YES Noise, air Lack of standards NEW YORK VES ves vES s Ve :ig YES YES -
OREGON . ) YES Envitan. Quality Co ion | Envin tat Quality Commission YES YES Exhaust Negative acceptance by courls OREGON vES Tes vEs = v YES 2l YES YES o
PENNSYLVANIA YES All Police Dept. of Transportation YES YES ‘ PENNSYLVANIA YES YES YES YES YES :EES YES YES
RHODE ISLAND YES All Police Legislature YES Exhaust Requires subjective opinion RHODE 1SLAND YES YES YES YES YES s YES YES
vemioht L ; - VERWONT ves Ves e ves YES vEs
X.‘.‘iﬂ‘l'lﬁ,MH ] __er_sL N Sl;te Police Statutory YES ;  VIRGINA YES Yes ves Tes vee — S YES
WEST VIRGINIA YES State Police Stale Palice YES Water Extensive industry WEST VIRGINIA ves ¥Es ves vee v :z: :i:
DEPARTMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT LAW ENFORCEMENT
FLORIDA FLORIDA
CANADA CANADA
ONTARIQ Mintsiry of Envivon, Prov. Police| Ministry of the Environment YES &T@EM ves ves vEs vEs vis
QUEBEC ' Dept. of Transport QUEBEC vEs vEs o ::: :;3 R YES
14 15




RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

Vi. VEHICLE CODE

RELATED EXECUTIVE, JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE DATA

VI, VERICLE CODE

F. Two Levels of Offenses for lntoxicated Drivers G. One Level of Offense for Intoxicated Drivers H. s‘?ggfc::‘fl:cno; Qif,ff'e‘i'yﬁivﬁﬂisv:,ﬂf:;" Which Neither
1. The Lesser Biood 2 The Mora Serious * Eudencs Estamisnes: 1. Blood Alcaho) 2. The Blood Alcohol Range 1s:
Alcohol Offense Blood Alcohot Offense Level |s: Evidence Establishes:
s: QOffense |Is: From To
| v | ou RN | curgsoue A T B T e
AT OVER a - GUILT LIMIT STATUTE) AT ABOVE %o AT BELOW %
HIGHWAY PATROLS
HIGHWAY PATROLS ALABAMA YES YES 10 YES, at .10% YES YES .05 Yes 10
ALABAMA ARIZONA YES YES 10 YES YES YES .05 ) YES 10
ARIZONA R CALIFORNIA YES YES 10 YES YES YES .05 YES 10
CALIFORNIA = rorry 10 YES COLORADO
COLORADO YES YES : FLORIDA YES YES 10 YES YES YES YES .05 YES 10
FLORIDA GEORGIA YES 10 YES YES YES 05
GEORGIA JOWA YES YES 10 YES . i
IOWA KANSAS YES YES .10 YES T
KANSAS MINNESOTA YES .10 YES ”
MINNESOTA s ves 15 YES MISSISSIPPI
MISSISSIPP YES YES - 3 MISSOURI YES .05 and 10 YES, at .05% | YES, at .10%
MISSOURS MONTANA YES YES .10 YES YES YES .05 YES .10
MONTANA NEBRASKA YES YES 10 YES
NEBRASKA NEVADA YES YES 10 YES YES YES 05 YES 09
NEVADA NORTH CAROLINA YES YES 10 YES
NORTH CAROLINA NORTH DAKOTA YES YES .10 YES YES YES .05 YES 10
NORTH DAKOTA OHID YES YES RD) YES YES veg .05 YES A0
OHIO " = VEs 0 YES OKLAHOMA
OKLAHOMA YES YES . SOUTH GAROLINA YES YES 10 YES YES YES .05 YES RT
SOUTH CAROLINA " SOUTH DAKOTA YES YES 10 YES YES YES .05 YES 10
SOUTH DAKOTA TENNESSEE YES YES A0 YES
TENNESSEE TEXAS YES YES 10 YES
TEXAS UTAH YES YES .08 YES YES Below .08
UTAH WASHINGTOW YES YES A0 YES YES ves | I s YES 10
WASHINGTON iSCONSIN YES YES A0 YES YES YES .05 YES .10
WISCONSIN YOMING YES YES 10 YES YES YES .05 YES 10
WYOMING
STATE POLICE
STATE POLICE YES ALASKA YES
ALASKA ARKANSAS YES YES 10 YES YES YES YES .05 YES 10
ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT "
CONNECTICUT DELAWARE YES YES 10 YES B
DELAWARE 1DAHO
IDAHO ILLINOIS YES YES .10 YES YES YES .05 YES 10
ILLINOIS INDIANA YES YES 10 YES YES YES 05 | ves 10 o
INDIANA KENTUCKY YES YES 10 YES YES YES .05 REE .10 :
KENTUCKY LOUISIANA YES YES 10 YES |
LOUISIANA MAINE YES 10 YES
MAINE = VEs s YES MARYLAND YES YEﬁ 06 YES 10
MARYLAND YES YES - MASSACHUSETTS YES YES 10 YES YES T VEs 05 YES A0
MASSACHUSETTS p vEs 10 YES MICHIGAN
MICHIGAN YES YES : NEW HAMPSHIRE YES YEs 10 YES YES T
NEW HAMPSHIRE n YES 15 YES NEW JERSEY
NEW JERSEY YES YES : NEW MEXICO YES YES 10 YES YES YES 05 YES 10
NEW MEXICQ % VES 10 YES, for lesser leve! YES, for higher level NEW YORK
NEW YORK YES YES : o YES RE] YES, for lesser level | YES, for higher level OREGON YES YES .05 i YES 10
OREGON YES YES 1 PENNSYLVANIA YES YES .05 YES R b
PENNSYLVANIA RHODE ISLAND YES YES A0 YES YES YES 05 YES .10 i
RHODE 1SLAND i VERMONT YES YES .10 : YES YES YES 05 YES -10
VERMONT . VIRGINIA YES YES .10 YES YES .05 YES .10 .
VIRGINIA i VEST VIRGINIA YES YES .10 YES
WEST VIRGINIA
- DEPARTMENT oF
DEPARTMENT OF . LAW ENFORCEMENT »
LAW ENFORCEMENT FLORIDA, i
FLORIDA ’
CANADA H
CANALIA ONTARIO YER YES .08 YES
ONTARIO QUEBEC YES .08 YES
QUEBEC :
16 17 , o
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VI. VEHICLE CODE

Vi. VEHICLE CODE i
K. Pre-Arrest Testing of Suspected intoxicated Drivers ‘
t, Sobriety ls Presumed when Blood J. To Effect Valid DWI Arrest, Officer
Afcohol Evidence Is at and/or
Below Certain Leve} 1 E::m 2- Suspect {5 Under Compulsion To Submit 3. Ofticer May Request
1. Must 2. Must Have 3.Need Only 4. Other Test R Pre-Arrest Test after:
Observe Observed Have Statute It YES, compuision is by:
Offense g;':e":tem ::‘]‘_‘Z‘:,‘; To ADMINISTRATIVE PENALTY
Accident Oftense ) ggmﬁb . OTHER a ;gﬂ\f,ﬂe':zf: of b. Commissicn of
AT BELOW 2 Cases Commitled 352&%@ OTHER violation 3:\3‘:‘\?::19
HIGHWAY PATROLS
HIGHWAY PATROLS S ALAGAMA
ALABAMA YES YES 05 YES . ARIZONA ; — e
ARIZONA . YES YES 05 YES, if violation is involved | Citation only YES CALTFORNTA S S N T —
CALIFORNIA T ves YES 08 YES : COLORADO YES . - S NS —
COLORADD | _YES YES YES FLORIDA YES in 78 B et - it e YES
FLorina | ves YES 05 YES . GEORGIA SR B T et UL ST
GEORGIA Yes T R N R e B B e SN S .
TGWA T NEs YES | 10 e YES S KANSAS [ —w«!-*--%mﬁwmw*%w ........ SO
KANSAS YES YES .10 _ YES MINNESOTA YES ) T b o
MINNESOTA YES YES 05 YES 0 MISSISSIPRY YES YES ves T R e R -
HISSISSIPP _— v YES MISSCURI ] SN ( R o SV 1 SN O
MISSOURI YES 05 YES MONTANA - 1 S
MONTANA YES YES 05 YES . NEBRASKA YES YES YES YES "f - e u——
NEBRASKA YES NEVADA I e B T RSOV . i N B o _~
NEVADA YES YES 05 e o YES L : NORTH CAROLINA. | wge 1 e e S S
NORTH GAROLINA YES NORTH DAKOTA YES YES YEs i
NORTH DAKOTA YES YES o 05 3 YES . oo Y S SENNCHE e -
oHIO YES YES 05 YES e CKLAHOMA T e KIS N o
OKLAHOMA YES YES .05 ... YES SOUTH CAROLINA | 5——»—-”—”—-_‘*»_&“*,‘*&,**‘”_% S
'SOUTH CAROLINA YES YES -05 YES ] - SOUTH DAKQTA | B T N
SOUTH DAKOTA YES YES : .05 YES | TENNESSEE 7
TENNESSEE YES YES 0 N . YES ) : TEXAS B - 4 S ST S S
TEXAS B Y JES ' UTAH i
UTAH YES - B — WASHINGTON
WASHINGTON YES o 05 ves . — S S S WISCONSIN
WISCONSIN YES ves | .8 i L YRS L 7 VYOMING —et S N S
WYOMING YES YES 5 YES : =t
. STATE POLICE i
STATE POLICE . ALASKA ‘
ALASKA YES, when over25mi_frommagistrate ‘ “ARKANSAS s e UM SRS S
ARKANSAS | YES ves | .05 xes L e  ComneeTicut |
cONNECTICUT | - I . DELAWARE
DELAWARE | 1 o _YES . ;Ano
loAHD N - YES o YES - ©iLLiNOIS
ILLINOIS vES YES 05 YES | . v T INDIANA
INDIANA ves | yes [ 05 e YES SONEEDE S {1 RENTUCKY
KENTUCKY YES YES 05 YES » 0 LOUISIANA
LOUISIANA . e e 0 MAINE
MAINE 1 ves YES 05 YES ; e _ - MARYLAND
MARYLAND YES YES 08 e YES : i MASSACHUSETTS
MASSACHUSETTS YES YES .05 YES S MICHIGAN
MICHIGAN YES YES 07 YES ! NEWHAMPSHIRE
NEW HAMPSHIRE YES B YES U NEW JERSEY
NEW JERSEY YES YES 058 YES ©7 NEWMEXICO
NEW MEXICO YES YES 05 YES NEV YORK
MEW YORK - YES YES .05 ’ YES OREGON T
OREGON : YES YES .05 PENNSYLVANIA
FENNSYLVANIA YES YES 05 YES RHODE ISLAND T
RHODE ISLAND YES VERMONT YES YES YEs
VERMONT YES YES 05 May require test with repson 10 believe Owl YIRGINIA vEs . re‘;;;;; oot (es‘\..._‘-ww_,w i
VIRGINIA YES YES 0 TES - 171 WEST VIRGINIA Yes YES T ves T
WEST VIRGINIA YES , o
% DEPARTMENT OF
DEPARTMENT QF <1 o LAWENFORCEMENT
LAW ENFORCEMENT i FLORIDA
FLORIDA CANADA
CANADA ONTARIO
ONTARIO YES QUEBEG vEs Vs Vs por=s e S S S S
OUEBEC YES YES 08
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Vi. VEHICLE CODE

K. Pre-Arrest Testing of Suspec'ed Intoxicaled Drivets

a

L. Motor Vehicle Inspection Law

3. Officer May Request 4.Drivingor | 5. Officer Must 6. Testing Devices Must 6. Test Davi St 2o
Pre-ArrestyTes? after: Operation Observe Driving/ Be Approved est Devices Mus! 2 approved 1. Type of Program
Must Have Operation : J
Been on Except for - Types Approved | |
Public Accident a. Approved by: a. Mandatory | b Random c. Other
¢. Reason d. Accident Involvement ; " g ; I I Periodic
! Highway Involvemen! CRYSTAL |
toBelieve coLo | ELECTRONIG |
Presence A | ROADSIBE | OTHER ]
QUALIFICATIONS CHANGE | | !
of Alcohol [ | j
HIGHWAY PATROLS HIGHWAY PATROLS ; !
ALABAMA ALABAMA | |
ARIZONA ARIZONA : i ——

; ' e
CALIFORA YES YES Department of Health CALIFORNIA ; : YES Schoot byses anty - | YES -
COLORADO — " COLORADO i YES : Gas chromatograph. drunkometers YES YES !

FLORIDA YES YES YES Division of Healt FLOAIDA T vES T vES vEs ¥
GEORGIA GEORGIA | o vEs e

iy IOWA ! - ; !

10W, ; YES 1" when soia
KANSAS - KANSAS ‘ =y B BT v
MINNESOTA YES YES Reason fo believe alcohol involved Anywhere YES YES Commissioner of Public Safety T\'JNNESOTA ves ; ves e B vhren sold or translerred
NISSISSIPPI YES YES YES implied Consent Bureau PP~ vEs ~-- e . YES . -

YRS - YES i H

MISSOURI MISSOJRI ves ves s .

MONTANA MCNTANA - : .
) YES YES :

NEBRASKA YES YES | YES Health Department EBRATA vEs s = ; e
NEVADA NEVADA
NORTH CAROLINA YES YES YES Dept: of Human Resources NCRTH CAROLINA Under study - vEs YES — B
NORTH DAKOTA YES YES YES State Toxlcalogist NCRTH DAKOTA YES i v
o oI ‘ i YES ‘ YES
OKLAHOMA OKLAHOMA JEs ves ¢
SOUTH CAROLIMA SOUTH TARCLINA - T “YEs YEs
SOUTH DAKQTA SOUTH DAKOTA . B Vs ves
TENNESSEE - TENNESSEE B T T

YES Depariment of Public Safety TEXAS ves -— e ves Yg"
UTAH - ] R
YES YES )
# YES YES LASHING TON YES T Vs

WYOMING S — vEs e
STATE POLICE STATE POLiCE

ALASKA ALASKA YES YES
AHKANSAS YES ARKANSAS B — S— e
CONMECTICUT SNNECTIOUT B B - - .

— . ~ .
YES Es .

paHC | YES

HLLINOIS — -

INDIANA T YES - YES YES YES indiana School of Medicine YES
[TRAANA . - Yes

KENTUGKY + ves SN S e

LOUISIA YES YES YES YEE i

MAINE YES Anywhere YES Health & Welfare Department U it
ki, YES

MARYLAND ) e

MASSACHUSETTS S . boen transter

MICHIGAN o - " ;

NE HAMPSHIRE I o S

6 - S i

NEW JERSEY } T e -

Rl ! 3

NEW MEXICC ves

NEW YORK . YES YES YES =
OREGON S - e
OREGON B .
PENNSY LVANIA
ko - YES ‘
¥
YES YES Y:
VIRGINIA YES YES eust be suspected of violating DWi YES Board of Health = — = h
- A - YES YE
WEST VIAGINIA YES YES YES YES YES Department of Health WEST VIFGINIA - e e i
DEPARTMENT OF DEPARTMENT OF
LAW ENFORCEMENT LAW ENFORCEMENT |
1
FLORIDA FLCRIDA i i
CANADA CANADA L :
ONTARIQ ENTARID | ! veis ;
QUEBEC YES YES Reasn to believe presence of alcoho! YES YES Medico-Legal Institute CUEl;EE' T RS — ; : 8. | vES
i Borxenstein YES YES j
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yl. VEHICLE CODE

M. Driver Licensing

2. Your Agency ‘1 3. your Agency 1. Your Agency Responsible for 2. Minimum i o
i Resrensnte . l Administration of Driver Age for 3 “J_‘?z:"'s'e 4. Periodic Re-
tor Supervisior | i Licensing Program License icenses Examination
1 Progrant { Brogram a. Tot \ b Swarn i c©. Civitian ' Issued Required
of Prograr of Froara Agency Personne! i Personnel gtlhout
Personnel Agsigned Assigned a. Total b, Sworn ¢. Civilian E;Wer OBTAINED AT
Assigned : | Personnel |  Personnel| Personne! uCa- .} L OWER AGE MINTMUM
: ! Assigned Assigned | ~ Agsigned tion WITH DE A PERIOD IN YEARS
| ; COURSE
, ‘
” T T
HIGHWAY PATROLS { “ ; HIGHWAY PATROLS
A | ; | ALABAMA YES 231 59 132 16 ves 15
T ” ! ARIZONA pro v -
283 ! 132 - 141 CALIFORNIA T P - o ” vEs ey
f I COLORADO 0
, J. 16 YES YES 3
83 - hi : L FEOR'GDQ 18 YES vES 15 YES 4
! el ! 8 GEORGI YES
49 