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" LIST OF. ABBREVIATIONS' AND DEFINITIONS

Abbreviation
or Term

DUT
CDUI Project or CDUI
BAC

ASAP

NHTSA

A/R

DMV .

Follow-up Interviews

LAI

Letter Monitoring

Exposure Time

Explanation

’DriVihgﬁUnder the Influence of Alcohol

or Alcohol and Drugs

Compréhensive Driving Under the
Influence of Alcohol Offender Treatment

- Demonstration PrOJect

Blood Alcohol'Content

' Alcohol Séfety Action-Project

National nghway Trafflc Satety
Administration

Alcohol Related

California Department of Motor
Vehicles

A series of three in-depth personal
interviews administered prior to
entering treatment and again at 10
months and 20 months from the initial
interview, used to assess life changes

-resulting from the treatment inter-

ventions.

Life Act1v1t1es Inventory, the
follow-up interview protocol and

- questionnaires.

xXvi

An experimental procedure in which

clients were mailed letters on quarterly

basis to’ periodically remind them that : -
they were on informal probation for

two years. . . ‘

The length of time between the date of
random assignment to one of the treat-
ment conditions and the date of the
latest DMV records search. This is the
period of time during which clients
were exposed to the rlsk of rearrest

or accident involvement ‘and. durlng
which such outcome measures could be
officially recorded.



LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS AND DEFINITIONS
(Cont'd ) -

Abbreviation

or Term- : ' Explanation

Survival Rate The proportion of clients for-whom
' outcome events (violations, accidents,
etc.) were not detected during a:
" specific exposure time period. The
converse of rearrest and accident - rates.

Statistically Significant A difference between treatment groups
Difference - on an outcome measure (e.g.; DUI =~
survival rate) that was unlikely to
have resulted from pure chance. In
the present study any difference that
could be obtained by chance only ten
or fewer times out of 100 was con-
sidered statistically significant. -

First Offender DUI . - A person with only one officially
S : recorded -conviction for Driving Under
the Influence of Alcohol.

Multiple Offender DUI ' A person with two .or more officially
' recorded convictions for Driving
Under the Influence of Alcohol

Reckless Driving Offense The most common charge redugtlon from
DUI. It was standard practice for
Sacramento Municipal Court to reduce
low BAC cases (.12 or less) to
reckless driving.

SB 38 ~ California State Senate Bill No. 38,
. : the legislation ‘which permitted
multiple DUT offenders to participate
in alcohol treatment programs in licu
of licensc suspension. :

PCPS : : Post-Conviction Presentence, a special
court referral procedure used by
Sacramento Municipal Court for multiple
DUI offenders with only one prior DUI
conviction. The procedure involved
accepting a guilty plea to DUL but
postponing sentencing for 13 months.
If the client successfully completed:
treatment during this period the
-charge was reduced to reckless driving.
‘“Inadequate participation resulted in
! “sentencing on the orlglnal charge of
s DUI

Sxviis
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS AND DEFINITIONS
(Cont'd.) -

Abbreviation :
or Term

Control Group

~ Home Study

In—Clase Education

Non-Volunteer Sample

Social Drinker

Severe Problem Drinker

Mid-Range Problem Drinker

xviii

“Exglanation

DUI offender clients randomly assigned

~to a.no-treatment condition, i.e.,

they were not required to attend
education or counseling. programs.

A self-study, self-paced alcohoI
traffic safety education program.

An Alcohol Traffic Safety School
which consisted of four, 2% hour

class se551ons

Persons convicted of their first
DUI offense or who had their
original DU! charge reduced to
reckless driving but who chose to-
pay a higher fine in'lieu of par-
ticipation in the CDUI Project/s
education programs

A DUI offender who appeared to have
only a modest tolerance to. alcohol,
who did not regularly drive at
illegal blood alcohol levels, and
who was unlikely to be rearrested
for DUI. A subJectlve diagnostic
c1a551f1cat10n

A DUI offender who showedkéymptoms

‘of physical or strong psychological

addiction to alcohol, heavy frequent
drinking, high level of tolerance--

capable of functioning at high BAC

levels, and who evidenced significant
life problems resulting from alcohol
abuse. A subjective diagnostic
classification.

A DUI offender who could not be
classified ds a social-drinker but
whose drinking problems were not as
advanced as a severe problem drinker.

_ Persons in this broad category
..evidenced a variety of excessive

- drinking patterns, moderate but not
.extremely high tolerance to alcohol,

and were often developing life problems
related to their excessive dr1nk1ng
habits. A subjective didgnostic
classification..



INTRODUCTION

Demonstration Project Objectives

" The Comprehensive Driving Under the Influence of Alcohol Offender
Treatment Demonstration“Project‘ ‘abbreviated CDUI PrOJeLt was 1mp1emented
-, to determlne the effectlveness of alcohol education and’ educatlondl '
counsellng programs as traffic safety countermeasures.- Comparatlvely
short-term alcohol traffic safety educatlon programs were prov1ded to-
persons having only one recorded conviction for driving under the
influence of -alcohol (DUI), while moré comprehen51ve 1onger-term educa-
tional counsellng prograins were prov1ded with or without chemotherapy
treatment to persons hav1ng two or more convictions for driving under
the influence.

Through the assignment of a proportion of DUI offenders to a no
treatment control condition, -each program s potent1a1 for reducing
acc1dents and dr1v1ng vielations, as well as inducing p051t1ve life
changes could be assessed relative to those offenders who were mnot

. provided treatment
Background

The Highway Safety Act of 1967 required the Secretary of Transportation
to conduct an investigation-into the role of aicohol in highway traffic
safety. The resulting report presented to the Congress.in 1968* detéiled
the extent of death and property damage. due to drunk dr1v1ng, and hlgh—
llghted the overrepresentatlon of problem drinkers in fatal alcohol
related accidents. : ,

- An assessment .of existing procedures to control .drunk drivingf indi-
cated that in‘most éommunities_there was little awareness of the magnitude
of the drunk driving problem.among the general public, and even among
professional‘gropps,.Suchfas police, judges, educators and therapists
concerned with the traditional treatment of alcoholics Consequently,
few communities prov1ded police officers with spec1allzed training in
the detectlon and apprehen51on of drunk drivers, there were few systematlc
court referral mechanisms to refer potent1a1 problem drlnkers to appro-

priate treatment programs, and there were few educatlon .and counsellng

’ *U.S. Department of Transportatlon Alcohol and Highway- Safety, a Report
to the Congress from the Secretdry of Transportdtlon, August 1968.



programs approprlate for non-problem (social) drlnkers or persons with
only moderate dr1nk1ng problems. ’ s
In response to these flndlngs the National nghway Traff1c Safety

Administration (NHTSA) initiated a maJor alcohol traffic safety program

' 1n 1970 ' The NHTSA program 1nvolved the establlshment (between January 7

1971 and September 1972) of 35. Alcohol Safety ACthﬂ PrOJects (ASAP's)
throughout the Country. The underlying concept of all the ASAP's was’
to develop a drinkingrdriver-control system,'an integratedrset of
countermeasures which would identify problem drinkers on the road,
-make judicial decisions regarding the most appropriate sanctions and
rehabilitative procedures in a'timely and efficient_manner,‘and_put
the‘rehabilitative_proCedures into effect.

- The primary. ASAP objectives were.to: _ L
Demonstrate the feasibility of a systems -approach for dealing
'with'the drinking-driving problem; and to demonstrate the
approach can save llves '

- Urge each state to 1mprove its safety programs in alcohol
traffic safety. ' ‘ .

+ Evaluate individual countermeasures as adequately as possible
glven the simultaneous appllcatlon of an entire system of
countermeasures .at each site.

In general, the ASAP's were successful in attaining thelr most
immediate. objectlves There was a substantlal 1ncrease 1n awareness
of the alcohol traffic safety problem new alcohol safety laws were
" enacted, “and countermeasure procedures were refined. The ASAP's
demonstrated that a- coordlnated multlagency approach to the drinking-
driver problem was not only fea51b1e but - could save lives. Of the
35 ASAP sites 12 showed statlstlcally 51gn1flcant reductlons in
nlghttlme fatal crashes For the 12 ASAP sites showing 51gn1f1cant
‘ reductlons, none of the correspondlng comparison communities showed
51gn1f1cant reductions in nlghttlme fatal crashes.

It was found, however that the ASAP'S or1g1n11 three-year
operational perlods did not pr0V1de suff1c1ent time to adequately

assess the relatlve effectlveness of the 1nd1v1dua1 countermeasures.



The ASAP sites were allowed to compete for a two-year extension of
their operations, Ten: of .the ASAP. sites were awarded. the operational
'extension-contracts-for.FY*75/76,through FY 76/77. At these- extended
sites the evaluation of thejrehabilitationvcdmponent was stiengthened
by requiringArandom assighmeht'ofrbUI.offehders to treatment and
cohtro}v(orlminimum-expgsure) conditions and by requiring follow-up
intefview$ to collect life'éhangé outcome criteria to. supplement
driving violation and accident data.

The information gathered from the evaluation of the ASAP rehabili-
tation effof;s indicated the following: _

-_Non—probiem (social) drinkers who were referred to education

programs had a significantly lower rearrest rafe than social

drinkers who were not referred to education programs.

One ASAP site found thatva home study course was és effectiv¢

as their in-class program in reducing réarrest rates.

There was, however, no evidence to indicate the ASAP education

efforts reduced crash involvement among social drinkers.

+ For persons with moderate to severe drinking problems, thére
was little‘evidence_that referral to education or other forms
of rehabilitation resulted in lower rearrest or accident rates

when compared with problem drinkers not referred to such programs.

Thére was some evidence, although inconclusive, to suggest
that chemotherapy (Disulfiram) treatment may reduce subsequent

rearrest and accident rates.

- There was evidence that persons with certain characteristics
(particularly those characteristics related to drinking problem
severity and socio-economic status) benefit more from some
types of education and rehabilitation approaches tﬁan others.

The ASAP rehabilitation efforts provided much additional information
about the design,.iﬁpiementation, and evaluation'of alcohol saféty
schools and other forms of rehabilitation for drinking'drivers. The
information obtained from the ASAP'experienCe, however, generdted as

many‘questions as it did answers. Coﬁsequently, as the last of the



original ASAP sites were concluding operations the NHTSA w351detailing
the requ1rements of a new demonstration project that would provide
def1n1t1ve answers to a number of spec1f1c -alcohol treatment questions.
The resulting contract for the Comprehensive DUI Offender Treatment
Demonstration Project.was,awarded to the Sacramento County, California,
Health Depértnent in October of 1976. The project‘waé implemented in the
following time frame: ' '

JIDevelopment Period - October 1976 through August 1977, detailed

contract negotlatlons, recruitment of key personnel, 1dent1f1ca—
tion of data sources and design of data collection forms and

procedures.

- Pilot Period - September 1977 through December 1977, start

random assignment into first offender DUi research design and
conduct education pfograms, fefinement of data collecfion forms
and procedures, refinement of the education and counseling '
programs, start of major computer data base ana1y51s and pro—

grammlng effort.

* Operational Period - January 1978 through Decembef 1979, start

random assignment of multiple DUI offenders and conduct counsel-
ing and chemotherapy programs, continue assignment of first

offéender DUI's, monitor participation, and collect data.

-‘Follow—up.and Analeis Period - January 1980 through December

1981, finish treatment of clients assigned during operational
period, continue to colleé¢t evaluation data, .analyze data and

write interim reports.

. PrOJect Closeout Perlod - January 1982 through June 1982 produce

final reports and recommendatlons

The CDUI Project's research designs were-developedfto provide
answers to the questions prompted by the earlier ASAP findings. For
example, one ASAP found that ‘a home study education program was as

effective as an in-class education program for DUI offenders who did



not evidence problem drinking symptoms. A new self-paced, programmed .
1earn1ng home study currlculum was. developed for the CDUI PrOJect in
order to verlfy this f1nd1ng and deflne in more detail the character-
istics of the DUI offenders who may benefit most from a-less costly
.approach to ‘alcohol .education. :
| The ASAP f1nd1ngs also suggested that referral to, an in- class
alcohol safety school resulted in lower recarrest rates among non-
problem drinkers. The CDUI Project's research de51gn for first
offender DUI's has sufficient sample size to clarify and extend -these
earlier findings. Answers will be sought to questions such as: What
are the characteristics of clients who benefit most from an in-class
alcohol safety school? Can certaln persons W1th moderate drinking .
"problems benefit from an educatlon program? Can educatlon programs
reduce the level of crash involvement as well as rearrest rates?

. For persons with moderate to severe drinking problems, the ASAP.
findings .suggested that the rehabilitation programs provided at the .
ASAPfsites had little or no effect on subsequent driuing behavior.
. The CDUI'Project's year-long educational counseling.programs for
multiple DUI offenders, who have moderate to severe drinking problems
provided approx1mately double the in- group contact time of even.the
longest of the ASAP rehabllltatlon programs. Thus, the Project's
multlple DUI offender research design will enable ‘the NHTSA to deéter-
m1ne whether longer duratlon ‘rehabilitation programs are necessary
in order to produce a measurable change in the behavior of problem
drinkers. The multlple offender design w111 also allow an assessment
of which client subgroups benefit most from a group educatlonal
counseling approach. .

' ThelCDUI ProjectYs‘educational counseling programs'were nrovjdcd
with and without chemotherapy (Disulfiram) treatments to determine
whether such support-enhances the behavior modifying potential of
group counsellng, a p0551b111ty suggested from the ASAP research.

In the few ASAP 51tes which utlllzed chemotherapy, such treatment

was generally reserved for those cllents w1th the most severe drlnklng;



problems.. " In the CDUI Project all multiple DUI offender ciients, with
" moderate as well as severe levels- of problem drlnklng, were assigned.

on a random basis to chemotherapy and non- chemotherapy conditions. ' This
procedure produced a broader base of cllent characteristics from which
to determlne what client subgroups beneflt most from chemotherapy
support durlng group counsellng » ‘ ‘

Finally, it should be noted that as with some of the later ASAP
treatment evaluatlons, the_CDUI Project utilized 1n—depth follow-up
interviews administered prior to treatment entry and again at sub-
sequent intervals for the purpose of assesSing changes in life activities
which may have been induced by the treatment interventions. The follow-
up interview protocole used by the CDUI Project were modifiedvversions
of the ASAP protocols. . The modifiCations were based on the experience
of both the intervieWers who administered'the ASAP protocols and the
researchers who analyzed the resulting life activities data. The
max imum follow-up period was extended slightly from 18 months for the
ASAP;s.to‘ZO months for the CDUI. Project. Moreover, the CDUI‘Project
| utiliZed follow—up_interviews on a proportion of all clients, first.and
multiple DUI offenders, who were randomly assigned to treatment and
vcontrol conditions, thus allowing life change measures to be used in the
evaluation of both education and counseling programs for clients with a
range of drinking problem‘severitﬁes. Most of the ASAPbsites which
utilized follow-up interviews, restricted such interviews to moderate
problemvdrinkers assigned to counseling programs A

It is apparent from the research topics discussed thus far, that
wherever sample 51ze and sen51t1v1ty of outcome c11ter1a pcrmlt analyses'
will be conducted to determine the relatlonbhlp hetween bUI offender
characterlstlcs and outcome in the . varlous treatment programs of the
research de51gns Fhls is a practical approach to treatment evaluatlon
considering . the broad spectrum of personal characteristics (demograuhlc
soc1o-econom1c, alcohol problems, driving and criminal hlstorles, etc.)
among the DUI offenders assigned to the CDUI Project's education and

counseling programs. 'Howeyer, when one begins to examine the treatment -



outcome for relatively small subgroups of clients using direct traffic
safety criteria such as violations and accidents the results. can be
1nsen51t1ve to subtle ‘behavior changes and- generally unreliable. The
magnltude of this problem will ‘progressively decrease as additional
outcome data are collected throughout the two-year follow ~-up and
analys1s phase of the CDUT Project. Therefore, the first interim.
studies of treatment outcome will be restricted to all cl1ents randomly
assigned to the treatment groups (1ntact groups) and some of the .
larger subgroups In later interim studies, smaller more homogeneous
subgroups of clients can be used in the evaluatlon of treatment outcome
but many of the most specific and detailed analyses cannot be conducted
until all of the outcome data have been collécted for the final reports

scheduled for the'Spring'of 1982.

'Purpose and Scope of Report

. The eftect1veness of CDUI treatment programs w111 be»determined
through an examination of client dr1v1ng behavior and other areas of
life act1v1ty wh1ch may have changed as a result of the treatment
interventions. Most any . sen51t1ve and rellable assessment. of behavior
change requires time. It ‘could take many months for a person to
begin to resolve, at least to-a measurable extent, problems of.
employment, family and social relationships, or of phy51cal or mental
health. Furthermore, acqulrlng and practicing the skills necessary
to control alcohol consumptlon can also be a time consuming process,
especially where denial is. high, as in our relatively young, court
referred client population. | '

While the stresses of life and the imprudent use of alcohol are
thought to be the antecedents to most drinking- dr1V1ng episodes, it
is changes in the actual drinking- dr1V1ng behav1or that are the most
dlrect and immediate cr1ter13 of treatment effect1veness After all,
the CDUL treatment programs are intended to be traff1c safety counter-

measures. Unfortunately, drinking- dr1v1ng behavior can only be



measured 1nd1rect1y by arrests for dr1v1ng under the 1nf1uence and
reported alcohol .related accidents. Certalnly, ‘such. off1c1a11y
recorded 1nstances of driving under :the 1nf1uence are far fewer than_
the actual number of occurrences. When the detection of the target
_“behav1or 1s relatlvely 1nfrequent -one must observe a large sample _
of persons who are also exposed to the p0551b111ty of detection for
an-extended period of time, in order to have a reasonably sensitive
assessment of ‘treatment effectiveness. ‘

Thus, time is an essential element not only for changes to occur
in the underlying human conditions which lead to drlnklng -driving
behav1or but. it is also essential to adequately measure this behavior
-1n an outcome analysis. The need for time is empha51zed because the
present analyses are of a most preliminary nature. The cbul PrOJect
was funded to allow two years of follow -up beyond the treatment
assignment perlod. This extended follow-up period will allow a
reasonably sensitive analysis of treatment effects. However, no
one wants to wait two more years to view the findings. Consequently,
‘a series of 1nter1m impact evaluatlon reports concernlng treatment
effectiveness will be released approx1mate1y twice a year.

These intérim reports serve several functions: They provide
at least some assurance that the evaluatlon is being properly
conducted, they: satlsfy cur1051ty, and they prov1de tentatlve data
for plannlng purposes. _

It is important to note, however, that the tentative nature

of interim data does not 1mplg'thatithe results will be

different in the final reports, but only that‘they'gag_be

dlfferent ' : _ A ‘- | -

The present report takes an 1n1t1a1 look at the effettlveness of
our f1rst offender treatment programs in terms of direct traffic safety

criteria.



First Offender Research Design

Persons convicted of driving under the influence were .offered
a reducéd»fine asvinéentive to. volunteer for the CDUI Projéttﬁ The
net séVings fOrvvolunteers,averaged $105 and resulted in a fifty
percent volunteer rate among convicted first offender DUI's in
Sacramento Municipal Court. In addition, approximately twenty-seven
percent of the low arrest BAC cases allowed to plead to Reckless
Driving were also referred to the CDUI Project.

Among those first offender clients who enrolled at intake,
seventeen percent were determined to be ineligible for inclusion in
the research sample. Most of the ineligible clients lived out of
town and were traﬁsferred to programs in. their home communities.
Other 1ne11g1b1e clients were typlcally non-English speaklng and/or
functionally 1111terate ,

Clients in the research sample were randomly a€51gned according
to.the schema illustrated in Figure 1. ’

Every first offender research client was randomly assigﬁed in
equal proporfion to one level of each of three factors. The treat-
ment factor has three levels: '

1) Control Grbup _ These clients received the reduced fine,

as did all first”bffender research clients, but they did
not have to attend classes or read any educational
matérials ’ '

2) Home Study - The home study program con51%ted of a set
of reading materlals de51gned as a self- qtudy, self-paced
package. The home study package, which covers the same
topics as the in-class education program, was first
1ntroduced to cl1ents in a one hour group ornentat:on
session. A pre-program knowledge test was also admin-
istered at orientation. - Each client then returned in
four Qeeké for an . individual interview of approximately

five minutes dhration. The purpose of the final interview
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was to determine whether the clients safisfactorilyv
completed the work assignments, and to administer the
post-program knowledge test. '

3) In-Class Education - The in- class progrdm con51sted of

'four classroom 5e551ons 1ast1ng 2 hours each, over a
one—month per1od The CDUI’ 1n-c1ass'program was based
largely on the original Phoenix DUI School curriculum
and represents the typical alcohol education apprOacﬁ
in use around the country. As with the home study program,
knowledge tests were administered during the first and
the last sessions.

Both-the home study and in-class education programé covered the
same topics and shared the same knowledge and attitude change objectives.
The essential difference between the two programs was the method of
presentatiomr The basic goal pf-the CDUI Project's education programs
was to assist clients to develop a personal action plénkto prevent
another DUI occurrence. Thus _the program emphasis was on self- dlrected
change. Appendlx D presents a summary of the- speC1f1c educatlon
ob)ectlves and highlights the course content .

The second factor of the research de51gn has two levels, cllentq
were elther a551gned to receive quarterly monltorlng letters or they
were not, one-half of the sample to each condition on a random basis.
The function of these letters was ‘to periodically. remlnd the clients
that they were on informal summary probation for two years, and to
encourage them to drive safely and soberly. It was:hdefheéized that
lsuch periodic reminders which extended beyond the date of treatment
completlon may enhance the behavior modlfylng potent1a1 of the
Project's education and counseling programs. Thus, the CDUI monltor-
ing letters were used as an adjunct to the summary probatlon proceqs
Appendix E shows an example of the quareer]v monltorlng letter and
a summary of the content ana1y51s

The third factor of. the research de51gn also has two levels.

Fifty percent of the flrst ‘offender clients were dSSlgned to receive

-11- -



follow-up interviews and fifty percent were not. The follow Sup .
'1nterv1ew process 1nvolves .three in- depth 1nterv1ews The' first
shortly after a551gnment (and prior to’ beginning treatment), nd .
then agaln at ten and at twenty months from the 1n1t1a1 interview.
The primary purpose of  the follow -up . 1nterv1ews is to collect 11fe
' act1v1t1es data for treatment outcome analyses However, the '
p0551b111ty that follow- -up 1nterv1ews have an effect on dr1v1ng
behavior necessitated -the requirement for random assignment to

adequately examine'this possibility.-

Driving Record Data Collection

The collection of drivingvrecord data from the California
Department of'Motor Vehicles (DMV) is largely an automated process
Approx1mately every six months dr1v1ng record requests are sent
to the DMV, via magnetlc computer tape, for»every person represented
in the CDUI Master Data Base. Upon receipt of the requested records
the specific 1nformat10n needed for prOJect evaluation is removed and
the new accident, driving v101at10n, and 11censing action data are
added to the CDUI DMV Data Base. The entire process takes from four
tovsix weeks from request to completjon '

A more detailed description of the data collection procedures
is prov1ded in Appendix A.  This descriptlon is intended to be
conceptual rather than technical, although the use of a few'data

processing terms couid not be avoided.

Outcome Criteria

Three treatment outcome (1mpact) measures were used in this

mterlm report

1) The first DUI or reckless dr1v1ng offense occurrlng

subsequent to the date of random a551gnment ‘Reckless

driving offenses were 1nc1uded 1n this measure because

| they are almost all reductions from DUI. In faet, one
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2)

3)

~of the CDUI Project's multlple offender research designs

(the post-conviction presentence, PCPS progrdm) makes the
inclusion of ‘reckless driving offenses mandatory. If a
first offender research client was rearrested for DUI he

could have been referred back to the CDUI Project as a

‘PCPS client.  If the client successfully completed ‘the

PCPS program he would be allowed to plead to a charge of
reckless driving.

The first reported accident of any kind occurring subse-

quent to the date of'rendom assignment. While the first

alcohol related accidént would provide’'a more sensitive
measure of treatment outcome, A/R’accidents were simply too
infrequent to be used in such a preliminary analysis.

Consequentiy, any accident'recorded through police or

'f1nanc1a1 respon51b111ty reporte must suffice for the

present. It is 1mportant to note, however, ‘that the iden-
t1f1cat10n of an accident as alcohol related was often
based on the investigating police officer's observations
of the appearance and behavior of the drlver Unless the
driver was cited for DUI, chemical tests were not usually
administered. Thus, some of. the police reperted accidents
indicated as non-alcohol related may actuaily'have involved

alcohol. Further, some of the property damage accidents

identified through financial responsibility reports may

have been alcohol related, such alcohol involvement would
not generally be self-reported by the driver '

The first moving violation or any alcohol related offense

occurrihg subsequent to the date of_rahdom asSignment., This

outcome measure includes any violation of the California

"Vehicle Code which carries one. or more negligent operator

peints (1nt1ud1ng DUI and reckless driving), and any alcohol

_related zero p01nt violation (e. 8-> open container). From
' the standpoint of sen51t1v1ty to treatment effects, this

‘measure represents something of a tradeoff. It'chprises

-13-



many offenses which are not alcohol. re]ated and thus, are
not the direct- targets of our educatnon efforts "However,
the measure does provide a much higher percentage -of observed
events in the research sample than either DUI's or ac01dents
3A higher event probab111ty tends to increase the power of
”the test: statlstlcs, other factors remalnlng constant Thls
relatlvely broad outcome measure was used in the present
- report primarily to describe the general-dr1v1ngpbehav1or of i
the first offender DUI's in the research design. Future
analyses will utilize more sensitive outcome measures such as | : -f
all alcohol related driving violations or a combination of

all A/R violations and A/R accidents.

Statistical'AnalysiS and Related Topics

The analysis of effectlveness involves the comparison of each out -
come measure between randomly a551gned treatment groups. However these
measures are most meanlngful when they are related to a coémmon perlod
of time, e. g. the percentage of control group clients rearrested for
DUI, versus the percentage of in- leSS education clients rearrested
for DUI durlng the first year follow1ng their random assrgnment Since
first offender DUI cllents were continuously a551gned from September
1977 through early January, 1980, all cllents in the research sample
were not exposed to the risk of rearrest for‘equalvper;ods of time.

Conceptually, the first-step in-the'analysis of effeetiyeness
was to organiieaclients_in‘the researchvsample (those assigned through
early October, 1979) by exposure time. By computing the exact number
of days between the date of random assignmentfand the date of the last
California DMV records search (for this study October 29, 1979), for ’ .
eachvelient in the sample, cases could be‘organized in thirty day
exposure time intervals, 0730‘days, 30—60kdays, etc. Ail clients in
the research samplevWere representedhin the 0-30.day interval, however,
those clients assigned in October, 1979, would not be represented in

the 30-60 day interval. Continming‘this procedure, one finds that
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only a very small number of clients aseigned in early Fall of 1977
were represented in the last interval of 750 days or more. Thus,
the effective sample size decreases progressively as exposure time
increases. | :,, » ' ”

SurVivai rate anelysis, a procedure originally developed for
biomedical research, is highly applicable to data in the above form.
In the present application, a survivor is a elient who has not committed
the target event during his period of exposure (i.e., a DUI offense,
or accident, or a moving violation of any kind). Committing the target
(or terminal) event removes the client from the sample, thus the.
outcome measures are defined as the first occurrence of each event type.
In other'words, an ihdividual cannot be counted as a DUTI recidivist
twice. With this restriction, itvis'apparent that the effective
- sample size decreases not only when survivors run out of exposure time
‘but also when terminal events occur. v

Table 1 provides an examplerf a survival data table. These are
real data for the total control group using flrst moving violation or
any A/R offense as the outcome measure. The first, left most, column
Ashowé the start of each thirty day interval. The secoﬁd column shows
the number of cases entering‘eaCh interval. Examination of the first
Tow of data indicates that there was a total of 1, 270 control group
cases avallable for analysis. Out of the 1,270 cases, there were 13
cases whose follow-up perlod ended somewhere in the first thlrty -day

interval. . The number of clients who were withdrawn surviving at each
“successive thirty—day interval is indicated in the third'column.

Assuming that those cases withdrawn surviving at each interval

were eévenly distributed throughout the interval, then the number of
clients exposed to riek may be estimated by:the,number entering cach
interval_(coluhn 2), minus 1/2 of those withdrawn during that interval
{column 3); The-number of ciients exposed to the risk of detection'
for a target event at each interval is shown in column 4 of Table 1.
The fifth_celumﬁ shows the number of terminal or target events which
occurred during'each interval. The first row'in-the'example'table
lndlCateS ‘that 38 cllents commltted a mov1ng violation or some kind

of A/R otfense within the first. thirty days after rete1VJng thelr
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Table 1

Example Survival Data Table

) 2 (3) 4) ®) (6 o - (8) (9)

Intvl Number Number ~ Number Number Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn - Exposd ’ of * Propn " Propn - Propn Cumul
Time This During to ~Termnl Termi- ‘Survi- Surv . Survi-
(Days) - Intvl Intvl .- .~ Risk ' Events = :  nating ving. At End  ving.

0.0 1270.0 - 13.0.. 1263.5 38.0 : 0.0301° 0.9699 - 0.9699 0.005
30.0 1215.0 44.0 1197.0 33.0 "0.0276 0.9724 ~ 0.9432 . 0.007
60.0 1142.0 36.0. 1124.0 18.0 0.0160 0.9840 0.9281  0.007
90.0 1088.0 45.0 1065.5 19.0 0.0178 0.9822  0.9115  0.008

120.0 1024.0 45.0 1001.5 23.0 0.0230 .0.9770° 0.8906 ° 0.009
150.0., 956.0 81.0 915.5 -12.0 - 0.0131: 0.9869 - 0.8789 - 0.010
"180.0 863.0 69.0 828.5 15.0 -0.0181 0.9819 0.8630 0.010
210.0 779.0 87.0 735.5 11.0 - 0.0150 0.9850 0.8501 0.011
240.0 681.0 71.0 645.5 13.0 0.0201 0.9799 . 0.8330 0.012
270.0 "597.0 48.0° 573.0 6.0 0.0105 " 0.9895 0.8243 . 0.012
300.0 543.0 50.0 518.0 6.0 0.0116 0.9884 "0.8147 °~ 0.012
330.0 487.0 47.0 - 463.5 7.0 0.0151 . 0.9849. 0.8024 - 0.013
"360.0- 433.0 55.0° 405.5 4.0 0.0099 0.9901 0.7945 - 0.014
390.0 374.0 52.0 348.0 1.0 © 0.0029 "0.9971 .7922 . 0.014
"420.0 321.0 39.0 301.5 2.0 0.0066 -0.9934 0.7870" 0.014
450.0 - 280.0 41.0" 259.5 1.0 0.0039 0.9961 0.7839 0.014
480.0 238.0 38.0: 219.0 0.0 . 0.0 _ 1.0000 ~ 0.7839 0.014"
510.0 200.0 26.0 . 187.0 3.0 - 0.0160 0.9840 0.7713. 0.016
540.0 171.0 32.0 155.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~ 0.7713 . 0.016
570.0 - 139.0 27.0 125:5 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 Q;7713:5’}0.016
600.0 112.9 25.0 99.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713°- 0.016
630.0 - 8§7.0 21.0 76.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 007713 9.016
660.0 S 66,1 20.0 56.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000. . 0.7713 0.016
690.0 46.0 12.0 40.0 0.0 - - 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
720.0 34.0 22.0. 23.0 0.0 6.0 1.0000 0.7713 . . 0.016
750.0+ 12,0 . 12.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016



random assignment. This is 38 clients out of 1,263.5 exposed to risk
during the first thirty-day period, representing a proportion of .0301.
 The second row of Table 1 shows that 33 more clients comnitted. offenses
somepime between 30 and 60 days after‘their'randomvassignment,*out of '
1,197f¢xposed to risk, giving an offense rate of .0276 for this inter-
Vai;_ Thé proportion of clients terminatiﬁg at each interval is shéwn
in column 6.

Each proportion terminating was subtracted from 1.0 to give the
proportion surviving in each thirty-day interval, shown in column 7.

An estimate of the cumulative survival rate up to the end of a specific
interval was computed by multiplying the proportions survivihg (in
column 7) up through that interval. For example, the cumulative pro-
portion surviving up to 120 days after random>asSignmenf 15 .9699 X
.9724 x .9840 x .9822 = .9115. The cumulative'propbrtion'of clients
surviving at the end of each interval is shoWn in the eighth.column

of Table 1. The last column shows'the standard error of the cumula-
tive survival rate at each thirty—day.intefval.

In addition to computing the cumulative survivél rate for each
.treatment group in fhe research design, tests were éonducted to deter-
mine whether the survival rafe differed significantly between treat-
ment groups. The significance test used was the Lee-Desu Statistic.
This test is based on a score U computed for each client by comparing
his survival timé with that of all other clients in the total research
sample. A client's score begins as zero and is incremented by one for
every case that is known tolhave a survival time.less.thén tﬁe.client‘s
and‘decremented by one for every case with a_sﬁrvival‘time greater
than the client's. There are also spgéific rules for breaking ties.
The Lee-Desu sfdtistic calculated from the U scores is distributed as
chi-square with-g-1 degrees of frecdom (where g is the number of treat-
ment groups). 'This statistic uses all available information to test
the null hypothésis that the treatment groupsAaie samples from the
same survival distributionf» The alpha level was set at .10. Readers

interested in a more detailéd explanation of survival rate analysis

~17-



and the Lee-Desu statlstlc should refer to the Statistical Package
for the Social Sc1ences, SPSS Update for Releases 7 and 8.*
One's ability to detect treatment effects when they exist,

that is to reject the null hypothesis and show that the treatment
groups have’ 51gn1f1cant1y different surV1va1 rates, depends on
several factors. Two of ‘these factors are guaranteed to 1mprove
with time: Total sample size, and the probab111ty»of observ1ng"
the target events. . . ‘ : ' . N

The total first offender research sample obtalned durlng the
random assignment perlod was 4,637 c11ents, In Octoberj 1979, there
: were only 4,155 cases in the CDUI data base and availabie for the
DMV records search. Of the;4,155.requests made, 290 cases could
not be identified in the DMV automatedtdriving,record system, and
must be considered temporarily missing. ‘Thus, the research sample
~size for this report was 3,865 clients'or 83 percent of the complete
research sample. o S

‘While an eventual 17 percent 1ncrease in the total sample size
will enhance our ab111ty to detect. treatment effects, an 1ncrease in
the length of t1me the sample is exposed to risk of arrest or
accident 1nvolvement is even more important. A look at the survival
data in Table 1 shows that less than half of the control group c11ents
were exposed to rlsk at nine months after random assignment. As the
follow-up period increases, so will the probablllty_of detecting
outcome events (or our sample estimate of the event probabiLity),
and thus the sen51t1v1ty of our outcome analyses. One can see in

able ] that no one.in the control group was observed commlttlng a

moving v1olat10n beyond 540 days from assignment. ) : ' -

‘In the present report there is another factor affectlng the
sen51t1v1ty of analyses which use subsequent DUI/Reckless Dr1v1ng
offenses as the outcome measure Some randomly assigned flrst
offenders who were rearrested for DUI were placed in the CDUI

PrOJect s Post- Conv1ct10n Presentence (PCPS) program for second time

*Hull, C.H. & Nie, N.H. (Eds.) SPSS UPDATE: New Procedures and
Facilities for Releases 7 and 8. New York: McGraw-Hill, 1979.
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offenders. Clients in this program are monitored by the DMV and
the CDUI Project through a special pull notice system triggered by
» subsequent DUI activity. There is no official record of~th§;
DUI/Reckless Driving event in the DMV file until the client is
sentenced (for reckless driving) thirteen months from the date of
conviction (or when the client is deleted from the PCPS program
for non-participation and sentenced on the original DUI charge).
'4Ap:oxamingtion of the CDUI Data Base indicated that there may
be as many és 155 clients in the first‘offeﬁder research sample who
were actually rearrested for DUI, but who were not counted as
recidivists in the present analysis because there was as of
October 29, 1979, no official record of the eventvin the DMV files.
When one considers that out of a total sample of 3,865 cases there
were 236 detected DUI events, the addition of another 155 could
maké a suBstantia1 difference in the results of the analysis.

In order to estimate the effect of this loss of outcome events;
the ‘155 suspected recidivists were grouped by treatment modality.
They were. found to be distributed in equal proportion between the
control, home- study, and in- class educatlon groups. This suggests
that their loss from the sample did not 1ntroduce a between group .-
bias in the results. Neyertheless, their .loss from the sample
certainly decreased the apparent event probability, and thus the
sensitivity of the analyses _ |

Accurately backlng the missing data into the survival rate
analyses by hand would take more time than was presently available.

However, it will be done for the next .interim report.

Group Comparisons

The principal set of analyses involved the comparison‘of'sur~
vival experlence between levels of the treatment factor, that is
between the control home study,‘and in-class educatlon groups.
About one-half.of the cl;ents in these groups ‘were also a551gned_

to letter monitoring and/or follow-up interviews, however, such
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cases were distributed in equal proportion between the treatment”
groups.by the random assignment procees Separate treatment group
comparisons were made using. ‘each of the three outcome measures,
e.g., DUI/reckless driving, accidents, and moving violation/any
AR offense. o - o

Surv1va1 rates were also computed for a sample of oftenders who
did not volunteer for the CDUI Project. The non-volunteers represent
persons who were convicted of the1r first DUI offense or who had their -
' original DUI charge reduced.to reckless driving because of a ‘rela-’
tively low BAC level (typ1cally .12 or below) but who chose to pay -
- a higher fine in lieu of partlclpatlon in the CDUI Project's education
programs. Unfortunately, the Project was not permitted to interview
the non-volunteers so relatlvely little is known about their perqonal
characteristics. This sample is not part of the research design but
_ when compared with the volunteer research sample (and the control
group in particular) it provides an indication of relative driving
behavior A substantial difference between control ¢lients (repre- -

- senting untreated volunteer ) and the untreated non- volunteer samplc
would make it 1nappropr1ate to generallze treatment effects to those
persons haV1ng the characterletxcs of our non- volunteer sample.

In addition to examlnlng the total number of cllents as51gned
to the treatment groups 1t is. of interest to determine whether
certaln subgroups of clients appear dlfferentlally affected by the
educatlon programs. This was accompllshed by comparing the treatment
group survival rates for clients in two different age ‘groups (less
- than 25.yearé, and 25 years or older), and three different diagnostic
classifications (social drinker, mid—range>problem;drinker, and
severe prohlem drinker)-

The classification of clients by drlnklng problém sever1ty was .
based on the judgement of the dlagnostlc counselor during a half-hour
intake interview. The counselors d1d not apply a uniform, systematlc.
formula, rather the cla§51f1catlon decision was a subJectlve prOcess

of weighing mostly self-reported information.
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From September 1977 through August 1978, the Mortimer-Filkins.
questionnaire and. interview protocol was used to obtain. the informa-
. tion for the diagnosis. It must be emphasized that the diagnostic
counselors, several of whom had been using the Mortimer -Filkins in an
on- g01ng treatment referral program prior to the 1mp1ementat10n of the
" CDUI Project, almost never compared the total 1nstrument score w1th
the standard cutoff p01nts’when making the1r classification decisions.
Instead,. the counselors based their decieions on the responses to
"Rey” items on which the clients appeared to_be most candid.

In September of 1978 it became necessar?‘to shorten the intake
procedures in-order to process an increasing number of clients. The "
procedures were mod1f1ed by eliminating the questlonnalre portlon of
the Mortimer- F11k1ns and by using in the 1nterv1ew protocol only
those items for which the.counselors felt that they got the most con-
sistently honest responses{ Several new items Werevadded at the
suggestion of the counseiors. These items addressed life problems
which would cause situational and traneient stressA e.g., loss of
a job, a recent d1vorce, or the death of a close friend or relative.
It was felt ‘that such items could help the counselors to 1dent1fy
persons whose dr1nk1ng driving activity represented an atyplcal
and inappropriate response to a temporary stress cond1t10n as opposed
to a long-standing hablt of heavy dr1nk1ng and. dr1v1ng The rev1sed
intake interview protocol used from September 1978 through the end
of the operatlonal_perlod is shown in Appendix F. v

In addition to the self-reported information, the diagnOStic
counselors usually knew the clients' blood alcohol content (BAC)
the time of arrest, and.of course, they also knew that clients
referred as mu1t1p1e DUI offenders had at least one prior DUI convic-
tion. The total number of prior alcohol related offenses, however
had to be obtained from self-reports. Through the interview process
the counselors found that even a proportion of the clients referred
as first offender DUI's actually had prior DUI arrests which had.
been purged from the official records, or which had occurred 1n

other States.
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" With a basic understanding of the CDUI-Projectfs'diagnostic‘”.~
procedures, the three drinker type categories:can be defined as': -
follows: |

Soa1a1 (Non- Problem) Drlnker A person who appeared to

’ have only a ‘modest. tolerance to alcohol who did- not ‘regu-
larly drlve at- 111ega1 blood alcohol levels, and who was

unllkely to be rearrested for DUI.

' Soc1al drinkers generally had a BAC less than 15, and

no prior DUI convictions recorded or self reported

SeVere Problem Drinker. - A person'Who'showed symptoms

of physical or strong psychologlcal add1t10n to alcohol
heavy frequent drlnklng, a high level of tolerance--
_capable of functlonlng at hlgh BAC levels, and who
evidenced 51gn1f1cant 11fe problems resultlng from

alcohol abuse.

~Severe problem drinkers usually had a high arrest BAc;
in excess ¢f .20, and one or more prior convictions

for DUI.

Mid-Range Problem (Excessive) Drinkers - This category

was forvpersons who could not be classified;as social
drinkers but whose dfinking problems were not as advanced
as those .persons classified as severe problem drinkers.
Persons in this broéd'category evidenced a variety of
excessive drinking patterns, moderate but not extremely
highAtolerdnce_tolalcohol, and Wefe often developing life

problems related to.their excessive drinking~habits;

. Mid-range probiem drinkers typically had an arrest BAC of
.15 or highef but they did not necessarily have a prior
DUI conviction. Unlike social drinkers, however, the
mid-range problem drinkers were considered much more

likely to be rearrested for DUI.

-22-



Finally, the effectiveness of our secondary procedures of
quarterly letter monltorlng and follow-up interviews was examined
~ by comparing the survival experlence of clients 3551gned to these
condltlons, versus those who were not

The varlous group comparlsons are llsted below 1n order of

presentatlon

Treatment Group Comparlsons Control vs Home Study

Vs. In-Class Educatlon

. Total Assigned ‘
Age less than 25 years

- Age 25 years or older
Social Drinkers

- Mid-range Problem Drinkeré
Severe Problem Drinkérsv ‘
Comparisén of ali control group clients vs.

non-volunteer sample.

Letter Monitoring Group Comparisons: Letter Monitoring
vs. No Letter Monitoring ' '

- Total Assignéd

Follow-up Interview Group Comparisons: Follow-up
Interviews vs. No Follow-up Interviews '

- Total Assigned .
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'SUMMARY OF RESULTS E

Cfos

& . -

The f0110w1ng rev1cw of thc 1nter1m 1mpact analyseb does not

empha51ze the results of s1gn1f1cance tests. Rather, an dttompt is

-made to 1dent1fy con51stent pattexn% 1n the surv1v11 dlstrlbutlons

The f1nd1ngs are. summarlzed first for the treatment group comparlsonﬁ
and then for the analyses of. thc letter mon1tor1ng and follow- up’

interview procoduree.,‘

_Effectiveness of First Offender Education Programs

Table 2.a presents the cumulative survival rates at three time
intervals for. the first offender treétment groups. The intervals
selected for presentation were 240_day$, 360 days, and 480 days froﬁ
random assignment, or approximately &, 12, and 16 months. The 12
month sur?ival ratc was selected as a common Standard comparable with
previous research. Two points were then selected, spaced equidistant
prior and subsequeht_to the. 12 month intervélt "Sixteen menths from
assignment was thought to provideithe~maximum_exposure time while
still maintaining a-reasenabiy stablevestimate of the cumulative
survival rate. Actually, the 5tab111ty of the 16 month survival

rate for the two smallest subgroups social drinkers, and scvere prohlcm

drinkers, was quest1onab1e. llowever, the 16 month rate was presented

for all treatment group comparisons to make - thc data comparable; The
$ month interval represents the shortest exposure time but of the three
bclected Lntervals it provxdex the only survival rates based on more
than half of the total research sample.

The sqrvival rates in Tablé'zga represent the results of all 18
analvses of tfeﬁtment'effectitenesS' total assigned, two age subgroups,
and three diagnostic c1a551t1cat10ns, For ednh of the three outtome

medsures.. For each of the 18 analyses, an overall significance test

‘was conducted to assess whether the observed differences in cumulative

survival rate betweenvcontroi, homefstudy,vand in-cluss groups were
statistically significant (i.e., indicative of a treatment effect). FEach
overall significance test was followed by three specific pairwise
comparisons (control vs. home study, control vs. in-class, and home_

study vs. in-class). -
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Table 2.a

Summary of Cumulative Survival Rates at Selected
Time Intervals: First Offender Treatment- Groups

Outcome Measures

" Accidents | DUI-Reckless Moving Viol.-A/R Off.

# Days From

Assignment - | 240 ~ 360 480 | 240 360 480 | 240 360 480

Total Assigned

Control .9386 .9156 .8899 | .9426 .9266 .9128| .8501 L8024 (7834

HHome Study .9307 .9078 .8869 | .9436 ,9316 .9248 .8420 .8098 7901

In-Class ©1.9431 .9037 .8744 | .9498 .9340 .9280 .8453 8028 7707

Age;< 25 Yrs.

Control 19259 .8997 .8857 |.9385 .0196  .$996 | .8031 7444 7234

llome Study .9028 8795 8510 | .9255 .9187 .9006 L7766 .7502 0 .7120

In-Class. L9106 .8680 .8178 | .9320 L9204 ,9088 L7912 L7489 7137

Age 2 257yrs.

Control ©[-9462 9252 8922 | .9449 .9308 ,9208 | .8786 .8373 .§208

Home Study L9469 9244  .9080 | .9540 .9389 .9389 | .8796 .8441 .8345

In-Class i L9621 ,9305 .9074 9603  .6419 9390 .8769 .3344_ .8040
Social

Drinkers

Control +9674 0472 9296 |.9686 .9086 .9342 | .8692 .$206 .79S3

Home Study .9243 ,9166 .9076 |.9346 .9346  .9346 | .8493: ,8194 .8194

IthlaSS 1.9484 9269 .8901 L9702 .9639 .9457 | .8705 .8489 8212
’ Midrange

Problem

Drinkers

Control — ~  |.9332 .9096 .8898 |.9398 .9183 .9070 | .8447 7991 7814

Home Study .9310 .9061 .8852 L9521 9371 .9336 | .8432 .8056 .7889
In-Cldass .9380 .8997 .8626 |.9497 .9360 .9268 | L8389 7979 7661

Sevégg.

Problem -

Drinkers

Control ~ 1.9200 .8944 8426 |.9172 .9002 0002 .8458 7911 7755

Home'Study . L9368 .9045 8730 [.9220 .9066 .8835 | .8273  .8126 .7047

In-Class - .9566 ‘}9L38 .9009-1.9245 8877  .8877 | .8386 L7636 7259
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Of the 18 overall significance tests conducted, none reached
statistical significance at the.i10'1eve1. Moreover,-of the 54 pair-
. wise comparisons made only“one social drinkers control vs. home study
forQaCCidents was statistically s:gnlflcant (p = .0768). Given that
. none of the overall comparlsons reached statistical 51gn1f1cance and

con51der1ng the number of 51gn1f1cance ‘tests conducted this 51ng1e
statistically 51gn1f1cant difference must be disregarded as spurious.

Complete survival data tables as well as summarles of all

significance tests conducted for the treatment group analyses are
presented in Appendlx B. It should be recalled that the 51gn1f1cance
tests involved the comparlson of entire survival dlstrlbutlons using
all available data and not just the three survival rates selected

for presentation in Table 2.a. Even a cursory review of the material.
in Appendix B will give the reader a better impression of treatment
group surv1val experlence including effective sample size, exposure
time, and the actual number of accidents and v1olat10ns A

As an a1d to rev1ew1ng Appendlx B and 1nterpret1ng the results
of the %tatlstlcal analyses, ‘the total sample sizes on which the
'srgnlflcance tests were based are summarized below:

-Total Assigned: v'
Control o 1,270

Home Study _ , 1,309
In-Class Education R 1,286

_ Total ' L 3,865

Age Subgroups:

Total < 25 years ‘ . 1,434
Total > 25 years 2,431

'Diagnostic Subgroups:

Total Social Drinkers o 781
Total Mid-Range Problem Drinkers 2,447
Total Severe Problem Drinkers 637
Non—Volunteer‘Sampie:_ ' ' 3,240

Although the results:of'the,statistical'analyses provided no
evidence-that the survival rate differences in Table 2.a were

anything more than chance flucuations in the data, one should not be
deterred from closely inspecting the survival data for consistent



patterns.and tendencies. The first step in this process wus to
determine how the data behave. For. example, were there loylcal
and antieipated differcﬁces in survival rates between the age
and dlagnostlc subproups? ' | '

“By subtracting the selected surv1va1 rates from 1.0 tho data
were transformed to the acecident and violation rates shown in Table
2.b. Comparing the two age subgroups, it is clear that the younger .
offenders between 18 énd'24 years of age had consistently higher
accident and DUI offense rates than offenders who were 25 ycaré of
age or older; This difference was even more pronounced for total
moving violations where the vounger offenders'480 day rates ranged
from .2766 to .2880, compared with ,1655 to .1960 for the older
of fenders., Siﬁce the single most common moving violation (other than
'DUI)'was speeding, the higher rate of moving violations among thc |
younger offenders was'expected by the authors '

Of the three outcome measures used in thlS study, DUT-reckless
driving offenses had the greatest degree of alcohol involvement and,
“therefore, should show the highest correlation w1th'dr1nk1ng problem
severity. The data in Table 2.b do in fact show small'bﬁt consistent
differences between diagnostic subgroups in the aﬁticipated direction.
The 480 day DUIAoffense‘ratcs for social drinkers ranged from L0543 to
.0658,, midfange problem drinkers from .0664 to .0930, and severe
" problem drinkers from .0998 to .1165. - _

Thus in geﬁerﬁl, the data used in this interim repert appearvtb
behave logically and have enough sensitivity to distinguish major
subgroups,of>the first offender research.sample. While.this wﬁs
reassuring, onr,primdry interest concerned the identification of
‘consis;eht hetween group differences in survival experience.

~In Table 2.c the cumulative survival'rates from_fab]e 2:a were
rank ordered between the three treatment groups.A The groups were
orderced at each time interval, 1 for the group with the lowest survival
rate {(highest ﬁccident/violation rate), and 3 for the group with the
highest survival rate. The f1gure numbers in Table 2.c refer to the
corresponding graphs of the-entire su1v1va1 rate d1qtr1but1ons which
are presented in the following text. All foux decimal places in the

cumulative survival rates were used in both the- ordering and the

=27~
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Table 2.b

-Summary of Accident and Violation Rates at Selected

‘Time Intervals: =First_0ffendér Treatment Groups

Outcome Measures

Accidents DUI-Reckless Moving Viol.-A/R Off.
# Days From v o
Assignment 240 360 480 .| 240 360 480 240 . 360 480 “
Tbtal.ASSigned
Control 0614 .0844 .1101| .0574 .0734 0872 .1499 1976 .2161
Home Study 0693 0922 .1131'| .0564 .0684 .0752| .1580 .1902 2099
In-Class L0569 .0963 .1256| .0502 .0660 .0720| .1547 .1972 . 2293
Age < 25 vrs,
Control .0741  .1003  .1143] .0615 .0804 ~.1004} .1969 2556 2766
lome Study .0972  .1205 .1490| .0745 .0813 .0994) .2234 .2498 2380
In-Class .0894 .1320 .1822| .0680 .0796 .0912)| .2088 .2511 2863
Age > 25 yrs,
Control L0532 0748 .1078| .0551 .0692 .0792| .1214 1622 L1792
Home Study L0531 .0756  .0920| .0460 .0611 .0611] .1204 .1550 1655
In-Class 0379 .0695 .0926 .0397 .0581 .0610| .1231 .1656 .1960
Social
inpkerg
Control . L0326 .0528 .0704 | .0314 .0314 .0658| .1308 .1794 2017
Home Study 0757 .0834  .0924 | .0654 .0654 .0654| .1507 1806 .18
In-Class 0516 .0731  .1099| .0298 .0361 .0543| .1205 .1511 .1788
Midraqgg
Problem
Qginkegg
Control D668 0904 .1102| .0602 .0817 .0a30| .1553 .2009 .2186
lome Study L0690 .0939 L1148 .0479 .0629 _noea | -1568 .1944 2111
In-Class L0620 L1003 L1374 .0503 0640 o732 | L1611 L2021 2339
Severe
Problem
rinkers
Control L0800 .1056 . .1574| .0828 .0998 0998 | .1542 .2089 .224%
Home Study L0632 .0955  .1270| .0780 .0934 _1165| .1722 .1874 .2353
In-Class L0434 0862 .0991| .0755 .1123 1123l 1614 .2364 .2741
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Table 2.c
Relative Order of Cumulative Survival Rates at Selected. Time
' Intervals: First Offender Treatment Groups

(1 = lowest survival rate, 3 = highest survival rate)

Outcome Measures

Accidents  DUI-Reckless . ~ Moving Viol.-A/R Off.
# Days From ' :
Assignment -~ . 240 360 4380 240 360 480 240 360 480
Total Assigned (Fig. 2) (Fig. 3) (Fig. 4)
Control 2 3 3 1 1 1 3 1 2
Home Study 1 2 2 2 2 2 1 3 3
In-Class -3 1 1 3 3 3 2 2 1
Age < 25 yrs, (Fig. 5) ' _ (Fig. 6) (Fig. 7
Control : 3 3 3 3 2 1 3 1 3
Home Study 1 2 ' B | 1 2 1 3 1
In-Class 2 1 1 2 3 3 2 2 Py
‘Age > 25 yrs. (Fig. 8) - (Fig. 9) (Fig. 10)
Control 1 2. ] 1 1 1 2 2 2
Home Study 2 1 3 2 2 2 3 3 !
In-Class 3 3 2 3 3 3 1 1 ]
Social _ . :
Drinkers (Fig. 11) - (Fig. 12) (Fig. 13)
Control . 3 3 2 301 2 2 1
Home Study 1 1 2 1 i 2 1 1 2
In-Class 2 1 3 2 3 3 3 3
Midrange
Problem A : ’
Drinkers (Fig. 14) (Fig. 15) . (Fig. 16)
Control : 2 3 3 1 1 1 3 2 2
Home Study _ 1 . 2 3 3 3 2 3 3
In-Class 3 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 1
Severe -
Problem 7
Drinkers (Fig. 17) (Fig. 18) (Fig. 19)
Control B 1 1 1 2 3 3 2 3
liome Study - 2 2 2 2 3 1 1 3 2
InfCIass o ’ 3 3 3 3 1 2 -2 1 1
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:plotting of the data. Thls preclsLOn was neues<arv to reveal pattcxns
but the reader is cautloned that the actual mdwnlfudc n‘ betwecen nproun
differences. in surv1val rate are frequently minute.
A pattern was defined as consistcnﬁ if:
S Thé féiétive ordef of'grogg survival fatesiwaé mafnfained
between all three time inte}valsv(iue., 240, 360, and
480 days). ' - L
AND either 2 or.3.

2. The order pattern occurred in two or more analyses for

the same outcome measure (e.g., total assigned, age > 25

.years, and social drinkcrs, for accldehts).

3. 'The‘orderbpattern Qécurred in the same analysis for two
or more outcome measures (e.g., severe.probléh drinkers‘
for DUI's and accidents). '

The first criterion for a consistent pattern eliminated all but
five of the eighteen analyses.summarizéd in Tabie 2.c:

1. Severe problenm drinkers/accidents (Fig.17)

2. Total assigned/DUI (Fig.3) |

3 Agé > 25 years/DUT (Fig.9)

4. .Midrange problem drinkers/DUI (Fig.15)

5. Age > 25 years/moving violation (Fig.10)

The first pattern listed above qhowe'in class with the hivhest
survival rafe, then home study, followed by the control group with thc
lowest survival rate. Howcver this pattern did not occur for'uny of
the other analyscs:using aCCldeﬂt data, nor did it occur in the other
severe problem drlnker analyses uslng DUI's or moving VIOIatlons thus
by deflnltlon_lt was not con51stcnt.A

The second pattern identified was for thc analysis of total
assigned grodps using DUI's as the outcome measure. In-class education
had the highest'surVivél ratc followed by home study and then the control
.group with the lowest survival rate. Thic pattern was replicated for
the age group 25 years and older with the DUI outcome mcasure. TFor
midrange problem drinkers, the control group still had the lowest DUT
survival rate but the home study group showed a higher survival rate
than in-class education.> Although the results of the midrange prohlem

drinkgf analysis did not exactly replicate the findings for total
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assigned and 25 years or older, the lower survival rate for the control
group lends at least some support to the contention that we have
identified a consistent pattern in treatment group survival rates.

The last pattern in Table 2.c¢ to pass the first criterion of
consistency was fot the age 25 years or older subgroup u51ng total moving
"violations as the outcome measure. In this analysis the in-class
education group had the lowest survival rate followed by the control
group and then the home study group with the highest surviva! rate.
However, this pattern did not occur for any of the other analyses'using
moving violations, nor did it occur in the other age 25 years-or older
analyses using DUI's or accidents as the outcome measure. Thus, the
pattern was not consistent. '

Ovefall there were oﬁly-tWo analyses of treatment efFectivcne<<
out of elgnteen which produced a conq1stent (dlbelt not statlstlcallv
slon1f1c4nt) pattern of results. The analysis of total assigned groups
showed the lowest DUI survival rate for the conLrol group and the
highest DUI survival rate for the in- class education group. This
'paftefn'was replicated for the older offender group but not for thc
younger offenders. One could argue for or dgalnst the rationality
of this observation. ALl that can rcasonablv be done at the prescnf
time is to siﬁplv report the flndlnp '

One might have cxpected the above pattern to have been lellthCd
among the social dr1nkor offendcrs 1f, however, the offenders
dlagnosed as social drinkers tended to be YOunﬂcr and .if younger
offenders tended to be less influenced by our educatnonal programx
then the social drinker subgroup would not necessarily represcent a
more treatable population. Methodologlcally, this suggests that
subgroups should be defined using a profile of dcscripfive variables
rather than dsing categories of a single variable. ‘

The IaSt:set of analyses associated‘with_trcatment outcome invoalved
_5 compariéon of the non-volunteer sample with the control group
(reprebentlng the untreated volunteers) If these groups differed
blgHIFICﬂnflV in survival expcrxencc we would have to be Ldutlous in
generalizing any potential treatment effects found for the total
‘assigned urdups Table 3.a shows the- cumulatxvo survival rates at

4240,‘360, and 480 days from a551onment (or from sentenc1nn for the
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Table 3,3

Summary of Cumulative Survival Rates at Selected

Time Intervals:
versus Non-Volunteers

Outcome Measures

Total Control Group Assignments

Accidents DUI-Reckless ‘Moving Viol.-A/R OFf.
# Days From v ,
Assignment - 240 - 360 480 240 360 480 240 360 480
Total Assigned
Control .9386  .9156 .8899 | .94206 .9266 .9128 .8501  .8024 7339
Non-Volunteer |.9413 .9183 .9038 | .9527 .9417 .9307 | .8550 .8258 .%076
Table 3.b

Summary of Accident and Violation Rates at Selected

Time Intervals:
versus Non-Volunteers

Outcome Measures

Total Control CGroup Assignments

‘Moving Viol.-A/R Off.

Table 3.c

Accidents DUI-Reckless
# Days From ‘
Assignment - 240 360 480 | 240 360 480 | 240 360 480
Total Assigned
Control 0614 0844 1101 | .0574  .0734 08724 .1499 .1976 .2161
Non-Voluntecer L0587 L0817 .0962 | .0473 .0583 L0693 1 .1450  .1742  .1924

Relative Order of Cumulative Survival Ratcs at Selected

Time: Intervals:
Non-Volunteers (1 = lowest survival rate, 2
survival rate) ‘

Outcome Measures

Total Control Group. Assignments versus
= highest

Moving Viol.-A/R OfFf.

Accidents DUI-Reckless
# Days From
Assignment * 240 360 480 240 360 480 | 240
Total Assigned (Fig. 2) (Fig. 5)
Control 1 1 1 1 1 I 1
Non-Volunteer 2 2 2 2. 2 2 2

-32-
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non-volunteers). The corresponding accident and violation rates
are shown in Table 3.b and the relative order. of 9urv1v¢1 rates
are shown in Table 3.c. Overall, the results indicated no'?ﬁ
statlstlcally significant differences between the control’ group
and the non-volunteer sample. There was, however,.a con51stent
.tendency for the non -volunteers to have a hlgher surv1va1 rate than
the control group volunteers. This may have been due to the fact
that the non- volunteer sample contained a relatlvely higher pro-
portion of low BAC cases which were reduced to reckless driving.

In general, low arrest BAC's suggest less severe drinking problems.
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Effectiveness of Letter Monitoring and Follow-Up Interviews

‘The statistical'analysis of the quarterly letter monitoring
and followFUp interview procedurcs was based on the total assigned : P

groups, no ‘subgroups were examined. The total sample sizes werc as

follows: . _ .
Léttcr Monitoring - 1,926 . B
" No Letter Monitoring -~ 1,939
Total _ 3,865
Follow-Up Interviews 1,276

No Fdllow—Up Interviews 1,673
Total e 2,949
- While the random assignhént of first offenders began in

September;’1977, the Fdllow-Up Unit was_ndt staffed and operational
Qntil.May 15, 1978. CdﬁSeduehtly, all cases assigned to the follow-
up ihterview condition:prior to this date did not actually reccive
an interviéwfbapd,§hﬁsQwere excluded from the analysis of follow—gp
effecti#eneés. Mdféover, the relative size of the follow-up and .
no follow-up groups does not reflect the 50/50 as;ignmenthropdrtion.
This disparity resulted when the evéluator-was forced to fcducé the
propbrtion of clients randomly aséinned to follow-up interviews
to 20 percent -for. a two month pcrlod between March 23, 1979 and
May 23, 1979 because of delays in h1r1ng addltlonal counselors
to handle both initial and ten-month 1nterv1ews.A Unfortunately,
this reductlon c01nc1ded with a hlqh volume perlod of court referrvls.
Turther, the assignméent’ proportlon had’ been prev1ously set -.at 20
perccnt.duylng the f1r§t month of unit Qperatlon between May 15,
1978, and:June 20, 1978, in order to allow the first Follow-lUp
Counseclors and clerical staff a period of on~th¢-joh tfaining.

The'éumulative survi?al rates at the sclected time intervals
are presented in Table 4.a for .both the letter‘honitdring aﬁd follow-up
interview analyses. Table 4.b shows the corresponding accident and
violation rates and Table 4.c¢ shows the relative order of the cumulative

survival rates.
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Table 4.a
Summary of Cumulative SurVival Rates at Selected
Time Intervals: Letter Monitoring vs. No Letter
Monitoring and Follow-Up vs. No Follow-Up

Outcome Measures

Accidents . . DUI-Reckless Moving Viol.-A/R Off.
# Days From _
Assignment -~ 240 360 480 240 360 480 240 360 480

Total Assigned
Letter Monitoring| .9381 .9060 .8728| .9367 .9178 .9080| .8337 .7957 .7691

No Letter

Monitoring | 9368 . .9145 .8948|..9540 .9437 .9361] .8577 .8145 .7943
Follow-Up_ . 9441 ;9237>‘.9067 .9667 .9584 .9542| .8846 .8620 .8546
No Fdllowap .9434 9274 9108} .9599 .9514 .9431| .9007 .8815 .8704
Table 4.b

Summary of Accident and Violation Rates at Selected-

Time Intervals: Letter Monitoring vs. No Letter

Monitoring and Follow-Up vs. No Follow-Up

Outcome Measures
Accidents DUI-Reckless Moving Viol.-A/R Off.

# Days From : . _ o ' _ ‘ :
Assignment - 240 360 480 240 360 480 | 240 360 480

Total Assigned

letter Monitoring| .0619 .0940 .1272| .0633 .0822 .0920 | /1663 .2043 .2309

No Letter

Monitoring L0632 .0855 .1052} .0460 .0563 .0639 | .1423 1855 .2047
Follow-Up » ©.0559  .0763 .0933] .0333 .0416 .0458 | .1154 1380 .1454
No Follow-Up .0566  .0726 .0892{ .0401 .0486 .0569 40993 L1185 .129¢6
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Table '4.c’

- Relative Order of Cumulative Survival Rates at Selected A
" Time Intervals: Letter Monitoring vs. No Letter Monitoring
"and Follow-Up vs. No Follow-Up (1 = lowest survival rate,
2 = highest survival rate) : S

Outcome Measures

" Accidents " DUI-Reckless Moving Viol.-A/R Off,
# Days From o . : |
Assignment > 240 360 480 240 360 480 240 360 480
Total Assigned _ (Fig. 20) ' (Fig. 21) ~ (Fig. 22)
~ Letter Monitoring | 2 1 1 1 11 11 1
No Letter - :
Monitoring ) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
: (Fig. 23)  (Fig. 24) | (Fig. 25)
Follow-Up 2 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 1
No Follow-Up 1 2 2 1 1 1 2 22
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The results of the letter monitoring analyses indicated a
statistically significant difference in the DUI survival raée
between letter monitoring and neo letter monitoring groups-(p=.0183).
Those offenders who were sent the letters had a lower survival rate
jtnan those who were_not. The 480 day survival rates were .9080. and
.9361 for letter monitoring and no letter monitoring groups respectively.
This tendency for the letter monitoring group to perform worse than
the no letter monitoring group was replicated for total moving
violations, andvto a lesser extent for accidenté, however, neither
of these differences were'statistioally significant.

When the monitoring letter was designed in the fall of 1977, it
was judged by the ChUT Project staff as well as a small sample
of clients toibe non-offensive. ‘While it is quite possible that
receiving seven such reminder 1ettere over ‘a two year period
.could be percelved as annoylng, one would hardly expect them to
vproduce a significant negatlve effect on driving behav1or
Nonetheless,.these preliminary data suggest that the monitoring
letter:procedure is counterproductive, from the standpoint of
p0531b1y 1ncrea31ng DUT arrest rates '

The analysis 6f the follow- ~up 1nterv1ew procedure revealed
no statistically significant differences between follow -up and
no follow- up groups, nor -were there any consistent patterns

among the three outcome measures
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: Figure 21

Plot of Cumulative Survival Rates For ‘Monitoring Letter and No Monitoring
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‘Plot of Cumulative Survival Rates For Mohitorlng Lettcr and No Monitoring
Letter Groups: First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense
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CONCLUSTON

This interim assessment of the effectiveness of CDUIL first
offender education programs was based on a set of cighteen analysos;
Control,‘home study, ‘and in-class educatidn'groops were compared
using survival rates on three outcome measures: the First
accident subsequent to random ass1gnment the first DUT or reckless
K dr1v1ng offense, and the first mov1ng violation or any ‘alcohol-
related offense. _Group comparlsons were made for the total number
of clients assigned, as of October, 1979, and for two age
subgroups, and three diagnostic classifications. |

None of the eighteen analyses resulted in étatiStically
sighificant differences between the treatment groups.‘ Thus, as
of October, 1979, there was little evidence to suggest,that our
.education programs had ahy effect on éubsequent driving behavior.
llowever, given the oroliminary nature of these recults, with less
than half of the research sample exposed to the r19k of accident
1nvolvement or arrest for more than nine months, the results could
change with time. ’

Even though the between group differences were of very small’
magnitude, an attempt was made to identify consistent'patterns.
among the outcome data. Of the eighteen analyses performed only
two produced a conSLStent pattern of results. The analy<1< of the
total research samplc using qubqequent DUI's showed the highest
survival rate for the in-class cducation group followed by the
home study group, and the lowest survival rate for the control
group. This ordering of DUI survival rates also appeared for the
age group 25 years or older but not forhthe younger offenders
betwcen.ls and 25 years of age‘ While no'elaim.ié made that this
observation is indicative of a treatment effect, it does suggest
a more detailed analysis of treatment effectiveness for various
offender subgroups.

In addition to the analyses of treatment cffectiveness, the
survival experience of A sample of offenders who did not volunteer
for the CDUI Project was eompered with the survival experience for

volunteers, and the control group in particular. Although‘there
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were no statistically significant differences in survival rates,
the non-volunteers showed consistently higher survival rates than
the control group volunteefs on all three outcome measures. These
results may have been due to the fact that the non-volunteer sample
"~ contained a relatlvely hlgher proportlon of low BAC cases which .
~were reduced to reckless driving, %uggestlng a hlgher proportlon
of persons with less severe drinking problems If this trend per-
' 51sts, it may be difficult to generalize the results of our treat-
ment analyses to those client$ who did rot volunteer.

‘The analysis of the quartefiy letter monitoring‘procedure
indicated that the clients who were sent letters had a significantly
lower DUI survival rate than those clients who were not sent letters.
In terms of rearrest rates, 8.2 percent of the letter monitoring
group versus 5.6 percent of the no- letter monltorlng group were
arrested for DUI durlng the first year follow1ng random a551gnment
o these condltlons This trend was also observed for moving viola-
Itlons, and to a lesser extent for accidents, although the differences
were not statlstlcally 51gn1f1cant for these outcome measures. Thus,
the prellmlnary results suggest ‘that the monitoring letters may be
counterproductive from the standpoint of p0551b1y 1ncre351ng DUT
arrest rates. If this trend persists, we should at least consider
changing or abandoning the procedure. It must be emphasized, however,
that the CDUI Project's monitoring letter procedure.was an adjunct
to the summary probation process and no analogy should be drawn
between the ﬁonitoring letter procedure and the standard DMV practice
of sending warning letters to drivers upon an accumulation of negligent
operator points. v | ]

Flnally, -the ana1y51s of cllents a551gned to receive follow-up
1nterv1ews versus those who were not, provided no evidence that
such 1nterv1ews have an effect on dr1v1ng behavior. There were
no statlstlcally 51gn1f1cant dlfferences in survival rate on any

of the outcome measures, nor were there any con51stent patterns.
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APPENDIX A

Automated Driving.Rechd Data.
' Collection Procedures
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- PREFACE -

For those interested in reading the follow1ng descr1pt10n of
the driving record data collection system, several terms should be
cldarified. The Core Data Base is a large computer file which
contains the master records for every case referred to the CDUI
Project, as well as a sample of cases for persons who chose not to
volunteer. Each case represents a separate conviction/referral
event (or conviction only’ for nonvolunteers), and is identified
by a CDUI case number. The case number ties together all the
data records associated with a particular conviction/referral
event, e.g., arrest and conviction data, diagnostic and assignment
data, and part1c1pat10n data.

An individual may have two or more CDUI cases in the Core Data
Base representing separate court referral events, or a combination
of referral and nonvolunteer events. ‘An individual's CDUI cases
are tied together by a series-of characters known as a people key.
People keys, CDUI case numbers, court case numbers, driver license
numbers, and client names are retained not only in the Core Data
Base, but also in a separate file of index records. New index =
records are created after each update of the Core Data Base and
function as a directory for locating. and extractlng information
- from the Core Data Base. »

"The data which provide the outcome measures for 1mpact
analyses are stored in three satellite data bases: one for DMV
driving records, one for Life Activities Inventory (LAI) interview
data, -and one. for Department of Justice €riminal records.. In -
these satellite systems there is one set of records per individual
(regardless of ‘the number of CDUI cases the individual may. have
in the Core Data Base), and each set of records is tied to the
Core Data Base by ‘the people keys. This allows information from
the various data bases to be merged for analysis.
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- AUTOMATED DRIVING RECORD DATA COLLECTION PROCEDURES

" Step 1:

'Créa;e California DMV record requests for all clients
represented in the CDUI Core Data Base.

Core Data Base | o v o ' |

Request
Maker

P6199

Requests by perméneht
California drivers 11cense»-
number

Requests by name (DL Number
‘Unknown, out of state,
temporary, etc.)

Step 2:

Initial processing of DMV return tapes. These tapes contain
driving record data in print record format, i.e., the DMV.
writes the information on tape in -exactly the same form they
would use to produce their out-of-house printout on a line
printer. However, the DMV has modified their procedures to
provide us detalled accident data that are not normally
available on the out-of-house printout, number of injuries
and fatalities, driver sobrlety, etc.

During thlS step of the process the return tapes ‘are copled

(for off-site backup) and a sample of the content of each

tape is printed. The printed records are perused in an
attempt to detect any changes in the print record format.

Step‘S:J

‘The essential data needed for project evaluation are extracted
from the returned DMV print records. The extraction process
 takes the sélected data for each client and builds a variable

number of fixed length (80 byte) transaction records.
Separate transaction records are built for each reported
accident, driving violation, and DMV 1lcen51ng action. In
addition two header transaction records are built for each
client contalnlng license" number, date of birth, and other
information for controlllng the process. " All transacthn‘
records are written to a tape o
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Step 3:
(Cont)

For some clients, the DMV can not provide us with the
driving records we requested. A client's record was
temporarily unavailable, the license number we used was
invalid, or a client's record was not yet in the
automated DMV file. 1In the latter case, the DMV sends
us a hand written driving record. * The error messages

- for: all unsuccessful searches are prlnted in this step.

As a by- product of the extract process, a variety of
personal data, e.g., height, weight, and AKA's are

. written to a second tape These personal data are

Drivers Lic
Request Ret
~ Tape

Name Reques

~ Return Tape ..

useful in cases where we suspect that we have not received
the correct driving record for a particular client.

Transaction

ense Records for DL
urn : Returns
Extract
Program
P6399 Personal
. Information
Records
t .
Transaction
- Records for Name
Extract Returns’
Program
P6399
Personal
‘Information
Records

Step 4:

Error correction for unsuccessful searches. The error
messages produced in Step 2 are examined and where possible,
the original request records are modified and resubmitted.
For. example, request records with invalid drivers 11cense
numbers are resubmltted as name searches.

Step 5

Process error returns through the extrqct progrqm as in

- Step 3.
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Error Return
Transaction
Records for
Error Returns

Extract
Program
P6399
Personal
Information
Records

Step 6:

Hand written dr1V1ng records must be manually encoded

for keypunching. Accident and violation data are’

encoded into transaction record form, so that they look just
as if they had been processed through the extract program

in Steps 3 or 5. However, since this is a manual operation
it is more error prone and there is a need for additional
editing that is not necéssary when processmng driving records

“received on magnetic tape

In Step 6, the: keypunched transaction record cards are
processed through the paper trans edit program to detect.

coding and keypunch errors. When the errors have been

corrected the transaction records are written orn tape.

Transaction Record Cards

‘Paper Trans
Edit Program

Transaction Records
for paper returns
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-Step'7: ‘The DMV transaction records accumulated as of the last
' semiannual search are prepared for merging with the new
transaction records from the most recent search. The

old DMV transactions (called source 1 headers and data) are
then written to a disk file. v

01d DMV Transéctiqn_
Records from Last Search

Minor Modification

of Transactions for

Current Processing
. P6599

Disk file of _
Source 1 Headers and
Data Transaction Records

o

Step 8: Create the "hooks" that will tie client records in our DMV

Data Base to those in our Core Data Base. These hooks are
header transaction records, two per client, called source
headers. Once these headers. are built from the Core Data
Base they are written to a disk file. :

Core Data Base

Créate Core
Data Base Hooks

P6799 Disk File of
Source P Headers
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Step 9:  This step consists of a serices of tape to diskh processes
* which place all new incoming data into-disk files. -
Traﬁsaction records -for DI, and Name rcturns (produced in
Step 3) arc.called Source 3 héaders and data. Transaction
records for the error returns (produced .in Step 5) and
for the paper returns (produced in Step 6) are called
Source 2 headers and data. A - :

"Transaction Records , o
for DL Retqrns _ T _ o - S

Transaction : Tapc\fo
Records S - '
< . Disk Utilit
for Name Returns > , thty
, : : Program
Disk file of
Source 3 hecaders
and Data -
Transaction Recovds
Transaction Records.
for Error Returns
Transaction’ Tape Fol’ g
Records. for. | Disk-Utility L
Paper Returns - Program :
Disk file of ' el
. Source 2 Headers -
"and-Data )

Transaction -Records
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Step 10:

All necessary records from sources 0, 1, 2, and 3 are
sorted together by transaction type (i.e., header, accident,
driving violation and licénsing action) and by statute

“section numbers. The sorted records are then processed

through the wash program.

The wash program contains a large table of Vehicle Code
Section numbers, as well as selected sections from other
statutes that are commonly reported to the DMv, e.g.,

‘Business and Professions, Health and Safety, Penal Code.

The various statute sections (driving violations) are

. organized for research purposes- into seven offense

categories of moving violations and four categories of
nonmoving violations.

In this step of the process, all the dfiving violation
transaction records are compared with the table and when .

- the section number in each transaction record matches

a section number in the table, the appropriate offense
category value is placed in the transaction record.
(Note: All accident transactions are‘giyenvthg'same
category value, licensing action transactions are given
one of three values. This is a simple process which is
actually accomplished by the extract program in Steps

3 and 5). -

If the violation indicated in" the transaction record does
not have .a match in the table, the transaction record is
rejected and thus eliminated from further'processing.

Less than five percent of the driving violation transaction
records are eliminated in this manner. Thesé include
pedestrian and bicycle violations, minor equipment.
violations, parking violations, and a number of unidentified
violations of obscure statutes.
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Source 2 Headers and- -

Source § Headers . Data Transaction Records
From Core - - f - : . From Error .and

Data Base : o ' " ‘Paper Returns

Source 3 Headers and
-Data Transaction Records

Source 1 Headers and ' ,
Data Transaction Records

DMV Data from current
search, DL and Name
Returns ' ’

DMV Data .
From Last
Search

Sort by

_.Transaction

Type and Statute
Section Numbers

4
The Wash Program
Attach Offense
Categories for
Violation Type
Transactions

. P6999

/

Step 11: In preparation for the final stages of processing, . the
transaction records are compared with the latest Core Data
Base indéx records to assure that all CDUI case numbers
are correct and have not been changed since the DMV request
tapes were created in Step 1. When the CDUI number and
assignment date on the transaction records find a match in
the index records, the appropriate people key is attached
to the transaction records. Matched and unmatched trans-
action records are written on separate tape files.
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From Wash

Program
v Transaction
Core Data Base . Records are
Index Records sorted by
CDUI Number

-~\\S> CDUI Number
Index Match and

people key

attach P7199

Matched Transaction
Records with People
Keys

Unmatched (bad CDUI
Number) Transaction
Records

Step 12: The CDUI number and assignment date errors in the unmatched
transaction records are corrected. The primary method of
correcting such errors is to compare the unmatched transaction
records with our file of voided CDUI numbers. The old
voided CDUI numbers are replaced with the new correct
numbers. The CDUI corrected tape is then run back through

~ Step 11 so that the appropriate people keys can be attached.
‘Then the initially matched transaction records from the
first pass, and the CDUI corrected-matched transaction
records from the second pass areé written to a disk file
and are sorted by people key.
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Initially matchéd
'TranSaction Records

CDUI Corrééted-Matc‘hed_ N TaDr)ieqkpo
.T;ansastlonigecqrds- .Utilityv' |
4 .
-
Prai—
Sort by
_People Key
B
Step 13: By the time the transaction records reach this step of the

process they have been sorted on the following parameters:

People Key - ties all records to an individual client.

Transactlon Type - Header, Accident, Driving Violation,
Licensing Action. o

Offense Category - Accident (one cat.), Driving Violations
‘(eleven cat. ), Llcen51ng Action (three cat.),
Headers have value 2. :

Offense Date - Date of acc1dent or dr1v1ng v1olat10n, or
earliest date on 11cen51ng actlon transactions,
headers blank. : :

v%ectlon - Specific. statute section number for dr1v1ng
violations and licensing actions, time of
,day for accidents, headers blank. Y

- Source - @ = Core Data ‘Base Headers, 1= DMV data from
' o last search, 2 = DMV data from error returns
and paper, 3 = DMV data from current DL and
name return tapes.

Search Date - Date each transaction record was obtained
from DMV.
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The sorted transaction records must now be collapsed down
so that duplicate records are eliminated, leaving only one
. transaction record per unique accident, driving violation
and licensing action event. A client's transaction

records are considered duplicate when the transaction type,
offense category, offense date and section number are
identical (source and search date are not used in this
‘comparison). Duplicate records are the rule not the
exception, because the record of a specific offense is .
collected at every six-month search, until it is eventually
purged from the California DMV automated driving record file.

In cases of dupllcate transaction records, the most recent
~one is retained and the older record is purged. The
reasoning behind this is that the more recent version of
the record may have new or amended information such as
court disposition data. ‘ : :

If a previously collected transaction record was purged from
‘the California DMV system between the last search and the
current search, it will not of course be represented among
the current transaction records. Consequently, -there is no
.,dupllcatlon and the prev1ously collected record w111 be
reta1ned

This collapsing process has proved to be quite accurate and
efficient, however, there are potential situations in which
error can occur. For example, if a client violated the
exact same statute section twice on the same day, it would
appear to be a duplicate record and one of the offenses
would be purged. -During the development of the DMV data
collection system litcrally hundreds of offense records
were examined and not once were two same day, same section
violations detected. Thus, any loss of data due to this
situation would be minimal. Nonetheless, special precautions
are taken with DUI violations.

When two or more DUl transaction records with the same
offense date are encountered, the citation/docket number
field is examined. ~If the Court docket numbers are identical
for all the transaction records they are considered duplicate
and. only the single most recent record (in sort order) is
retained. On the other hand, if there are different docket
numbers each unique docket number is considered a separate
DUI event, and the most récent transaction record is kept

for each event. All same day DUI transaction records
retained in this manner are displayed for visual confirmation.

The procedure of using the court docket number in separating
same day - same section violation records is restricted to

DUI offenses only. This is because the citation/docket field

is subject to change. For example, an offénse record containing
a police citation number may be amended later to show a.

court docket number. This is not uncommon in failure to

appear cases. When the collapsing criteria are changed both
new and old versions of a record will be retalned -as

separate events. '
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In fact, the loss of unique event records during the
collapse process 1s not as serious a problem as retaining
two or more records for what is actually a single event.
Speeding violations are particularly prone to this type
of error. The California Vehicle Code has several sections
concerning excessive speed. When a person is stopped for
excessive speed he is frequently cited for violating two
sections of the Vehicle Code, e.g., the. basic speed law
and the "temporary" 55 miles per hour speed law. Both of
the cited sections refer to one behavioral event and to
count each of them as unique events would d1stort the
data for research purposes

To avoid double counting 51ng1e speeding offenses in the
collapse process, the various Vehicle Code section numbers
rcferring to excessive speed are all converted to the
section number for the basic speed law. (The conversion
actually takes place in the extract program, Steps 3 and 5).
This procedure forces the multiple speeding citations to
appear as dupllcate records and only the most recent one

is retained.

It is also possible to get double reportings of accidents.
For example, a person may file a Financial Responsibility
(FR) Accident Report and then the police file their report
of the same accident. Sometimes both records are retalncd
in the California DMV file, although such cases are .
infrequent. In most cases, information from the FR and
police reports are combined into one accident record.

In the process of collapsing duplicate accident records,
time of accident is substituted for statute section number.

. Since FR reports do not’ carry time of day, police and FR

. -reports of the same accident do not appear as duplicates.

An attempt is made to control the double counting of
accidents by displaying all same-day acc1dent records. If
after inspecting these accidents records there appears to be
. a duplication problem, we later remove one of the duplicate
_records through a special process.

It also should be noted that the collapsing of licensing
"action transaction records is somewhat more complicated
than for accident and .driving violation records. Since
licensing actions.can be stayed, reinstated, terminated,
and otherwise modified over time, it becomeq even more
dlfflcult to prevent the retention of - ‘multiple records for
unique events. Suffice it to say that every reasonable
effort was made to maintain the integrity of .licensing
action data.

In add1t1on to e11m1nat1ng duplicate records at each $ix-
month update ‘the collapse -program produces a number of
‘useful  "error" messages. When the drivers license number
in the Cal1forn1a DMV -records is different from the license
niumber in our Core Data Base records, a message is printed
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and both license numbers are written to a tape so the
information is available for research at a later date.
The same process occurs when birth dates conflict. The

- DMV license numbers are assumed to be correct and later
-in Step 15 the Core Data Base records are updated with
"the new license numbers. Birth dates are not updated but

large d15crepanc1es are 1nvest1gated

F1na11y, the collapse program prov1des 1nformat10n concerning

‘the success of our searches. In most cases we receive

driving records for every request. However, in some cases

‘we never receive the driving record for a client even after

several requests have been made (missing data), or we

may have received a driving record on the last search
~'but this time we did not (lost contact). Such problem

51tuat10ns are 1nd1cated by the collapse program.

Sorted _
_ Transaction Records

The Collapée

Program
DL Number and P7399
Birth Date Conflict '
Collapsed
Transaction
"Records

Step 14:

The collapsed transaction records are sorted by court docket
number and offense. category. The docket numbers for all DUI
and Reckless Driving transaction records are then matched
with the docket numbers on the Core Data Base court index
records. When a match occurs a flag is set in the
transaction record 1nd1cat1ng that we have identified an
index arrest, i.e., an arrest that eventually led to the
client's referral to the CDUI Project.

The Court may have made oné referral to the CDUI Project as
the result of two or more offenses. Typically, these
offenses occurred only a few days or weeks apart. In such
cases the CDUI Evaluation staff indicates the docket number

~ for the most recent offense as theiprimaryvcourt case and

the other docket numbers as supplemental court cases.
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The Court may also have made two or'mQreAsepafétc‘rcferrals
to the CDUT Project when a client's arrests weére months or
even years apart, thus generating two or more separate
CDUI case numbers for ‘a’client. 'In such situations one

‘case number is considered the major case, while the others

are considered nonmajor. The case which resulted in a
random assignment - (which ¢an occur only once per

‘individual) -is always considered the major case. In the

other cases, the client'iS‘réferfed-to-a treatment program
at the Intake Counselor's discretiqn and are thus nonrandom,
nonmajor cases. ' i : '

‘When the docket number in a transaction record matches a

docket number in the Core Data Base index records, not

~only is it identified as belonging to an index arrest but

an indication. is made as to whether the court case is
primary or supplemental, and the associated CDUI case
major or nonmajor. N

Index arrest information is extremely valuable in data
base maintenance. The presence of an index arrest docket

number is probably the single best indication that we
- actually have received the correct driving record for a

particular client. This information also helps us track
down missing index arrest records. = :

“Collapsed .
Transaction. Records

Sort by Court

Docket Number

and Offense
Category:

Core Data Base
Index Records

Court Match |
Program

P7599

V.
t Court Matched

Transaction
Records




3 ??The Court matchnd transactlon records are sorted by people
. key. The sorted transactlon records along with the Core

: pata Base Records'are: “then processcd through. the program
- “which builds: the CDUI DMV Data ‘Base records. This process
consists of moving data’ from, .the smaller transaction

" records (80 bytes + keys) to.the larger data base records

(150 bytes + keys). While adjusting the record size is
‘not essential, it does make extraction of data for research
purposes easier, since the record. length and the position:
of the keys. -and other control" data. now corresﬁond to Core
Data Base and LAI Data Base Récords. :

In addition to building a tape file of data base records,
some minor modifications are made in the transaction
records and they are also written to tape. These
transaction records will be the old data input for the
next process in six months

Finally, the Core Data Base records are updated with
the new, corrected drlvers license numbers.

There are two small clean-up tasks which complete the
_process. The DMV.Data Base records are sorted into the
exact same order as the Core Data Base, .and the updated

' Core Data Base is process through the Core Data Base index
building program to make new Core Data Base index records
containing the new drivers license numbers.
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Court Mafched y
Transaction Records

- 'Cdre Data Base - Sqrt by
‘ - |- People Key

CDUI DMV Data

Base Record

- - - Builder
.- P7799

Updated
Core Data Base . CDUI DMV Data
, Base Records
' For Research

Functions

I Transaction Records
For Next Processing
In Six Months

DMV Data Base

Updated
Core Data Records
Base ’ '
- Core Data Base |- o Sort Into
Index Builder Core Data Base-
Order

P0599

New Index Final Sorted
Records DMV Data Base
With Records
Corrected

DI, Numbers
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APPENDIX B

Survival Data and Test Statistic
Summary Tables
, for
First Offender Treatment Group Analysis
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APPENDIX B DIRECTORY

Total Assigned Grouﬁs.(and Non-Yolunteer Samplc) ............. 83
Accident .........ciiiiiiiiiiia.. e 83
DUI/Recklessv.f....,..;..; ..... e Cereeeinciieine., 90

' :Moving Violation ...;;...;.g..}};.' ...... e 97

Age Less Than 25 Years e e .104

ACCIdent ...l L 104
'>DUI/Reck1esé ..4....; ................ e I 108
Moving Violation ...........c.ccuvivenn.. B 112

Age 25 Years or O1der wuvennsosennoonnn., e 116

Accident ............ ;.}........., .............. e 116
-~ DUI/Reckless ...... J.;..;..f..........Q..,;.......;...;..120
Moving Violation ..;.' ...... ;;..g..' ......... REEETI . 124

Social Drinkers RESR P e S 12
Aécident’..........;.ﬂ .................................. .128
DUI/Reckless ........ocuivnnu... e e L e 132
Moving VIioLation ..uiiiiueie e, P 136

Midrange Problem Drinkers ............... et e e, ;.140
Accident ......... ...;....;.( ............................ 140
DUI/Reckless ............... ;.....7 ........... P . 144
Moving Violation ....... R I RN e -.--148

Severe Problem Driﬁkers e e 152

' Accidént e, ..}...;fQ ............... 152
DUI/Recklcss' ..... e e e ... 156
Moving Violation ................... B R 160
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_28_

VTable Bl.a

Control Group Survival Data: First Accident

Intvl . Number Number Number Number : ' . Cumul SE of

Start Entrng Wdrawn = Exposd of Propn Propn "~ Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl . Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-

(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating - ving At End ving
0.0 1270.0 “13.0 1263.5 13.0 .0.0103 0.9897 0.9897 0.003
'30.0 1244.0 43.0 1222.5 9.0 0.0074 .0.9926 = .0.9824 0.004
60,0 1192.0 36.0 1174.0 12.0 0.0102 .0.9898 -0.9724 0.005
90.0 1144.0 45.0 1121.5 8.0 - .0.0071 0.9929 .0.9654 0.005
120.0 1091.0 47.0 1067.5 7.0 0.0066 0.9934 0.9591 0.006
150.0 ©1037.0 79.0 997.5 . 9.0 0.0090 -0.9910 ‘0.9505  0.006
180.0 '949.0 70.0 914.0 7.0 - 0.0077 0.9923 "0.9432 0.007
210.0 872.0 93.0 825.5 4.0 .0.0048 0.9952 0.9386. 0.007
240.0 775.0 75.0 737.5 5.0 0.0068 0.9932 0.9322 - 0.008
270.0 - 695.0 48.0 671.0 2.0 .0.0030 0.9970 0.9295 0.008
300.0 645.0 - 51.0 619.5 6.0 0.0097 0.9903 0.9205 0.009
"330.0 S588.0 52.0 562.0 3.0 0.0053 0.9947 '0.9156 0.009
360.0 533.0 68.0 - 499.0 6.0 0.0120 0.9880 0.9045 0.010
390.0 459.0 57.0 430.5 1.0 0.0023 0.9977 0.9024 0.010
'420.0 401.0 44.0 379.0 3.0 0.0079 0.9921 0.8953 0.011
450.0 354.0 39.0 334.5 2.0 0.0060 - 0.9940 '0.8899 0.012
-480.0 313.0 45.0 290.5 1.0 - 0.0034 0.9966 0.8869 0.012
.510.0 - 267.0 32,0 251.0 1.0 0.0040 0.9960 .0.8834 0.012
- 540.0 234.0 42.0 213.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8824 0.012
570.0 - 192.0 35.0 -174.5 1.0 -0.0057 0.9943 0.8783 0.013°
600.0 156.0 29.0 141.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8783 n.013
630.0 127.0 126.0 114.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.8783 0.013
660.0 101.0 33.0 84.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8783 0.013
690.0 68.0 19.0 58.5 1.0 0.0171 0.9829 0.8633 0.020
720.0 . 48.0 34.0 31.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8633 0.020
750.0+ 14.0 14.0 - 7.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8633 0.020
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Home.Study Grodp Survival Data: First Accident

Table RI.b

Intvl - . Number Number ‘Number Number g - Cumul SE. of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn - .Propn Cumul
Time This During To - Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk - "Events nating ving ‘At End ving
0.0 1309.0 12.0 1303.0 11.0 ~0.0084 0.9916 ©0.9916 - 0.003
-30.0 - 1286.0 - 43.0 1264..5 17.0. 0.0134 0.9866 - 0.9782 0.004
60.0 1226.0 47.0 1202:5 14.0 0.0116 . 0.9884 0.9668 0.005
90.0 1165.0 44.0 1143.0 10.0 0.0087 0.9913 0.9584 0.006
120.0 1111.0 - 55.0 1083.5 8.0 070074 0.9926 10,9513 0:..006
150.0 1048.0 61.0 1017.5 . 12.0 0.0118 0ﬁ9882 1 0.9401 .0.007
180.0 -975.0 81.0. 934.5 5.0 0.0054 0.9946 0.9351 0.007
210.0 889.0 - 76.0 851.0 4.0 0.0047 . 0.9953 0.9307 0.007
240.0 809.0 70.0 774.0 6.0 © 0.0078 0:9922 0.9234 -0.008
270.0 733.0 56.0 705.0 5.0 -+ 0.0071 0.9929 0.9169  0.008
300.0 1 672.0 48.0 648.0. 1.0 0.0015 0.9985 0.9155 0.009
330.0 623.0 56.0 595.0 5.0 0.0084 0.9916 .0.9078 .0.009
360.0 -562.0 71.0 526.5 1.0 - 0.0019. 0.9981. 0.9061 0.009
390.0 490.0 66.90 457.0 6.0 - 0.0131 0.9869 0.8942 0.010
420.0 418.0 41.0 397.5 1.0 0.0025 0.9975 0.8919 0.011.
450.0 376.0 35.0 358.5 2.0 0.0056 0.9944 0.8869 0.011
480.0 339.0 - 47.0 1 315.5 . 3.0 0.0095 0.9905 0.8785 0.012
510.0 289.0 .35.0 " 271.5 1.0 ~0.0037 .0.9963 0.8753 . -0.012°
540.0 253.0 37.0 234.5 1.0 - 0.0043 0.9957 0.8715 0.013
570.0 215.0° 48.0 191.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8715 0.013
600.0 167.0 47.90 143.5 n.o 0.0 1.0000 0.8715 0.013
630.0 120.0 22,0, 109.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8715 0.013
660.0 98.0 21.0 87.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8715 0.013
690.0 77.0 25.0 64.5 - 1.0 0.0155 0.9845 . 0.8580 n.018
720.0 51.0 35.9 33.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8580 0.018
750.0+ 16.0 8.0 ~0.0 0.0 1.0660 0.8580 0.018-

16.90
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Table Bil.c

In-Class Group Survival Data:

First Accident

Intvl Number Number Number Number _ Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd . of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl . Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events - . nating ving At End ving
0.0 "1286.0 5.0 1283.5 18.0 - ‘0.0140 0.9860 0.9860 0.003
30.0 1263.0 35.0 1245.5 9.0 0.0072 0.9928 0.9789 0.004
60.0 1219.0 51.0 1193.5 10.0 0.0084 0.9916 0.9706 0.005
90.0 1158.0 37.0 1139.5 8.0 - 0.0070 0.9930 0.9638 0.005
120.0 1113.0 58.0 1084.0 6.0 -~ 0.0055 0.9945 0.9585 0.006
150.0 1049.0 80.0 1009.0 4.0 ~ 0.0040 0.9960 0.9547 0.006
180.0 965.0 72.0 929.0 8.0 0.0086 0.9914 0.9465 0.007
210.0 885.0 84.0 843.0 3.0 0.0036 0.9964 0.9431 0.007
240.0 798.0 77.0 759.5 9.0 0.0118 0.9882 0.9319 0.008
270.0 712.0 56.0 - 684.0 8.0 0.0117 0.9883 0.9210 0.009
300.0 648.0 55.0 620.5 . 6.0 0..0097 0.9903 0.9121 0.009
330.0 587.0 39.0 567.5 3.0 0.0053 0.9947 0.9073 0.010
360.0 545.0 .78.0 506.0 6.0 0.0119 0.9881 0.8965 0.010
390.0 461.0 51.0 435.5 6.0 0.0138 0.9862 0.8842 0.011
420.0 404.0 43.0 382.5 . 2.0 0.0052 0.9948 0.8796 0.012
450.0 359.0 35.0 341.5 2.0 0.0059 0.9941 - 0.8744 0.012
480.0 322.0 40.0 302.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8744 0.012
510.0 282.0 27.0 268.5 1.0 0.0037 0.9963 ~ 0.8712 0.013
.540.0 254.0 32.0 $238.0 1.0 0.0042 0.9958 - 0.8675 0.013
570.0 221.0 43.0 '199.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8675 0.013
'600.0 178.0 29.0 163.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .. 0.8675 0.013
630.0 - 149.0 34.0 132.0 0.0 © 0.0 1.0000 0.8675 0.013
660.0 115.0 27.0 101.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8675 0.013
690.0 838.0 27.0 74.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8675 0.013
720.0 61.0 .37.0 42.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8675 0.013
0 24.0 24.0 12.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8675 0.013

750.
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Table Bl.d

Number Number Number
Entrng Wdrawn Exposd
~ This During to
- Intvl Intvl __ Risk

3240.0 1.0 32305
3212.0 68.0 3178.0
3122.0 112.0 3066.0
2984 .0 145.0 2912.5
2819.0 126.0 2756.0
2669.0. 146.0 2596.0
2502.0 120.0 . 2442.0
2367.0 121.0 2306.5
2232.0 91.0 2186.5
2132.0 182.0 2041.0
1935.0 161.0 1854.5
1766.0 147.0 1692.5
1604.0 151.0 1528.5
1447 .0 123.0 1385.5
1318.0 104.0 1266.0
1211.0 1 132.0 1145.0
1073.0 107.0 1019.5
960.0 138.0 ~891.0
816.0 87.0 772.5
722.0 102.0 671.0
617.0 790 577.5
537.0 107.0 . 483.5
430.0 114.0 373.0
314.n 106.0 261.0
208,10 83.0 ‘ 166.5
125.0 125.n 62.5

Number

of

Termnl

0NN R
B N NN

fa—

PO D~ L NN O OV G100

o O

Events

DOOVIIDOODOCDCIODDHDOODDD

DD D

" Survival Data for the Sample of Non-Volunteers: First Accident

-’V.T-f."fODOODO‘DOOOOOOOO‘DOOO':D'O

- Cumul SE of
" Propn Propn - Propn Cumul
Termi- Survi- "~ Surv Surv--
nating ving At End __ iving.
.0083 0.0917 0.9917  .0.002
.0069 0.9931 . 0.9848 0.002
.0085 0.9915 0.9764 . 0.003
.0076 0.9924 0.9691 0.003
.0087 0.9913 0 0.9606 0.004
L0081 0.9919 10.9529  _-0.004
L0061 0.9939 0.9470 - 0.004°
L0061 0.9939 0.9413 0.004
.0041 0.9959 - '0.9374 0.005
.0073 0.9927° - 0.9305 0.005
.0043 . 0.9957 0.9265 0.005
.0089 10.9911 - 0.9183 0.005 -
.0039 0.9961 0.0147 0.006
.0043 0.9957 0.9107 0.006
.0024 0.9976 - 0.9086 0.006
.0052 N.994&  0.9038 0.006
.0059 0.9941 0.8985 0
.0067 . 0.9933  0.8924. = 0.007 .
.00o1 09909 .N.8843 0.008
0045 0.9955 0.8804 0.008
L0017 0.9923 " 0.8789  0.008
0 1.0000 0.8789 0.008
0054 - 0.9946 S 0.8741 0.009
0.0 1.0000 0.8741 n.009
0.0 -1.09003 0.8741  0.009
0.0 11,0000 0.8741 0.009

.00 -
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Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups using the

Overall Comparison
Group Name

Control

Home Study

In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison

- Group Name .

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic

Total N

1270

1309
1286

Statistic‘
Total N

1270
1309

.Statistic

Total N

1270
1286

Statistic

Total N -

1309 .
1286 -

Table Bl.e

0.637
' Uncen.
101
‘114
110
0.640

Uncen

101
114

-0.129
Uncen

101
110

0.182
Uncen

114
110

Lee-Desu Statistic:

.F. 2 Prob.
Cen Pct Cen
1169 '92.05
1195 91.29
1176‘ ’ 91.45

.F. 1 Prob.
Cen Pct Cen
1169 92.05
1195 91.29

F. 1  Prob.
Cen Pct Cen
1169 92.05
1176 91.45

.F. | 1 Prob.
Cen Pct Cen
1195 91.29

1176 191.45

First Accident

0.7271,
Mean Séore
13.176
~13.756
0.98989
0.4238,

Mean Score

9.1850
-8.9114

0.7190,
Méan Score

©3.9906
-3.9409

0.6700,
Mean Score

-4.8442
4.9308

NS

NS

NS
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Table B1.f

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Group and the
Non-Volunteer Sample Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: First Accident

Overall Comparison

Groun Name

Non-Volunteer

‘Control

Home Study

In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Non-Volunteer
Cpntrol

Pairwise Comnarison
Croup Name

Non-Volunteer
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
Home Study

Fairwise Comparison
Sroup  Name

Non-Volunteer
-In-Class

Statistic
Total N
3240
1270
1309
1286
Statistic

Total N

3240

1270
Statistic
--Total N

3240

1300

Statistic
Total N

1270
1209

7209

Statistic
Total N

3240
1285

2,049

INCEN
264
101
114
110
“0.349
© UNCEN

264
101

B2

UNCEN

264
114

.640
1‘UNCEN

101
114

. UNCEN

264
110

.445

N.F.

CEN

2976
1169
1195
1176

D.E.

CEN

2976
1169

 CEN

1169
1195

CEN

2876
1176

3 Prob. 0.3996,NS
PCT  CEN  Mean Score
91.85  30.845
92,05 . . -0.68110
191,20 . -50.720
01.45 -25.412
1 Prob.  0:5546,NS
PCT CEN  Mean Score
91.85 5.4315
92.05 -13.857
1" Prob.  0.1179,NS
PCT CEN Mean Score
91.85 14.934
01.29 | -36.064
1° Prob.  0.4238,NS
PCT CEN - Mean Score
192.05. 9,1850
91.29 . -8.9114
1 Prob. 0.2615,3S
PCT - CEN  Mean Score
01.85 ' 10.47%
01

A5 <26.432
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Table Bl.f (cont.)

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Group and the _
First Accident

Non-Volunteer Sample Using the Lee-Desu Statistic:
.(Con't)
Pairwise Comparison Statistic . 0.120  D.F. 1 Prob.  0.7190,NS
. Group - "Name Total N UNCEN CEN PCT CEN = Mean Scpre
Control 1270 101 1169 92.05° 3.9906
-In-Class 1286 110 1176 - 91.45, -3.9409
Pairwise Comparison Statistic 0.182 D.F. 1 Prob. . ‘O.§7QO,NS
Group  Name = _ Total N UNCEN CEN PCT CEN  Mean Score
’ 1309 114 1195  91.29 -4.8442
1286 110 1176 91.45 4.9308

-Home Studyv
In-Class



_06_

Table B2.a -

Control Group Survival Data: First DUI or Reckless PDriving Offense

Intvl Number
Start - Entrng
Time This
(Days) ~ Intvl
0.0 1270.0
30.0 1245.0
60.0 1187.0
90.0 - 1149.0
120.0 1089.0
150.0 103¢.0
180.0 947.0
210.0 871.0
240.0 773.0
270.0 694.0
300.0 639.0
330.0 581.0
360.0 526.0
© 390.0 462.0
420.0 - 403.0
450.0 - 356.0
480.0 . 380.0
510.0 . 266.,0
540.0 .235.0
570.0 194.0
600.0 155.0
630.0 124.0
660.0 96.0
690.0 64..0
720.0 45.0
750.0+ 15.0

Number

“Cumul

SE of

Number Number _

Wdrawn Fxposd of  Propn Propn Propn ‘Cumul
~ During to Termnl Termi- survi- ‘Surv Survi-
~Intvl  Risk ~~ Events ‘Nating _ving At End ving

13.0 1263.5 12.0 . 0.0095 0.9905 0.9905 - 0.003
44.0 1223.0 14.0 0.0114 09886 -0.9792 ~0.004
37.0 1168.5 -10.0 0.0086 0.9914 . 0.9708 0.005
45.0 1117.5 6.0 0.0054 0.9946 - 0.9656 0.005
47.0 1065.5 6.0 0.0056 - 0.9944 0.9601 0.006
8§1.0 995.5 8.0 0.0080 0.9920 0.9524 0.006
'71.0 911.5 5.0 0.0055 0.9945 - 0.9472 0.007
94.0 824.0 4.0 0.0049 0.9951 0.9426 -0.007 .
76.0 735.0 3.0 - 0.0041 0.9959 0.9387 0.007
52.0° 668.0 3.0 0.0045 0.9955 - 0.9345. ~0:.008
55.0 611.5 3.0 ©0.0049 0.9951 - 0.9299 0.008
53.0 554.5 2.0 0:0036 0.9964 0.9266 . 0.008
62.0 - 495.0 2.0 0.00490 0.9960 ©.0.9229 0.009
59.0 432.5 0.0. 0.0° 1.0000 -0.9229 0.009
44.0 381.0 3.0 0.0079 0.9921  0.9156  0.010
47.0 332.5 1.0 0.0030 0.9970 0.9128 .0.019

"42.0 287.0 0.0 0.0 .. 1.0000  .0.9128 . 0.010

31.0 © 250.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 " 0.9128 - 0.010
41.0 214.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 ©0.9128 0.010
39.0 174.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9128 0.010
31.0 139.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 +0.9128 0.010
28.0 110.90 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9128 0.010
32.0 80.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9128 © 0,010
19.0 54.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9125 0.010
“30.0 30.40 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9128 0,010
15.0 7.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0 0.010

.9128
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Table B2.b

Home Study Group Survival Data: First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl Number Number Number Number ' - Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposed - of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During ©to’ _ -Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) - Intvl Intvl ~ Risk ~  Events mating ving At End ving
0.0 1309.0 12.0 1303.0 e.0 0.0069 0.9931 - 0.9931 . 0.002
30.0 1288.0 43.0 1266.5 14.0 0.0111 0.9889 0.9821 0.004
60.0 1231.0 47.0 1207.5 12.0 0.0099 0.9901 - 0.9724 0.005
'30.0 1172.0 44 .0 1150.5 8.0 0.0070 0.9930 1f0;9656 - 0.005
120.0 1120.0 56.0 1092.0 2.0 -0.0018 0.9982 - 0.9638. 0.005
150.0 11062.0 63.0 1030.5 6.0 0.0058: 0.9942: 0.9582 0.006
180.0 993.0 81.0 952.5 8.0 - 0.0084 0.9916 0.9502 0.006
- 210.0 204.0 75.0 - 866..5 6.0 “'0.0069 0.9931 0.9436 0.007
240.0 823.0 75.0 785.5 3.0 '0.0038 0.9962 0.9400 0.007
270.0 745.0 55.0 717.5 3.0 0.0042 0.9958 - 0.9360 0.007
300.0 687.0 47.0 663.5 1.0 - 0.0015 0.9985 0.9346 0.008
330.0 639.0 60.0 609.0 - 2.0 0.0033 0.9967 +0.9316 0.008
360.0 577.0 72.0 541.0 0.0 ‘0.0 1.0000 0.9316 0.008
390.0 505.0 73.0. - 468.5 1.0 0.0021 0.9979 0.9296 0.008
420.0 431.0 40.0 411.0 1.0 0.0024 0.9976 0.9273 0.008
450.0 390.0 2 37.0 371.5 1.0 0.0027 0.99753 0.9248 0.009
- 480.0 352.0 46.0 329.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9248 0.009
510.0 306.0 38.0 287.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 :0.9248 0.009
540.0 268.0 42.0 246.0 2.0 0.0081 0.9919 0.9173 0.010
570.0 224.0 43.0 202.5 ‘1.0 0.0049 0.9951 10,9128 0.011
600.0 180:0 51.0 154.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.9128 .0.011
630.0 129.0 26.0 116.0 0.0 n.o -1.0000 0.9128 0.011
660.0 103.0 22.0 92.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9128 0.011
690.0 81.0 26.0 68.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.9128 N.011
720.0 55.0 ©36.0 37.0 0.0 n.0 1.0000 0.9128 0.011
750. 0+ 19.0 - 19.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.91238 0.011
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In-Class Group Survival Data: First DUT 6r'Reck1ess Driving Offense

Intvl Number
© Start -Entrng
Time This
(Days) Intvl _

0.0 - 1286.0
30.0 1271.0
60.0 1223.0
90.0 . 1167.0

- 120.0 1119.0
©150.0 1057.0
180.0 964 .0
210.0. 889.0
240.0 801.0
'270.0 722.0
300.0 €60.0
330.0 600.0
360.0 554.0
390.0 . 478.0
420.0 1 418.0
450.0 374.0
480.0 337.0
510.0 1290.0
540.0 258.0
570.0 227.0
600.0 184.0

7 630.0 150.0
660.0 114, 0
690.0 " 88.0
720.0 '59.0
750.0+ 220

Number Number
Wdrawn Exposed.
During " to
Intvl . Risk
5.0 1283.5
35.0 1253.5
51.0 1197.5
37.0 '1148.5
'58.0 '1090.0
85.0 ©1014.5
"71.0 928.5
85.0  846.5
76.0 763.0
60.0 692.0
57.0 631.5
43,0 578.5
"75.0 516.5
58.0 4490
-44.0 396.0
©37.0 . 355%,5
46.0 ©314.0
31.0 - 274.5
31,0 242.5
43,0 205.5
34,0 167.0
36.0 132.0
1 26.0 101.0
29.0 73.5
"37.0 40.5
22.0 11.0

Table B2.c

Number

of
Terml

_Events

10.

13

.

-

& = » ' o L
JDO‘SoiDQDHHHQONHMNNMMbm&.—-‘m
2O D 000000 DODODOD2DODD DD

: . Cumul " SE of
Propn Propn ‘Propn Cumul
Termi- Survi- ~'Surv - " Survi-
_nating ving ‘At End ving -
0.0078 0.9922 '0.9922 0.002
0.0104 0.9896 n.9819  0.004 -
- 0.0042. 0.9958 ©0.9778 0.004
'0.0096.  0.9904 . 0.9685 0. 005
0.0037 0.9963 0.9649 0.005
0.0079 0.9921 ©0.9573 0.006
0.0043 0.9957  0.9532 0.006
0.0035 0.9965 70,9498 0.006
0.0039 0.9961 ~0.9461 0.007
. 0.0029 0.9971 10,9433 - 0.007
0.0048 0.,9952 ~ 0.9388 0.007 .
. 07,0052 . 0.,9948 "0.9340 0.008
0.0019 0.9981 L 0:9322 0.008
0.0045 0.9955 0.9280 0.009
0.0 1.0000 0.9280 0.009
0.0 1.0000 10,9280 0.069
0.0032 0.9968 10,9251 0.009
0.0036 0.9964 0.9217 0.010
0.0 1.0000 "0.9217 0.010
0.0 1.0000 0.,0217 0.010.
0.0 1.0000 10,0217 -0.010
0.0 1.0000 . 0.9217 0.010
a.n0 1.0000 ©0.9217 0.010
0.0 1.0000 .0.9217 0.010
0.0 1.0000 '0.9217 ©0.010
0.0 1 .6000 0.9717 0.010)
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Table B2.d

 Survival Data for the Sample of Non-Volunteers: First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

OO D ODODODOIDTDODDDDDDODOC DT

Intv] Number
Start Entrng
Time This
(Days) Intvl
0.0 3240.0
3C.0 .3205.0
60.0 3119.0
90.0 2991.
120.0 2833,
150.0 2691,
180.0 2521.
210.0 2391,
240.0 2261,
-270.0 - 2160.
300.0 1965.
330.0 1801.
360.0 1644,
390.0 1487.
420.0 1354,
450.0 11234,
480.0 1089.
510.0 977.
540.0 835.
570.C 753,
600.0 654.
630.0 571.
660.0 447.
690.0 331.0
720.0 227.0
750.0+ 134.0

Number - Number
Wdrawn Exposd
During to
Intvl Risk
1.9 3239.5
67.0 3171.5
113.0 3062.5
145.0 2918.5
124.0 2771.0
148.0 2617.0
122.0 2460.0
120.0 2331.0
96.0 2213.0-°
186.0 2067.0
160.0 1885.0
152.0 1725.0
151.0 1568.5
130.0 1422.0
117.0 1295.5
141.0 1163.5
111.0 1033.5
140.0 907.0
81.0 794.5
28.0 704.0
83.0 612.5
124.0 509.0
116.0 389.0
104.0 279.n
23.0 180.5
134.0 67.0

Number Cumul SE of ..
of © Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Termnl Termi Survi- Surv Surv-
__ _Events .~ nating _ving At End iving
34.0 '0.0105 0.9895 0.9895 0.002
19.0 ©0.0060 0.9940 "0.9836 0.002
15.0 ©0.0040 0.9951  0.9788 0.003
13.0 0. 0045 £.9955 0.9744 0.003
18.n 0.0065 0.9935 0.9681 0.003
22.0 0.0084 0.9916 0.9599 0.004
8.0 0.0033 0.9967 0.9568 0.004
10.0 .-0.0043 0.9957 0.9527 0.004
5.0 0.0023 0.9977 0.9506 0.004
9.0 0.0044 0.9956 0.9464 0.004
4.0 ©0.0021 0.9979 0.9444 0.004
5.0 0.0029 0.9971 0.9417 0.005
6.0 - n.0038 0.0962 0.9381 0.005
S 3.0 ©0.0021 0.9979 -0.9361 0.005
3.0 “0.0023 0.9977 . 0.9339 0.005
4.0 0.0034 0.9966 ©0.9307 0.005
1.6 0.0010 0.9990 0.9298 0.005

2.0 0.0022 0.9978 - 0.9278 0.005 -
1.0 0.0013 0.0987 0.9266 0.006
1.0 -.0.0014 0.9086 - 0.9253 0.006
0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9253 0.006
0.0 n.0 1.0000 0.,9253 0.006
0.0 n.no 1.0000 0.9253 0.006
0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9253 0.006
0.0 0.0 1.2000 N.9253 0.006
0.0 N0 1.0009 0.025! 0.006
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Comparison of First Offender Tfeatment_Groﬁps Using the Lee-Desu Statistiﬁ:.

Overall Comparison'

Group Name
Control
Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Hdmé Study
In-Class

First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Statistic

" Total N
1270
1309
1286
Statistic

Total N

1270
© 1309

Statistic
Total N

1270
1286

. Statistic

Total ‘N

1309
1286

Table B2.e

0.646
- Uncen
§2
80
74
0.194

Uncen

0.642
Uncen

82
74

0.136
lincen

an
74

D.F.
Cen

1188
1229

1212

D.F.
Cen

1188
1229

D.F.

Cen-

1188

1212

D.F.

Cen

1229
1212

2
PCT
93,

93.
94,

PCT. .

93.
04,

PCT

a3,
a4

C

C

PROB.

EN

EN

54
25

o
Y

PROB.

EN

0.

Mean

7239,NS

Score.

-12.892
0.79679
11.921

0

Mean-

-8.
8.1439

<

.6598 NS

Score

L6457
25073

4230 ,NS

Score

2465

.7126,NS
‘S;Ore

7105

LTTRE
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Table B2.f

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Croup and the Non—Volunteer Sample
First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Group

lUsing the Lee-Desu Statistic:

_Overall Comparison

Name

. Non-Volunteer

Pairwise

Group

Pairwise

Group

Pairwise

Group

“Pajrwise

Group

Control
Home Study
In-Class

Comparison

Name

‘Non-Volunteer

Control

Comparison

Name

Non-Volunteer

Home Study

Comparison

‘Name

Control
Home Study

Comparison

- Name

Non-Volunteer

In-Class

Statistic
Total N
3240
1270
1306
1286

Statistic

Total N

Statistic
Total N

3240
1309

Statistic

Total N,

1270
1309

Statistic

Total N

2,814

UNCEN

—
~ 0o UG Ca
oS e I S RS

.461

I

UNCEN

183
82

1.073
UNCEN

183
80

0.194
“ UNCEN

82
80

0. 346
UNCEN

183
74

D.F.

CEN

3057
1188

1229

-

1212

CEN

3057
1188

D.F.

- CEN

3057
1229

D.F.

~ CEN

1188
1229

nFE.
CEN

3057
1212

3 Prob. 0.4212 NS
PCT CEN Mean Score

94.35 26.865

93.54 - -46.494

93.89 -20.975

094.25 -0.41991

1 Prob. 0.1167,NS
PCT CEN Mean Score

94 .35 13.071

93.54 -33.602

1  Prob. 0.3003,NS
PCT CEN Mean Socre

94.35 8.7960

q3.89 -21.772

1 Prob. 0.6598 NS
PCT CEN  Mean Score

93.54 -4,6457

93.89 4.5073

1 Prob. N.5563 NS
PCT CEN Mean Score‘

94.35 4.8081

Q4,25 -12.341



Table B2.f (Cont.)

Compafison-bf»First Offender Treatment Gfoup and the Non—Volunteef Sample
Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: - First DUT or Reckless Driving Offense (Continucd)

.-96..

Pairwise Comparison | Statistic' - >O.642 D.F. 1 Prob. _. d;AQSO,NS
Group Name | Total N~ UNCEN | CEN PCT - CEN | Mean Séafe'
~ Control 1270~ 82 1188 93.54 -3.2465"
In-Class 1286 74 1212 94,25 8.1439

Pairwise Comparison Statistic © 0a36  D.F. 1 Prob. 0.7126,NS

CEN PCT CEN ‘Mean Score

Group. Name Total N UNCEN
Home Study . 1309 - 30 1229 . 93.89  -3.7105
In-Class - 1212 94.25 3.7768

1286 74
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Control Croup Survival Data: First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Number

Table BSLa

Intvl Number Number ~ Number : o Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd -of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl Termi- Survi- - Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events " nating ving At End ving

0.0 1270.0 13.0 -1263.5 38.0 0.0301 0.9699 0.9699 0.005
- 30.0 1219.0 44.0 1197.0 33.0 0.0276 0.9724 0.9432 0.007
- .60.0 1142.0 36.0 '1124.0 - 18.0 0.0160 0.9840 - 0.9281 - 0.007
-90.0 1088.0 45.0 1065.5 19.0 0.0178 0.9822 0.9115 0.008
120.0 1024.0 45.0 1001.5 - 23.0 0.0230 0.9770.. 0.8906 - 0.009

~150.0 956.0 - 81.0 . 915.5 12.0 0.0131 0.9869  0.8789 0.010

180.0 863.0 69.0 - 828.5 15.0 0.0181" 0.9819 0.8630 0.010 |

210.0 779.0 87.0 735.5 11.0 0.0150 0.9850 0.8501 0.011
240.0 681.0 71.0 645.5 13.0 0.0201 0.9799 0.8330 0.012
270.0 597.0 48.0 573.0 6.0 0.0105 0.9895 0.8243% 0.012
'300.0 543.0 50.0 518.0 6.0 0.0116 0.9884 0.8147 0.012
330.0 487.0 47.0 463.5 7.0 0.0151 0.9849 0.8024 0.013
360.0 . 433.0 .55.0 405.5 4.0 0.0099 0.9901 0.7945 0.014
390.0 374.0 52.0 348.0 1.0 0.0029 0.9971 0.7922 0.014
420.0 321.0 39.0 301.5 2.0 0.0066 0.9934 0.7870 0.014
450.0 280.0 41.0 259.5 1.0 0.0039 0.9961 0.7839 0.014
480.0 238.0 38.0 219.0 - 0.0 0.0 '1.0000 0.7839 - 0.014
510.0 200.0 26.0 187.0 3.0 0.016C 0.9840 0.7713 0.016
540.0 171.0 32.0 155.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
570.0 139.0 27.0 - 125:5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713. 0.016
600.0 112.0 25.0 99.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
630.0 87.0 21.0 76.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7713 0.016
660.0 66.0 ©20.0 56.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
690.0 '46.0 12.0 40.0 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
720.0 34.0 22.0 23.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
750.0 12.0 12.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7713 0.016
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Table -B3.b

Home Study Group Survival Data:- First Moving Violation or Any A/R.Offenée

Intvl Number Number Number - Number . - Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd . of - Propn Propn ..;Propn Cumul
Time This During - to Termnl Termi - Survi- ~Surv Survi-
. (Days) Intvl ~Intvl Risk Events nating ving - At End ving
0.0 1309.0 - 12.0 :1303.0 27.0 0.0207 0.9793 70.9793 0.004
300 1270.0 - 43.0 1248.5 .39.0 +0.0312 0.9688 ~0.9487 - 0.006
60.0 1188.0 47.0 1164.5 26.0 .0.0223 0.9777 0.9275 0.007
90.0 1115.0 43.0 1093.5 1 26.0 0.0238 0.9762 0.9055 0.008
120.0 1046.0 56.0 1018.0 16.0 0.0157 ~ 0.9843 0.8912 0.009
- 150.0 974.0 62.0 943.0 '18.0 1 0.0191 0.9809 0.8742 0.010
180.0 894.0 77.0 855.5 14,0 0.0164 0.9836 0.8599 0.010
~210.0 803.0 . 73.0 766.5 16.0 0.0209 0.9791  0.8420  0.011
- 240.0 714.0 72.0 .678.0 13.0 - 0.0192 0.9808 - 0.8258 0.012
270.0 ©629.0 . 50.0 604.0 5.0 '0.0083 0.9917 . 0.8190 0.012
300.0 ' 574.0 - .45.0 551.5 © 4.0 0.0073 - 0.9927 0.8130 - 0.012
330.0 525.0 55.0 - 497.5 :2.0 . 0.0040 0.9960 0.8098 0.012
360.0 468.0 65.0 435.5. 3.0 0.0069 0.9931 0.8042 0.013
390.0 400.0 64.0 368.0 4.0 0.9109 0.9891° ' -0.7954 0.013
420.0 332.0 35.0 314.5 1.0 0.0032 0.9968 1 0.7929 0.013
450.0 296.0 33.0 279.5 1.0 0.0036 0.9964  0.7901 0.014
480.0 1262.0 43.0 240.5 - 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 -~ 0.7901 0.014
510.0 1 219.0 - 29.0 204.5 3.0 - 0.0147 0.9853 .0.7785 0.015
540.0 187.0 31.0 171.5 . 3.0 0.0175 0.9825 '0.7649 0.017
570.0 - 153.0 .32.0 ©137.0 ‘0.0 .0.0 - 1.0000 0.7649 = 0.017
'600.0 121.0 37.0 :102.5 0.0 0:0 -°1.0000  -0.7649 0.017.
- 630.0 84.0 18.0 - 75.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7649 - 0.017
 660.0° 66.0 13,0 59.5° 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7649 . 0.017
690.0 53.0 16.0 45.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7649 0.017
720.0 37.0 27.9 23.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7649 = -0.017
750.0 10.0 10.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7649 - 0.017
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Table B3.c .

In-Class Group Survival Data: First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

-Intvl ' Number Number Number Number ) Cumul SE of

Start -Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of . Propn ‘Propn Propn Cumul
Time - This During . to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-

{Days). Intvl Intvl Risk Events - =  nating ving At End ving
0.0 1286.0 5.0 1283.5 39.0 0.0304 0.9696 0.9696 0.00S
30.0 1242.0 35:0. 1224.5 . 33.0 0.0269 0.9731 0.9435 0.006
60.0 1174.0 51.0 1148.5 - 18.0 0.0157 -0.9843 0.9287 0.007
90.0 1105.0 37.0 1086.5 26.0 0.0239 0.9761 0.9065 0.008
120.0 1042.0 58.0 1013.0 24.0 0.0237 0.9763 0.8850 0.009
150.0 960.0 84.0 918.0 15.0 0.0163 0.9837 0.8708 ©0.010
180.0 861.0 68.0 827.0 13.0 - 0.0157 0.9843 0.8569 0.010
210.0 780.0 81.0 -739.5 -10.0 0.0135 0.9865 .0.8453 0.011
.240.0 689.0 70.0 654.0 11.0 "~ 0.0168 0.9832 0.8310 0.011
-270.0 608.0 53.0 581.5 5.0 0.0086 0.9914 .0.8239 0.012
-300.0 -550.0 50.0 525.0 8.0 0.0152 0.9848 0.8113 0.012
330.0 492.0 36.0 474.0 5.0 0.0105 0.9895 0.8028 0.013
360.0 451.0 67.0 417.5 8.0 0.0192 0.9808 0.7874 0.014
390.0 376.0 50.0 351.0 5.0 0.0142 0.9858 0.7762 0.014
420.0 321.0 36.0 303.0 1.0 0.0033 0.9967 -0.7736 0.015
"450.0 284.0 33.0 267.5 1.0 0.0037 0.9963 -0.7707 0.015
480.0 250.0 39.0 230.5 2.0 0.0087 0.9913 - 0.7640 0.015
©510.0 209.0 26.0 196 .0 2.0 0.0102- 1 0.9898 "0.7563 0.016
540.0 181.0 23.0 169.5 2.0 0.0118 0.9882 0.7473 0.017
570.0 156.0 32.0 140.0 1.0 0.0071 0.9929 '0.7420 0.018
600.0 123.0 25.0 '110.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7420 0.018
630.0 98.90 30.0 83.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7420 0.018
660.0 68.0 18.0 59.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7420. 0.018
690.0 50.0 17.0 41.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7420 0.018
720.0 33.0 22.0 22.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7420 0.018
750.0+ 11.0 1.0 5.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7420 0.018
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Table B3.d |

Survival Data For The Sample of Non-Volunteers: First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Intvl - . Number Number Number " Number ‘ , - Cumul SE - of
Start - - Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of * Propn Propn. Propn Cumul
Time _ This During to Termnl " Termi- Survi- Surv- Survi-
(Days) Intvl o Intvl Risk . Events " nating . ving At End - ving
0.0 3240.0 1.0 3239.5 -96.0 -0.0296 .0.9704 0.9704 '0.003
30.0 3143.0 67.0 3109.5 77.0 0.0248 0.9752 0.9463 0.004
60.0 2999.0 113.0 2942.5 - 50.0 0.0170 0.9830 0.9303 - 0.005
90.0 2836.0 144.0 2764.0 57.0 0.0206 0.9794. 10.9111 0.005
120.0 2635.0 121.0. 2574.5 '51.0 0.0198 -0,9802 0.8930 0.006
150.0 2463.0 146.0 2390.0 41.0 0.0172 0.9828 0.8777 0.006
180.0 - 2276.0 116.0 2218.0 33.0 0.0149 0.9851 -0.8646 0.006
210.0 -2127.0 - 114.0 2070.0 23.0 0.0111 0.9889 0.8550 0.007
240.0 1990.0 94.0 1943.0 30.0 "0.0154 - 0.9846 0.8418 0.007
270.0 1866.0 167.0 1782.5 18.0 0.0101 : 0.9899 - 0.8333 0.007
300.0 1681.0 . 144.0 1609.0 9.0 © 0.0056 - 0.9944--  0.8287 0.007
330.0 1528.0 - 137.0 1459.5 5.0 0.0034 0.9966 -~ 0.8258 " 0.007
- 360.0 1386.0 134.0 1319.0 9.0 0.0068. 0.99327 0.8202 0.007
390.0 .1243.0 112.0 1187.0 9.0 0.0076 0.9924 0.8140 0.008
420.0 1122.0 108.0 -1068.0 5.0 0.0047 0.9953 0.8102 0.008
450.0 1009.0 113.0 952.5 3.0 0.0031 0.9969 .0.8076 0.008
480.0 893.0 96.0 845.0 3.0 '0.0036 0.9964 .0.8048 0.008
510.0 794.0 121.0 733.5 6.0 0.0082 0.9918 0.7982 0.008
540.0 667.0 71.0 631.5 1.0 " 0.0016 0.9984  "0.7969 0.009
570.0 595.0 2 77.0 . 556.5 3.0 "0.0054 0.9946 10,7926 0.009
600.0 515.0 - 59.0 485.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7926 0.009
630.0 456.0. 92.0 410.0 1.0 0.0024 0.9976 0.7907 0.009
660.0 363.0 97.0 314.)5 ‘1.0 0.0032 0.9968 0.7882 0.009 -
690.0 '265.0 80.0 225.0 1.0 .0.0044 0.9956 0.7847 0.010
720.0 - 184.0 78.0 145.0 0.0 0.0 -~ - 1.0000 . 0.7847 0.010
750.0+ 106.0 ~-106.0 0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 '0.7847 0.010

53.
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Table B3.e
Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: ~First Moving
Violation or Any A/R Offense ’
Overall Comparison Statistic . 0.204 D.F. _ 2 Prob. 0.9030, NS
Grbup Name _ : Total N Uncen - Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Control 1270 212 1058 83.31 7.3543
Home Study 1309 221 1088 83.12 5.4347
In-Class 1286 229 1057 - 82.19 £12.795
Pairwise Comparison ‘Statistic : 0.001 D.F. 1  Prob. 0.9727, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen Cen Pct Cen -Mean Score
Control 1270 212 1058 83.31 0.56614
Home Study 1309 221 ~ 1088 83.12 -0.54927
Pairwise Comparison Statistic '0.170 D.F. 1 Prob. 0.6800, NS
- Group Name Total N Uncen Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Control 1270 212 1058 83.31 - 6.7882
In-Class - 1286 229 1057 82.19 -6.7037
Pairwise Comparison Statistic ‘ 0.134 D.F. 1 Prob. = 0.7147, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Home Study 1309 - 221 1088 83.12 5.9840
1286 . 229 1057 82.19 -6.0910

In-Class
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Comparison of First Offender Treatment - Groups and the Non-Volunteer Sample Using the Lee-~ Desu

Overall Comparison
Group Name -
Nonvolunteer
Control
Home Study
In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Nonvolunteer
Control-

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Nonvolunteer

Home Study

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Statistic:

Statistic

Tot

Statistic

Tot

Statistic

Tot

Statistic

Table BSAf

First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

al N

3240
1270
1309
1286

al N

3240
1270

al N

3240

1309

1.741
Uncen
532

212
221

229 - -

0.471

Uncen

532
212

- 0.565

Uncen -

532
221

0.001
" Uncen

21z
}221

D.F.
Cen

2708

1058

1088
1057

D.F.

Cen

2708
1058

D.F.
Cen

2708
1088

D.F.

Cen

- 1058

1088

3 Prob.

-Pct Cen

83.58
83.31
83.12
82.19

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

83.58
83.31

1 Prob.

Pct Ceh

83.58
83.17

1 'Pfob.'

- Pct Cen

83.31
83.12

- 0.6278, NS

Mean Score

36.838
-16.564
-20.519
-55.567

10,4925, NS

Mean Score

9.3753
-23.918

0.4522, NS

Mean Score

'10.486

-25.954

Mean Score

0.56614
-0.54927

- 0.9727, NS
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Table B3.f (Cont.)
Lee-Desu

Comparison of lIirst Offender Treatment Groups and the Non-Volunteer Sample Usiﬂg the
Statistic: Tirst Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense (Continued)
0.2204, NS

Pairwise Comparison Statistic 1.502  D.F. : 1  Prob.
Group Name ’ Total N Uncen Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Nonvolunteer 3240 R 532 2708 83.58 16.977
In-Class 1286 © 229 1057 82.19 -42.772
Pairwise Comparison‘ Statistic 0.170 D.F. 1 _Prdb.' 0.6800, NS
Group Name ‘ Total N *Uncen Cen . Pet Cen Mean Score
Contfol 1270 212 1058 83.31 - 6.7882
In-Class - 1286 229 1057 82.19:' - -6.7037
Pairwise Comparison Statistic o 0.134 D.F. 1 Prob. 0.7147, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen ~ Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
| 1309 221 1088 - 83.12 ~5.9840
1286 229 1057 82.19 -6.0910

Homé Study -
In-Class



“p01-

.Table B4-a.

Control Group Survival Data for Age Less Than'ZS Years: First Accideﬁt"

Intvl - Number ~  Number Number Number : - . Cumul SE. of
Start Entrng Wdrawn. Exposd ~of- "~ Propn Propn "Propn . Cumul
Time This . During ' to ~ Termnl . ° Termi- Survi-  Surv Survi-
(bays) Intvli - Intvl Risk Events ~ nating = ving .~ At End ving
0.0 475.0 5.0 472.5 8.0 © 0.0169 0.9831 .~ 0.9831 0.006
30.0 462.0 15.0 454.5 5.0 0.0110 0.9890 0.9723 - 0.008
- 60.0 442.0 11.0 436.5 7.0 '0.0160 . 0.9840 .0.9567  0.009
90.0 424.0 16.0 416.0 3.0 0.0072 - 0.9928 = 0.9498 0.010
120.0 405.0 - 10.0 400-0 2.0 0.0050 0.9950 0.9450 0.011
150.0 393.0 37.0 374.5 2.0 0.0053 0.9947 0.9400 - 0.011
'180.0 354.0 20.0 344.0 - 3.0 0.0087 0.9913 0.9318 0.012
-210.0 331.0 30.0 316.0 2.0 . 0.0063 . 0.9937 - 0.9259 0.013
240.0 299.0 ©29.0 284.5 2.0 10.0070 0.9930 10.9194 0.013
270.0 268.0 17.0 259.5 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 . 0.9194 0.013
300.0 251.0 16.0 243.0 3.0 0.0123 0.9877 0.9080 0.015
330.0 232.0 25.0 219.5 2.0 0.0091 0..9909 .0.8997 0.016
360.0 205.0 26.0 192.0 3.0 '0.0156 0.9844 = 0.8857 0.017
390.0 176.0 20.0 166.9 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8857 0.017
© 420.0 -156.0 20.0 146.0 0.0 0.0 .1.0000 - 0.8857 0.017
450.0 136.0 13.0 129.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.8857 0.017
- 480.0 -123.0- 17.0 114.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ..  0.8857 0.017
510.0 106.0 11.0 100.5 - 0.0 0.0 1°.0000 - 0.8857 ~ 0.017
540.0 195.0 18,0 86.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.8857  0.017
570.0 77.0 - 11.0 71.5 . 1.0 0.0140 0.9860 " -0.8733 0.021
600.0 65.0 11.0 59.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000  0.8733 0.021
630.0 . 54.0 14.0 S 47.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8733 0.021
660.0 40.0 16.0 32.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.8733 0.021
690.0 24.0 5.0 21.5 1.0 - 0.0465 0.9535 0.8327 0.045
720.0 18,0 12.0 12.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8327  N.045
750.0+ 6.0 6.0 3.0 0.0 ~0.0 1.0000  0.8327 0.045
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liome Study Group Survival Data for Age Less Than 25 Years:

Table B4.b

FirstﬂA¢cideﬂf'_.

Intvl- Number Number Number . Number v ‘Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This. During to .Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) - Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating ving ‘At _End ving
0.0 484.0 5.0 481.5 8.0 0.0166 0.9834 . 0.9834 0.006
30.0 471.0 20.0 461.0 7.0 0.0152 - 0.9848 ..0.9685 0.008
60.0 444.0 20.0 434.0 6.0 0.0138 0.9862 .0.9551 0.010
- 90.0 418.0 11.0 412.5 6.0 0.0145 0.9855 - 0.9412 0.011
120.0 401.0 21.0 390.5 6.0 0.0154 0.9846 0.9267 0.012
150.0 374.0 19.0 364.5 4.0 0.0110 - 0.9890 0.9165 0.013
180.0 351.0 25.0 338.5 4.0 - 0.0118 0.9882 0.9057 0.014
210.0 322.0 27.0 308.5 1.0 0.0032 0.9968 0.9028 0.014
240.0 294.0 29.0 279.5 5.0 0.0179 0.9821 - 0.8866 0.016
270.0 260.0 20.0 . 250.0. 2.0 . 0.0080 .0.9920 -0.8795 0.016
300.0 238.0 19.0 228.5 . 0.0 © 0.0 1.0000 0.8795 0.016
330.0 219.0 20.0 209.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8795 0.016
360.0 199.0 25.0 186.5 1.0 0.0054 0.9946 0.8748 0.017
390.0 173.0 24.0 161.0 2.0 0.0124 0.9876 0.8639 0.018
420.0 147.0 12.0 141.0 . 1.0 0.0071 0.9929 1 0.8578 0.015
450.0 134.0 16.0 126.0 1.0 ..0.0079 0.9921 ©0.8510 0.020
480.0 117.0 14.0 110.0 1.0 . 0.0091 0.9909 0.8433 0.022
510.0 102.0 13.0 95.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8433 0.022
- 540.0 89.0 ‘9.0 84.5 1.0 0.0118 0.9882 © 0.8333 0.024
570.0 79.0 18.0 70.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8333 -0.024
600.0 61.0 16.0 53.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .'0.8333 0.024
630.0 45.0 8.0 41.0 0.0 0.0 ‘1.0000 . 0.8333 - 0.024
660.0 37.0 - 3.0 35.5 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8333 0.024
690.0 34.0 12,0 . 28.0 1.0 0.0357 0.9643 0.8035 0.037
720.0 21.0 12.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~0.8035 0.037
750.0 9.0 © 9.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8035 0.037
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Table Bd.c

Number

In—Ciass-Group Survival Data For Age Less Than 25 Years: First Accident -

0.7987

Intvl Number - Number Number ; Cumul
Start . - Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of “Propn Propn - Propn- Cumul
Time This. During to Termnl - Termi- - Survi- " Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events ‘nating ving At End ving
0.0 475.0 1.0 4745 11.0 10.0232 0.9768 0.9768 0.007
30.0 - 463.0 11.0 457.5 7.0 0.0153 - 0.9847 0.9619 0. 009
60.0 445.0 24.0 433.0 6.0 0.0139 0.9861 0.9485 - 0.010
'90.0 415.0 16.0° 407.0 6.0 0.0147 0.9853 0.9346 - 0.012
120.0 393.0 - 14.0 386.0 3.0 0.0078 0.9922 0.9273 0.012
150.0 376.0 0 29.0 361.5 1.0 0.0028 0.9972 0.9247 0.012
180.0 346.0 26,0 333.0 4.0 . 0.0120 0.9880 0.9136. 0.013
210.0 316.0 26.0 303.0 1.0 0.0033 0.9967 0.9106 0.014
240.0 289.0 21.0 278.5 7.0 0.0251 0.9749 0.8877 0.016
270.0 261.0 27.0 247.5 1.0 0.0040 0.9960 ~ 0.8841 0.016
300.0° 233.0 - 18.0 224.0 3.0 - 0.0134 9.9866 - 0.8723 0.017
330.0 212.0 - 18.0 -203.0 1.0 . 0.0049 0.9951 0.8680 0.018:
360.0 193.0 29,0 178.5 3.0 0.0168 0.9832 0.8534 0.019.
390.0 161.0 $21.0 150.5 4.0 0.0266 0.9734 0.8307 0.022
420.0 136.0 15.0 1128.5 2.0 0.0156  0.9844 0.8178 0.023
450.0 -119.0. ‘11.0 113.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8178 0.023
480.0 108.0 13.0 101.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8178 0.023
510.0 95.0 9.0 90.5 . 1.0 '0.0110 0.9890 '0.8088 0.025
540.0 85.0 10.0 80.0 1.0 0.0125 0.9875 0.7987 .0.027.
570.0 “74.0 12.0 '68.0 0.0 © 0.0 ‘1.0000 0.7987 0.027
600.0 62.0 .10.0 57.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7987 0.027
630.0 52.0 S 11.0 46.5 "0.0 0.0 1.0000 = 0.7987. 0.027
660.0 41.0 . 8.0 37.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7987 0.027
690.0 33.0 10.0 28.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7987 0.027
7200 23.0 14.0 ©L16.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7987 0.027
750.0 9.0 9.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.027
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Table B4.d

" Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Age Less Than 25 Years Using
The Lee-Desu Statistic: ‘ ‘

Overall Comparison
Group Name
Control
Home Study
In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
In-Class .

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic

Total N

475

484

475
Statistic

Total N

475
484

Statistic

Total N

475

475

Statistic

Total N

484
475

2.681
Uhcen
44
57
62
1.563

Uncen

44
57

2.482
Uncen

44
62

0.104

~ Uncen

57
62

First Accident

D.F.

Cen

431
427
413

D.F.

Cen

431
427

D.F.

Cen

431
413

D.F.

Cen

427
413

2 Prob.

Pct Cen

90.74
88.22
86.95

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

90.74
88.22

1  Prob.

Pct Cen

90.74
86.95

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

88.22
86.95

0.2618,

Mean Score

22.589
-7.1178
-15.337
0.2113,

Mean Score

9.9874
-9.8017

0.1151,
Mean Score

12.602
- -12.602

0.7465,
Mean Score

.2.6839
-2.7347

NS

NS

NS
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Tabie B5.a

g Contfol GroupfSurviVal Data For Age Less Than 25 Years: First
i ' DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

SE of

C 4,

Intvl | . Number Number Number Number Cumul :
~Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of ~ Propn . Propn Propn " Cumul
Time This During “to “Termnl ©-Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) . - Intvl @ - Intvl Risk Events - nating ving - At End ving
0.0 475.0 5.0 472.5 7.0 1 0.0148 0.9852 0.9852 0.006 -
30.0 463.0 16.0 455.0 5.0 0.0110 0.9890 . 0.9744 0.007
60.0 442.0 11.0 436.5 5.0 - 0.0115 0.9885 " 0.9632 0.009
90.0 426.0 16.0 418.0 3.0 0.0072 0.9928 0.9563 0.010
120.0 407.0 10.0 402.0 1.0 0.0025 "~ 0.9975 .0.9539 0.010
150.0 396.0 39.0 376.5 5.0 - .0.0133 0.9867 . 0.9412 0.011
180.0 352.0 19.0 342.5 1.0 0.0029 0.9971 - 0.9385 0.012
210.0 332.0 32.0 316.0 0.0 0.0 : 1.0000 - 0.9385 0.012
240.0 300.0 SO.OA 285.0 1.0 0.0035 0.9965 ©.0.9352 .. 0.012
270.0 269.0 19.0 259.5 - 1.0 - 0.0039 0.9961 0.9316 - 0.012
300.0 249.0 18.0 240.0 2.0 0.0083 0.9917 . 0.9238 0.013
330.0 -229.0 26.0 216.0 1.0 - 0.0046 0.9954 10.9196 0.014
360.0 - 202.0 24.0 190.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©0.9196 - 0.014
390.0 . 178.0 21.0 167.5 0.0 ~0:0 1.0000 0.9196 0.014.
420.0 157.0 22,0 146.0 2.0 0.0137 0.9863 . 0.9070 0.016
450.0 133.0 18.0 124.0 1.0 - 0.0081 0.9919 0.8996 0.018
480.0 114.0 15.0 106.5 - 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.8996 0.018
510.0 . 99.0 11.0 93.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8996 0.018
'540.0 88.0 17.0 79.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8996 0.018
570.0 - 71.0 13.0 64.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 "0.8996 0.018
600.0 . 538.0 10.0 - 53.0- 0.0 0.0 1.0000 :0.8996 0.018
630.0 48.0 " 15.0 40.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8996 0.018
660.0 33.0 14.0 ' 26.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©0.8996 0.018
690.0 - 19.0 4.0 17.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8996 0.018
720.0 15.0 11.0 9.5 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8996. 0.018
750.0 T 4.0 0 2.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8996

0.018
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Table B5.bh

Home Study Group Survival Data For Age Less Than 25 Years: First DUI or
Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl Number Number Number Number Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn _Propn Cumul
Time This . During to Termnl Termi- ‘Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl ~ Risk Events -  nating ving At End ving
0.0 484.0 . 5.0 481:5 5.0 0.0104 0.9896 0.989%6 0.005
30.0 474.0 20.0 464.0 4.0 0.0086 0.9914 0.9811 0.006
60.0 450.0 20.0 440.0 8.0 0.0182 0.9818 0.9632 0.009
90.0 422.0 11.0 416.5 5.0 7 0.0120 0.9880 0.9517 0.010
120.0 406.0 22.0 395.0 2.0 " 0.0051 0.9949 0.9469 0.011
150.0 382.0 20.0 372.0 3.0 - 0.0081 0.9919 0.9392 0.011
180.0 359.0 "25.0° 346.5 4.0 0.0115 0.9885 0.9284 0.012
210.0 330.0 27.0 316.5 1.0 - 0.0032 0.9968 0.9255 0.013
240.0 302.0 -29.0 287.5 1.0 0.0035 0.9965 0.9222 0.013
270.0 272.0 18.0 263.0 1.0 - - 0.0038 0.9962 0.9187 0.014
300.0 253.0 21.0 242.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9187 0.014
330.0 232.0 -, 23.0 220.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9187 0.014
360.0 209.0 25.0 196.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9187 0.014
390.0 184.0 27.0 170.5 1.0 0.0059 0.9941 . 0.9133 0.014
420.0 156.0 11.0 150.5 1.0 0.0066 0.9934 0.9073 0.016
450.0 144.0 17.0 135.5 1.0 0.0074 0.9926 0.9006 0.017
480.0 126.0 13.0 119.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9006 0.017
510.0 113.0 16.0 105.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9006 0.017 -
°540.0 97.0° 11.0 91.5 1.0 0.0109 0.9891 0.8907 0.019
570.0 85.0 17.0 76.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 0.019
600.0 68.90 - 159.0 58.5 " 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 0.019
630.0 49.0 10.0 44.0 n.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 0.019
660.0 39.0 4.0 37.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 - 0.019
690.0 35.0 10.0 -30.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 0.019
720.0 25.0° 15.0 -17.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 0.019
750.0+ 10.0 10.0 5.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8907 0.019
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Table BS5.c

In -Class Group Surv1va1 Data For Age Less Than 25 Years:‘ First DUI or
oo : Reckless Driving Offense '

Intvl Number Number Number Number .  Cumul - SE of

Start ~ Entrng Wdrawn Exposd | ~ of *'Propn Propn - Propn Cumul

Time This During to " Termnl Termi- - .Survi- “Surv - Survi-

(Days) - Intvl Intvl Risk __'Events . nating ving .-At End ving

0.0 475.0 1.0 484.5 5.0 0.0105 0.9895 0.9895  0.005

30.0 469.0 11.0 463.5 8.0 0.0173 - 0.9827 0.9724 0.008
60.0 '450.0 . 24.0 438.0 2.0 0.0046 0.9954 0.9679 0.008
90.0 424.0 16.0 416.0 5.0 0.0120 0.9880 0.9563 0.010
120.0 403.0 15.0 . 395.5 1.0 '0.0025 0.9975 10.9539 0.010
150.0 387.0 32.0 371.0 5.0 0.0135 0,9865  0.9410 0.011
180.0 350.0 25.0 337.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9410 0.011
210.0 325.0 26.0 312.0 3.0 0.0096  0.9904  0.9320 . 0.012
240.0 296.0 - 21.0 285.5 1.0 © 0.0035  0.9965 10.9287 0.013 -
270.0 1274.0 - .30.0 259.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 10.9287 0.013
300.0 244.0 20.0 234.0 1.0 0.0043 0.9957 0.9248 0.013
330.0 223.0 1 22.0 212.0 1.0 0.0047 - 0,9953 -0.9204. 0.014
360.0 200.0 30.0 1 185.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9204 0.014
390.0 170.0 ©22.0 159.0 2.0 10.0126 0.9874  0.9088 0.016
420.0 146.0 16.0 - 138.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0:.9088 - . 0.016
450.0 130.0 13,0 - 123.5 0.0 0.0 1,0000 10.9088 0.016
480.0 117.0 17.0° - 108.5 © 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 10.9088 0.016
510.0 ©100.0 - 14.0 93,0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9088 0.016-
540.0 86.0 7.0 82.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9088 -0.016
570.0 79.0 12,0 73.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.9088 0.016.
600.0 67.0 12.0 61.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.9088 . 0.016
630.0 55.0 12.0 49,0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9088 0.016
660.0 43.0. . '8.0 '39.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9088 0.016
690.0 1 35.0 12,0 ©29.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.9088 0.016
720.0 23,0 15.0- 15.5 0.0 0.0 1,0000 0.9088 0.016
750.0+ 8.0 8.0 4.0 0.0 0.0. 1.0000 0.9088 0

.016
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Table BS5.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Age Less Than 25 Yeérs, Using
Lee-Desu Statistic: First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

the

Overall Comparison

Group Name
Control -
Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic

Total N

475

484
475

Statistic
Total N

475
484

Statistic
Total N

475
475

Statistic
Total N

484
475

0.128
Uncen
35
38
34
0.091

Uncen

35
38

0.000
Uncen

35
34

0.098
Uncen'

38
34

D.F.

" Cen

440
446
441

D.F.

Cén
440
446

D.F.

Cen

440
441

D.F.

Cen

446
441

2

Pct

92

Pct

92.
92.

Pct

92.
92.

Pct

92.
.84

92

Prob.

Cen

.63
92.
92.

15
84

Prob.

Cen

63
15

Prob.

Cen

63
84

Prob.

Cen

15

0.9382, NS
Mean_Score
2.1368
-4,2810
2.2253

0.7628, NS

Mean Score

2.1389
-2.0992

0.9998, NS
Mean Score

-0.21053E-02
~ 0.21053E-02

0.7540; NS
Mean Score

-2.1818
2.2232
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Control Group Survival Data for Age Less Than 25 Years:

Table B6.a

: 'First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Intvl - Number Number Number - Number - Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn - Propn Propn - Cumul
Time This "During to’ Termnl - Termi - Survi- Surv Surv-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk _.Events ‘Nating vin . At End iving
0.0 475.0 5.0 472.5 20.0 0.0423 0.9577 0.9577 0.009
30.0 450.0 - 16.0 442.0 14.0 0.0317 - 0.9683 "0.9273 0.012
60.0 420.0 10.0 415.0 9.0 - 0.0217 0.9783 0.9072 0.013

1 90.0 401.0 16.0 393.0 10.0 " 0.0254 0.9746 .0.8841 ~ 0.015
120.0 375.0 9.0 - 370.5 13.0° 1 0.0351 0.9649 '0.8531 0.017
150.0 353.0 39.0° 333.5 6.0 0.0180 0.9820 0.8378 0.018
180.0 308.0 19.0 298.5 8.0 "0.0268 0.9732 -0.8153 0.019
210.0 281.0 29.0 266.5 4.0 0.0150 0.9850 0.8031 0.020
240.0 248.0 25.0 ©235.5 6.0 . 0.0255 0.9745 0.7826 0.021
270.0 217.0 19.0 207.5 2.0 0.0096 - 0.9904 - 0.7751 0.021
300.0 196.0 '16.0 - 188.0 3,0 0.0160 0.9840 0.7627 0.022
330.0 177.0 21.0 166.5 4.0. 0.0240 0.9760  0.7444 '0.023
360.0 152.0 18.0 143.0 0,0 0.0 11,0000 0.7444 0.023
390.0 “134.0 17.0 125.5 1.0 0.0080 0.9920  0.7385 0.024
420.0 116.0 17.0 '107.5 1.0 - 0.0093 0.9907 0.7316 0.025
450.0 '98.0 17.0  89.5 1.0 0.0112 0.9888 0.7234 0.026
480.0 80.0 12.0 74.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7234 0.026
510.0 68.0 - 8.0 64.0 2.0 .0.0313 '0.9688 . 0.7008 0.029
540.0 58.0 12.0 ~ 52,0 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.7008 0.029
570.0 46.0 8.0 42,0 0.0 0.0 © 1,0000 '0.7008 0.029
600.0 38.0 6.0 '35.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7008 0.029
630.0 32.0 © 10.0 "27.0. 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7008 0.029
660.0 22.0 9.0 - 17.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 :0.7008 0.029
690.0 13.0 3.0 - 11.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.7008 0.029
720.0 10.0 6.0 7.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.7008 0.029
750.0+ 4.0 4.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 10.7008 0.029

1.0000
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Intvl

Table BG.b

Home Study Group Survival Data for Age Less Than 25 Years:
First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

1.0000

Number Number Number Number _ -Cumul SE of

Start Entrng '~ Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Surv-
(Days) . Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating ving At End iving
0.0 484.0 5.0 481.5 ' ~16.0 0.0332 0.9668 - 0.9668 0.008
.30.0 463.0 20.0 453.0 17.0 0.0375 0.9625 0.9305 0.012"

- 60.0 426.0 ©-20.0 416.0 16.0° 0.0385 0.9615 0.8947 0.014
‘90.0 390.0 11.0 384.5 15.0 0.0390 0.9610 0.8598 0.016
120.0 364.0 22.0 353.0 7.0 0.0198 0.9802 0.8427 0.017

. 150.0 335.0 20.0 325.0 12.0. 0.0369 0.9631 0.8116 0.017
180.0 303.0 23.0 291.5 6.0 0.0206 0.9794 0.7949- 0.020
210.0 274.0 27.0 260.5 - 6.0 0.0230 0.9770 0.7766 0.021

- 240.0 241.0 26.0 228.0 4.0 0.0175 0.9825 0.7630 0.021
270.0 211.0 15.0 203.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7630 . 0.021
300.0 196.0 - 20.0 186.0 2.0 0.0108 0.9892 0.7548 0.022
330.0 174.0 22.0 163.0 1.0 0.0061 0.9939 0.7502 0.022
360.0  151.0 19.0 141.5 2.0 0.0141 0.9859 - 0.7396 0.023
390.0 130.0 - 22.0 119.0 2.0 0.0168 0.9832 0.7271 0.024

. 420.0 106.0 8.0 102.0 1.0 ~0.0098 0.9902 0.7200 0.025
450.0 97.0 14.0 90.0 1.0 0.0111 0.9889 0.7120 0.026
480.0 82.0 - 12.0 76.0 0.0 0.0 1. 0000 0.7120 0.026
510.0 70.0 11.0 64.5 2.0 0.0310 0.9690 0.6899 0.030
540.0 57.0 7.0 53.5 1.0 0.:0187 0.9813 0.6770 0.032

"~ 570.0 49.0 13.0 42.5 © 0.0 0,0 1.0000 0.6770 0.032
600.0 36.0 11.0 30.5 0.0 0,0 1.0000™ 0.6770 0.032

1 630.0 25.0 6.0 22.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.6770 0.032
- 660.0 19.0 1.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.6770 0.032
- 690.0 18.0 - 5.0 15.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.6770 0.032
- 720.0 13.0 9.0 8.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.6770 0.032
750.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.6770 0.032
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Table E6,c

In-Class Group Survival Data For'Age-Less Than 25 Years:
' First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Intvl Number = Number Number Number = =~ = : "~ Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of _ ~Propn “Propn - Propn Cumul
Time This ’ During . to’ ‘Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Surv-
(Day Intvl: - Intvl  Risk - Events _ -nating ving - At End  iving
- 0.0 475.0 . 1.0 474.5 20.0 - 0.0421 0.9579 . 0.9579 0.009
30.0 454.0 : 11.0 448.5 18.0 0.0401 0.9599 . 0.9194 0.013
60.0 425.0 24.0 413.0 10.0 0.0242 ©0.9758 - - 0.8971 0.014
90.0 391.0 16.0 383.0 - .12.0 . -0.0313 0.9687 - -.0.8690 0.016
120.0 363.0 15.0 355.5 12.0 -~ 0.0338 0.9662 .0.8397 ©0.017
150.0 336.0 31.0 320.5 7.0 - 0.0218 0.9782 0.8214 0.018
180.0 298.0 23.0° 286.5 4.0 - 0.0140 0.9860 0.8099 0.019
210.0 271.0 23.0 259.5 6.0 0.0231 0.9769 0.7912 0.020
240.0 '242.0 - 17.0 233.5 5.0 0.0214 0.9786 0:7742 0.021
270.0 220.0 - 27.0 206.5 2.0 0.0097 0.9903 0.7667 0.021
©'300.0 191.0 18.0 - 182.0 2.0 '0.0110 0.9890 -0.7583 0.022
330.0 171.0 20.0 161.0 2.0 0.0124 0.9876 0.7489 0.023
360.0 149.0 0 26.0 - 136.0 4.0 0.0294 0.9706. 0.7269 0.025
390.0 . 119.0 17.0 110.5 2.0 0.0181 ©0.9819  -0.7137 0.026
420.0 100.0 . 12.0 94.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7137 0.026
450.0 88.0 11.0 82.5 0.0 .0.0 1.0000 0.7137 0.026
480.0 77.0 13.0 70.5 . 0.0 0.0 , 1.0000° .0.7137 0.026
510.0 64.0 11.0 - 58.5 1.0 10.0171 0.9829  :.0.7015 - 0.028
540.0 52.0 4.0 . 50.0 - 2.0 0.0400 0.9600 . 0.6734 . 0.033
570.0 - 46.0 8.0 . 42.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000- - - 0.6734 0.033
600.0 38.0 8.0 34.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -.0.6734 0.033
630.0 30.0 9.0 25.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.6734 0.033
660.0 21.0 ‘5.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -.0.6734 . 02033
690.0 16.0 7.0 12.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.6734 0.033
720.0 9.0 6.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.6734 0.033
750.0 3.0 3.0 1.5 0.0 0.0. 1.0000 . 0O 0.033

<6734
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Table B6.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups for Age
Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: First Moving Violation

Overall Comparison
Gfoup Name
Control

Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name |

Control
Home Study

~ Pairwise Comparison

- Group Name

.Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

“Statistic

Total N

475
484
475

. Statistic

Total N

475
484

Statistic
Total N

475
475

Statistic
Total N

484
475

0.332 D.

UNCEN

104
111
109

0.288 D.

UNCEN

104
111

0.205  D.

UNCEN

104
109

0.0008 D.

UNCEN

111
109

F.

CEN
371
373
366
F.

CEN

371
373

CEN

371
" 366

CEN

373
366

)

PCT

78.
77.
77.

1
PCT

78

77.

1

PCT

78.
77.

1

PCT

77.
77.

Less Than 25 Years,
or Any A/R Offense

Prob. 0.8469,NS
CEN Mean Score
11 11.215
07 -7.0351
05 -4.0463
Prob. 0.5913 NS
CEN Mean Score
A1 ' 6.1095
07 , -5.9959
Prob. 0.6507 ,NS
CEN Mean Score
11 ' 5.1053
05 . -5.1053
Prob. 0.9266,NS
CEN ~ Mean Score
07 -1.0393
05 : 1.0589



-911-

Table B7.a

Control Group Survival Data For Age 25 Years or Older: First Accident

Intvl Number Number Number - Number : .~ .. Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd o . of Propn Propn. . Propn © Cumul
Time "This During to- . Termnl Termi- Survi-- Surv . - Survi-
(Days) . . Inyvl Intvl Risk - Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 795.0 8.0 791.0° 5.0 - 0.0063 0.9937. . 0.9937 0.003
30.0 782.0 - 28.0 768.0 4.0 0.0052 0.9948  0.9885 0.004
60.0 750.0 .25.0 737.5 5.0 ©0.0068 _ 0.9932  °0.9818 0.005
90.0 720.0 29.0 705.5 5.0 0.0071 0.9929 0.9748 - 0.006
120.0 - 686.0 37.0 667.5 5.0 0.0075 0.9925  0.9675 0.007
150.0 644.0 42.0 623.0 7.0 0.0112 0.9888 0.9567 0.008
180.0 - 595.0 50.0 570.0 - 4.0 0.0070 0.9930. ~ 0.9500  0.008
210.0 541.0 63.0 509.5 2.0 0.0039 0.9961 . - 0.9462 0.009
240.0 . 476.0 46.0 - 453.0 3.0 0.0066 0.9934 .-0.9400 0.009
270.0 - 427.0 31.0 411.5 2.0 0.0049 0.9951 - -0.9354  0.010
300.0 394.0 35.0 376.5 3.0 0.0080 -0.9920 0.9279 0.011
330.0 356.0 27.0 342.5 1.0 0.0029 0.9971 .0.9252 0.011
360.0 328.0 42,0 307.0. 3.0 0.0098 0.9902° -~ 0.9162 - 0.012
390.0 283.0 37.0 264.5 1.0 0.0038 0.9962 . 0.9127 0.012
420.0 245.0 24.0 233.0 3.0 0.0129 0.9871 7 0.9010 0.014
~450.0 218.0 26.0 205.0 2.0 ‘0.0098" 0.9902 0.8922 0.015
480.0 190.0 ©28.0 176.0 1.0 0.0057 0.9943 +0.8871 -0.016
510.0 161.0 21.0 150.5 1.0 0.0066 0.9934 - 0.8812 1 0.017
540.0 139.0 24.0 127.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8812 0.017
570.0 115.0 24.0 103.0 - 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000  0.8812 0.017
600.0 91.0° 18.0 82.0 "~ 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8812 0.017°
630.0 - 73.0 12.0 67.0 0.0 0.0. 1.0000 -0.8812 0.017
660.0 61.0C 17.0 52.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.8812 0.017
690.0 44.0 14.0 37.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©0.8812 0.017
720.0 . 30.0 S 22.0 19.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.8812 0.017
750.0+ ' 8.0 8.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 ~1.0000 - 70.8812 0.017
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Table B7.h

Home Study Group Survival Data For Age 25 Years or Older: First Accident

Intvl Number Number Number Number - . Cumul SE of

Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of - Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time - This "~ During to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-

(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events ‘nating ving At End ving
0.0 825.0 7.0 821.5 3.0 0.0037 0.9963" 0.9963 0.002

- 30.0 815.0 23.0 803.5 10.0 0.0124 0.9876 0.9839 0.004
60.0 782.0 27.0 768.5 8.0 0.0104 0.9896 0.9737 0.006
90.0 747.0 33.0 730.5 4.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.9684 0.006
120.0 710.0 34.0 693.0 2.0 0.0029 0.9971 0.9656 0.007
150.0 674.0 42.0 653.0 8.0 0.0123 0.9877 0.9537 0.008
180.0 624.0 56.0 596.0 1.0 0.0017 0.9983 0.9521 0.008
210.0 567.0 49.0 542.5 3.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.9469 0.008
240.0 515.0 41.0 494.5 -1.0 0.0020 0.9980 0.9450 0.009
270.0 473.0 36.0 455.0 3.0 0.0066 0.9934 0.9387 0.009
300.0 434.0 29.0 419.5 1.0 ©0.0024 0.9976 0.9365 0.009
330.0 404.0 36.0 386.0 5.0 0.0130 0.9870 0.9244 0.011
360.0 363.0 46.0 340.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9244 0.011
390.0 317.0 42.0 296.0 4.0 0.0135 0.9865 0.9119 0.012
420.0 271.0 29.0 256.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9119 0.012
450.0 242.0 19.0 232.5 1.0 0.0043 0.9957 0.9080 0.013
480.0 222.0 33.0 . 205.5 2.0 0.0097 0.9903 0.8991 0.014
510.0 187.0 22.0 176.0 1.0 0.0057 0.9943 0.8940 0.015
540.0 - 164.0 28.0 150.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
570.0 136.0 30.0 121.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
600.0 106.0 31.0 90.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
630.0 75.0 14.0 68.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 n.015
660.0 61.0 18.0 52.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
690.0 43.0 13.0 . 36.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
720.0 30.0 23.0 . 18.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
750.0+ 7.0 7.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8940 0.015
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Table B7.c

In-Class Group Survival Data For Age 25 Years or Older: First Accident "

1.0000

Intvl -Number Number Number Number : _ Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time ‘This ‘During - to "~ Termnl - “Termi- Survi- ‘Surv Survi-
(Days) ‘Intvl . Intvl Risk Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 811.0 - 4.0 809.0 7.0 .0.0087 0.9913 0.9913 0.003
30.0 800.0 - 24.0 788.0 2.0 . 7 0.0025 0.9975 . 0.9888 0.004
60.0 774.0 27.0 760.5 4.0 - 0.0053 0.9947 0.9836 0.005
90.0 743.0 21.0 732.5 2.0 - 0.0027 0.9973 . 0.9809 0.005
120.0 720.0 44.0 698.0 "3.0 +0.0043 0.9957 - 0.9767 0.005
150.0 673.0 - 51.0 647.5 - 3.0 ~.0.0046 0.9954 - 0.9722 0.006
180.0 619.0 "46.0 596.0 4.0 "0.0067 0.9933 -0.9657 0.007
-210.0 569.0 - 58.0 540.0 2.0 . 0.0037 0.9963 0.9621 " 0.007
240.0 - 509.0 56.0 481.0 2.0 0.0042 : 059958 0.9581 0.008 -
270.0 451.0 29.0 436.5 7.0 ©0.0160 0.9840 0.9427 0.010
300.0 415.0 -37.0 396.5 - - 3.0 '+ 0.0076 : 0.9924 0.9356 0.010
330.0 375.0 21.0 364.5 © 2.0 . 0:.0055 0.9945 0.9305 0.011
'360.0 352.0° 49.0 327.5 3.0 '0.0092"~ 0.9908 0.92i9 0.012
390.0 300.0 30.0 285.0 2.0 0.0070 0.9930 - 0.9155 " 0.013
420.0 268.0 - 28.0 254.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9155 0.013
450.0 240.0 24.0 . 228.0 2.0 ~0.0088 0.9912 . 0.9074 0.014
480.0 214.0 27.0 200.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9074 0.014
510.0 187.0 18.0 178.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.9074 0.014..
540.0 169.0 ©.22.0 158.0 .- 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9074 . 0.014
570.0 - 147.0 31.0 131.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9074 - 0.014
600.0 '116.0 19.0 106.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 20.9074 0.014
630.0 97.0 23.0 85.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9074 0.014
660.0 "74.0 -19.0 64.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9074 0.014
690.0 55.0 17.0 46.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©0.9074 0.014
720.0 -.38.0 - °23.0 26.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000- 0.9074 . n.014
750.0 15.0 15.0 7.5 0.0 0.0 © 0.9074 0.014
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Table B7.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Age 25 Years or Older, Using The
First Accident

Lee-Desu Statistic:
Overall Comparison Statistic 1.440 D.F. 2 Prob. 0.4868, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen- Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Control 795 57 738 92.83 -9.1862
Home Study 825 57 768 93.09 -7.0085
In-Class 811 48 763 94.08 16.134
Pairwise Comparison Statistic 0.007 D.F 1 Prob. 0.9344, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Control 795 57 738 92.83 -0.67547
Home Study : 825 57 768 . 93.09 0.65091
Pairwise Comparison Statistic 1.243 D.F 1 Prob. (0.2648, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Control 795 57 738 92.83 -=8.5107
In-Class a 811 48 ) 763 94.08 8.3428
Pairwise Comparison Statistic - 0.995 D.F. 1 Prob. 0.3186, NS
Group Name Total N Uncen - " Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
825 57 768 -93.09 -7.6594
811 48 763 94.08 7.7916

Home Study
In-Class
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il

Intvl

Control Group ‘Survival.D

_Number

Number

Table B8.a

ata For Age 25 Years or Older: First DUI or
~ Reckless Driving Offense :

- Number Number ‘ . Cumul SE of
Start’ Entrng Wdrawn ~ Exposd of ‘Propn Propn Propn Cumul -
Time . This During to “Termnl - . Termi- Survi- . Surv . Survi-
(Days) Intvl - Intvl. - " Risk "~ Events - nating ving - "At End ving.
- 0.0 795.0 g 8.0 791.0 5.0 - 0.0063 0.9937 <. 0.9937 0.003
30.0 782.0 "28.0 . 768.0 9.0 0.0117 0.9883 .0.9820 0.005
"'60.0 745.0 26.0. 732.0 5.0 0.0068 0.9932 0.9753 0.006
90.0 714.0 29.0 699.5 3.0 0.0043 0.9957 019711 0.006
120.0 - 682.0 37.0 . 663.5 5.0 0.0075 - 0.9925 0.9638 0.007
150.0 " 640.0 420 619.0 3.0 0.0048 0.9952 0.9592- 0.007
180.0 595.0 . '52.0 569.0 4.0 0.0070 0.9930 - 0.9524 0.008
210.0 539.0 62.0 508.0 4.0 0.0079 - 0.9921 - 0.9449 0.009
- 240.0 - 473.0 .46.0 450.0 2.0 0.0044 0.9956 0,9407 0.009
270.0 425.0. 33.0" 408.5 2.0 0.0049 - 0.9951 ©.0.9361 0.010
"300.0 390.0 37.0 “371.5 1.0 0.0027 0.9973  0;9336 0.010
330.0 352.0- 27.0 338.5 1.0 0.0030 ©0.9970 0.9308 - 0.010
“360.0 .324.0 -38.0 305.0 2.0 0.0066 -0.9934 0.9247 0.011
-390.0 284.0 38.0 265.0 0.0 © 0.0 1.0000 ~ 0.9247 0.011
420.0 246.0 22.0 $235.0 1.0 .0.0043 .0.9957 .. 0.9208 0.012
450.0 223.0 ~-29.0 208;5 0.0 - 0.0 ’ 1.0000 - -0.9208 0.012
480.0 - 194.0 27 .0 180.5- 0.0 0.0 --1.0000 - 0.9208 0.012
510.0 167.0" 20.0 157.0 . - 0.0 0.0 - 11.0000 LJO.9208 - 0.012
540.0 147.0 124.0 135.0° 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 - 0.9208  0.012
©570.0 123.0 26.0 110.0 0.0 . 0.0 ©1.0000 - 0.9208 0.012 .
600.0 -~ 97.0 21,0 86.5 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 +.0.9208 0.012
630.0 - 76.0 ~13.0 “69.5 0.0. 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9208 0.012
660 .0 63.0 - 18.0 540 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9208 0.012
690.0 45.0 15.0 37.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 70.9208 0.012
720.0 300 1 19.0 20.5" 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9208 . 0.012
750.0 11.0 11.0 5.5 0.0 0.0 0.012

1.0000

'j0.9208
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Table B8.b

‘Home Study Group Survival Data For Age 25 Years or Older:
: ‘ : Reckless Driving Offense

First DUI or

Intvl Number Number Number Number Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn - “Propn Cumul
Time This - During - to Termnl - Termi- Survi- Surv Survi -
(Days) . Intvl Intvl Risk ~ Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 825.0 7.0 821.5 -4.0 0.0049 . 0.9951 - 0.9951 0.002
30.0 814.0 23.0 802.5 10.0 0.0125 0.9875 10.9827 0.005
60.0 781.0 27.0 767.5 4.0 0.0052 0.9948 0.9776 0.005
90.0 750.0 33.0 733.5 3.0 0.0041 0.9959 0.9736 0.006
120.0 714.0 34.0 697.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9736 0.006
150.0 680.0 43.0 658.5 3.0 0.0046 0.9954 0.9692 0.006
180.0 634.0 56.0 606.0 4.0 0:0066 0.9934 0.9628 0.007
210.0 574.0 48.0 550.0 5.0 10.0091 0.9909 0.9540 0.008
'240.0 521.0 46.0 498.0 2.0 0.0040 0.9960 0.9502 0.008
270.0 473.0 37.0 454.5 - 2.0 0.0044 0.9956 0.9460 0.009
300.0 434.0 26.0 421.0 1.0 0.0024 0.9976 '0.9438 0.009
330.0- 407.0 37.0 388.5 2.0 0.0051 0.9949 0.9389 0.010
360.0 368.0 47.0 344 .5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9389 0.010
390.0 321.0 46.0 298.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9389 0.010
420.0 275.0 29.0 260.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9389 0.010
450.0 246.0 20.0 236.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 - 0.9389 0.010
480.0 226.0 33.0 -209.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 1 0.9389 0.010
510.0 193.0 22.0 182.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9389 0.010
. 540.0 171.0 31.0 155.5- 1.0 ‘0.0064 0.9936 0.9329 0.011
570.0 139.0 26.0 126.0 1.0 0.0079 0.9921 0.9255 0.013
600.0 112.0 - 32.0 96.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9255 0.013
630.0 80.0 16.0 72.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9255 0.013
660.0 64.0 18.0 55.0 0.0 0.9 1.0000 0.9255 0.013
690.0 46.0 16.0 38.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.,9255 0.013
720.0 30.0 21.0 19.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9255 0.013
750.0+ 9.0 9.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9255 0.013
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Table B8.c

in—Class GroUp‘SurviVal Data For Age”ZS Years or Older: First DUIﬂor
' Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl Number .  Number Number . Number - : . Cumul SE of

Start . - Entrng Wdrawn Exposd " of - Propn - Propn  'Propn Cumu]
Time This. During to: Termnl "Termi- Survi- - Surv Survi-
- (Days) = Intvl Intvl Risk ' _Events ‘nating - ving At End ving -
0.0 811.0 - 4.0 809.0 5.0 0.0062. 0.9938 0.9938  0.003
130.0 802.0 24.0 790.0 5.0 0.0063 0.9937 .. 0.9875 0.004
60.0 773.0 27.0 759.5 - 3.0 0.0039 - 0.9961 -~ 0.9836 0.005
90.0 743.0 21.0 732.5 6.0 0.0082 0.9918 _OL9756 v0.006
~120.0 716.0 43.0 694.5 3.0 - - 0.0043 0.9957 70.9714 - 0.006
150.0 670.0 53.0° 643.5 3.0 - 0.0047 0.9953 - 0.9668 0.007
180.0 614.0 46.0 591.0 - 4.0 0.0068 0.9932  0.9603 0.007
210.0 564.0 - 59.0 534.5 -0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 . 0.9603 0.007
240.0 505.0 55.0. 477.5 2.0 0.0042 © 0.9958  0.9563 0.008
270.0 448.0 30.0 - 433.0 2.0 0.0046 0.9954 .0,9518 0.008
300.0 416.0 37.0 397.5 - 2.0 ~0.0050 0.9950 -0.9471 0.009
330.0 - 377.0 21.0 366.5 2.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.%419 0.010
360.0 - 354.0 45.0 331.5 1.0 0.0030 - 0.9970 - 0.9390 0.010
390.0 - 308.0 - 36.0 290.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9390 0.010 -
420.0 272.0 28.0 258.0 0.0 0.0. - 1.0000 -0.9390 0.010
450.0 244.0 24.0 232.0° 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 -0.9390 0.010
480.0 220.0 29.0 205.5 -1.0 0.0049 0.9951 .0.9345 0.011
510.0 190.0 17.0 181.5 1.0 0.0055 0.9945  0.9293 0.012
540.0 172.0 - 24.0 160.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9293 0.012
570.0 148.0 -31.0 132.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9293 0.012
600.0 _ 117.0 22.0 106.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 _0,9293 0.012
630.0 95.0 24.0 83.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9293 0.012
660.0 71.0 18.0 62.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9293 0.012
690.0 '53.0 17.0 44.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.9293 0.012
720.0 36.0 - 22,0 25.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 = -0.9293 0.012
750.0+ 14.0 . 14.0 7.0 0.0 0

.00 1.0000 © 0.9293 0.012
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Table B&.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Age 25 Years or Older U51ng
the Lee-Desu Statistic:

Overall Comparison
Group Name - .
Control
Home Study
In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name-

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Contpol
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic

TotaltN

795
825

811
Statistic
Total N

- 795
825

Statistic
Total N

795
811

Statistic

Total N

825

811

1.323

Uncen - -

47
42

40
0.757

‘Uncen

47
42

1.150
Uncen

47

40

0.039

“Uncen -

42
40

D.F.
Cen
748
783
771

D.F.

_Cen

748

783

D.F..
Cen

748
771

D.F.
Cen

783
771

First DUI or Reckless Dr1v1ng Offense

2 Prob.

Pct Cen

94.09
94,91
195.07

1 - Prob.

Pct Cen

94..09
94,91

1 - Prob.

Pct Cen

094.09
95.07

1 Prob.

Pct Cen_

04.91
195.07

0.5161,
Mean Score
—14 941

5,1103
9.4476
0.3842, NS
Mean Score

-6.7849
6.5382

0.2835, NS

' Mean Score

-8.1560
. 7.9951

0.8439, NS

Mean Score

-1.4279
1.4525



Table B9.a-

Contrbl Group Survival Data For Age 25 Years orAOIder:
First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

‘Number - . - Cumul SE of

-vZI-

Intvl ~ Number Number - Number A
Start- Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - of - Propn Propn. . ‘Propn Cumul
" Time = This - During to- " Termnl " Termi- Survi- ~ Surv " Surv- -
(Days) - CIntvl’ . Intvl . Risk.. ‘Events - nating ving ‘At End _iving
- 0.0 - 795.0 8.0 791.0 18.0 0.0228 0.9772 - 0.9772 :0.005
30.0 769.0 - 28.0 755.0 19.0 0.0252 0.9748 "0.9527 0.008
60.0 722.0 26.0 709.0 © 9.0 - 0.0127 0.9873 - 0.9406 0.009
90.0 687.0 29.0 - 672.5 9.0 © 0.0134 0.9866 . 0.9280 0.009
120.0 649.0 36.0 631.0 '10.0 0.0158 0.9842 .0.9133 0.010
150.0 603.0 42.0 '582.0 6.0 0.0103 0.9897  0.9038 0.011
180.0 555.0 50.0 530.0 7.0 0.0132 0.9868 0.8919 0.012
210.0 498.0 58.0 469.0 7.0 10.0149 0.9851 0.8786 - 0.013
240.0 433.0 46.0 410.0 7.0 1 0.0171 0.9829 - '0.8636 0.014
270.0 380.0 -29.0 365.5 4.0 .0.0109 0.9891 0.8541 0.014
300.0 347.0 34.0 330.0 3.0 0.0091 '0.9909 . 0.8464 10.015
330.0 310.0 126.0 297.0° 3.0 0.0101 '0.9899  0.8378 0.015
360.0 281.0 37.0° 262.5 4.0 1 0.0152 0.9848 0.8251 0.016
390.0 - 240.0 . 35.0 222.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0:8251 0.016
420.0 205.0 22.0 194.0 1.0 0.0052 0.9948 0.8208 0.017
450.0 182.0 24.0 170.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8208 0.017
480.0 158.0 26.0 145.0 - 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 -0.8208 0,017
510.0 132.0 18.0 123.0 1.0 0.0081 0.9919 . 0.8141  0.018
540.0 113.0 - 20.0 103.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8141 . 0.018
570.0 93.0 19.0 83.5 0.0 0.0 1.6000 -.0.8141 0.018
600.0 74.0 19.0 64.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.8141 0.018
630.0 55.0 11.0 49.5 0.0 0.0 10000 - 0.8141 0.018
660.0 44.0 11.0 "38.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ' .0.8141 - 0.018
- 690.0 33.0 9.0 28.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - - 0.8141 0.018
720.0 24.0 16.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8141 0.018
750.0 8.0 8.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 1,0000 ~ .0.8141 0.018




T A

" Intvi

Tahle BO.b

 .Homé Study Group Survival Data For Age 25 Years or Older:
First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Number’ Number Number = Number = ’ Cumul SE of

Start ‘Entrng © Wdrawn - Exposd. of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
 Time. | - This During . to Termnl - Termi- Survi- Surv- Surv-
- (Days) Intvl. Intvl " Risk Events nating ving At End iving
0.0 825.0 7.0. 821.5 - 11.0 < 0.0134 0.9866 - 0.9866 . ond
'30.0 807.0 23.0 - 795.5 22.0 0.0277 0.9723 0.9593 0.007
60.0 "762.0 27.0 748.5 10.0 0.0134 0.9866 0.9465 0.008
90.0 725.0 32.0° 709.9 11.0 0.0155 0.9845 0.9318 0.009
120.0 682.0 34.0 - 665.0 9.0 0.0135 0.9865 0.9192 0.010
. 150.0 639.0. 42.0 - 618.0 6.0 0.0097 - - 0.9903 0.9103 0.010
180.0 591.0 54,0 564.0 8.0 '0.0142 0.9858 0.8974 n.011
210.0. ©-529.0 .46.0 506.0 10.0° 0.0198 0.9802 - 0.8796 0.012
© 240.0° - 473.0 46.0° 450.0 9.0 0.0200 0.9800 0.8620 0.013
270.0 = - 418.0 35.0 1 400.5 © 5.0 0.0125 0.9875 0.8513 - 0.014
300.0 378.0 25.0 375.5 2.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.8466 0.014 .
-330.0 351.0 ' 33.0 . 334.5 1.0 0.0030 0.9970 0.8441 0.015
360.0 317.0 46.0 - 294.0 1.0 0.0034 0.9966 0.8412 0.015
390.0 - 270.0 . 42,0 249.0 - 2.0 0.0080 - 0.9920 0.8345 0.015
420.0 226.0. - 27.0 212.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8345 0.015
450.0 - 199.0 19.0 189.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8345 0.015.
480.0 180.0 31.0 164.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8345 0.015
510.0 .149.0 18.0 140.0 1.0 0.0071 0.9929 0.8285 0.016
540.0° = 130.0 24.0 '118.0 2.0 0.016 0.9831 . 0.8145 0.019
570.0 104.0 19.0 1 94.5. 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.8145 n.019
600.0 . 85.0 26.0 72.0 0.0 0.0. 1.0000 0.8145 0.019
. 630.0 .59.0 12.0; 53.0 0.0 0.0 170000 0.8145 n.019
- 660.0 . - 47.0 12.0 41.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8145 0.019
690.0 35.0 11.0 29.5 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.8145 '0.019
720.0 24.0 18.0 15,0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.%145 0.019
750.0: 6.0 6.0 - 3.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 N.8145 0.019
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Table BY9.c

In-Class Group Survival Data for Age 25 Years or Older:
First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Intvl ~ Number Number Number  Number : : - Cumul SE of
Start ~ ° Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of " Propn ° Propn - Propn Cumul
Time - This ~ Druing to Termnl Termi Survi- - Surv Surv-
(Days) - Intvl Intvl Risk - Events - nating ~ving At End iving
0.0 - 811.0 4.0 809.0. ©19.0 0.0235 0.9765 ~.0.9765 0.005
30.0 . 788.0 24.0 776.0 - 15.0 0.0193 0.9807 - 0.,9576 - 0.007
60.0 749.0 - 27.0° 735.5 8.0 0.0109 0.9891 - 0.9472 0.008
90.0 © 714.0 21.0 703.5 14.0 .0.0199 0.9801 . 0.9284 0.009
120.0 679.0 43.0 657.5 12.0 0.0183 0.9817 - 0.9114 0.010
'150.0 624.0 53.0 597.5 8.0 0.0134 0.9866 10.8992 0.011
180.0 - 563.0 ~45.0 540.5 9.0 0.0167 0.9833 0.8843 0.012
- 210.0 509.0" -58.0 480.0 . 4.0 0.0083 0.9917 0.8769 0.012
240.0 447.0 53.0 420.5 6.0 .0.0143 0.9857 . 0.8644 0.013
270.0 388.0 26.0 375.0 3.0. 0.0080 0.9920 0.8575 0.014
300.0 "359.0 32.0 343.0 6.0 0.0175 0.9825 0.8425 0.015
330.0 321.0 16.0. 313.0 3.0 0.0096 0.9904 0.8344 0.015
360.0 302.0 41.0 281.5 4.0 0.0142 "0.9858" :0.8225 0.016
390.0 257.0 33.0 - 240.5 3.0 0.0125 0.9875 0.8123 0.017
- 420.0 221.0 24.0 209.0 1.0 - 0.0048 - 0.9952 '0.8084 0.017
- 450.0 196.0 22.0 185.0 1.0 . 0.0054 0.9946 0.8040 0.018
480.0 173.0 26.0 160.0 2.0 0.0125 0.9875 ©0.7940 0.019
510.0 145.0 15.0 137.5 1.0 - 0.0073 0.9927 . 0.7882 0.020
540.0 129.0 19.0 119.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.7882 0.020
570.0 110.0 24.0 98.0 1.0 0.0102 0.9898 ' 0.7801 0.021
600.0 85.0 17.0 - 76.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 +0.7801  0.021
630.0 68.0 21.0 57.5 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000  -0.7801. 0.021
-660.0 47.0 13.0 40.5 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 ~0.7801 0.021
690.0 - 34.0 10.0 29.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7801 0.021
720.0 24,0 16.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000" 0.7801 0.021
750.0+ 8.0 8.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7801 0.021 .
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Table B9.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups for Age 25 Yeérs or Older,
Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Overall Comparison
Group Name
Control
Home' Study
In-Class
Pairwise Compafison
Group .- Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison

‘Group Name

Control.
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

“Group Name -

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic

Total N

795

825

811
Statistic

Total- N

795

825
Statistic
‘Total N

795
811

Statistic

Total N

825
811

0.381
UNCEN
108
110
120

0.152
UNCEN
108
110

0.047

UNCEN

108
‘120

0.369

- UNCEN

110

‘120

CEN
687
715
691

CEN

687
715

CEN

- 687
691

CEN

715

691

2

PCT

- 86
86

85.

PCT

86.

86

PCT

86.
207 -2.5327

85

PCT

86. )
.20 -7:2417

85

Prob. 0.8266,NS

Mean Score

42 -2.0390
.67 11.573

20 -9.7744 -
Prob. 0.6966,NS
. 'Mean Score.

42 -4.6226

.67 . 4.4545

Prob. 0.8277,NS
Mean'sédre
42 - 2.5836.
Prob. 0.5436,NS
} Mean;Seore

67 - 7.1188



Table B10.a

Control Group Survival Data For Social-Drinkers: First Accident

‘Number ~ Cumul SE of

-§¢1-

Intvl Number Number Number
Start - Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn 4 Propn ~ Propn .Cumul
Time This During to Termnl © Termi- - Survi- . Surv Survi-
(Days) ~ Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating ving - At End ving -
0.0 270.0 1.0 269.5 3.0 . 0.0111 - 0.9889 ©0.9889 0.006
30.0 266.0 6.0 .263.0 2.0 0.0076 0.9924 ©.0.9813 0.008
60.0 - 258.0 7.0 254.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9813 0.008
90.0 251.0 13.0 244.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9813 ° " 0.008
120.0 238.0 10.0 233.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9813 0.008
150.0 228.0 16.0 220.0 1.0 0.0045 0.9955 0.9769 0.009
180.0 - 211.0 9.0 206.5 " 2.0 0.0097 0.9903 0.9674 0.011
210.0 200.0 24.0 188.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9674 0.011
240.0 176.0 16.0 168.0 1.0 .0.0060 0.9940 0.9617 0.013
270.0 159.0 14.0 152.0 0.0 0.0 ’ 1.0000 ‘0.9617 0.013
300.0 145.0 11.0 139.5 . 1.0 -'0.0072 --0.9928 - 0.9548 0.014
330.0 133.0 13.0 126.5- 1.0 0.0079 0.9921 0.9472 0.016
360.0 119.0 23.0 107.5 2.0 - 0.0186 0.9814 0.9296 - 0.020
390.0 94.0 16.0 .86.0 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 0.9296 0.020
420.0 78.0 6.0 -75.0 0.0 0.0 1.00000  ~ '0.9296 0.020
450.0 72.0 11.0 66.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9296 0.020
480.0 61.0 8.0 57.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9296 0.020
510.0 53.0 7.0° " 49.5 1.0 -0.0202 0.9798 0.9108 0.027
540.0 45.0 8.0 . 41.0 :0.0 0.0 1.0000 . -0.9108 0.027
570.0 37.0 4.0 35.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9108 0.027
600.0 33.0 4.0 31.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9108 0.027
630.0 29.0 4.0 27.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9108 0.027
660.0 .25.0 6.0 22.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9108 - 0.027
690.0 19.0 4.0. 17.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9108 0.027
720.0 15.0 11.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.9108 0.027
750.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.027

10.9108



-621-

Home Study Group Survival Data For Social Drinkers:

Table B10.b

‘First Accident

Intvl Number Number Number Number , Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl Termi- Survi-. . Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk - Events - nating ving At End ving
0.0 257.0 4.0 255.0 3.0 0.0118 0.9882 0.9882 0.007
30.0 250.0 4.0 248.0 3.0 0.0121 0.9879 0.9763 0.010
60.0 (243,90 11.0 237.5 4.0 0.0163 0.9832 0.9598 0.012
90.0 228.0 8.0 224 .0 4.0 0.0179. 0.9821 0.9427 0.015
120.0 216.0 11.0 210.5 3.0 0.0143 . 0.9857 0.9293 - 0.017
150.0 202.0 8.0 198.0 0.0 0.60 1.0000 0.9293 0.017
180.0 194.0 11.0 188.5 ~1.0 0.0053 0.9947 0.9243 0.017
210.0 182.0 - 19.0 172.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9243 0.017
240.0 163.0 18.0 154.0 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9243 0.017
-270.0 145.0 11.0 139.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9243 0.017
300.0 134.0 6.0 131.0. 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9243 0.017
330.0 128.0 16.0 120.0 1.0 ~0.0083 0.9917 0.9166 0.019
1 360.0 111.0 20.0 101.0 1.0 0.0099 0.9901 0.9076 0.021
390.0 90.0 17,0 81.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.9076 0.021
420.0 73.0 7.0 69.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -  0.9076 0.021
450.0 66.0 - 7.0 62.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9076 0.021
480.0 59.0 6.0 56.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9076 0.021
510.0 53.0 6.0 50.0 - 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 0.9076 0.021
540.0 47.0 4.0 45.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9076 0.021
570.0 ~43.0 7.0 39.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 "0.9076 0.021
600.0 36.0 6.0 33.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9076 0.021
630.0 30.0 4.0 -28.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9076 . 0.021
660.0 26.0 2.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9076 0.021
690.0 24.0 7.0 20.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.9076 0.021
720.0 17.0 11.0 11.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 30.9076 0.021
750.0 6.0 6.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9076 0.021
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In-Class Group Survival Data For Social Drinkers: First Accident

Table B10.c

. Cumul

4.0

|
|
Intvl * Number . Number" . Number Number : . SE of |
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn Propn _ Propn Cumul |
Time This During to Termnl Termi- Survi- . Surv Survi- /
(Days) Intvl . Intvl Risk Events ‘nating ving "'At End ving o ;
0.0 254.0 - 1.0 253.5 1.0 0.0039 0.9961 0.9961 0.004
130.0 252.0 3.0 250.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9961 0.004
60.0 249.0 11.0 243.5 3.0 0.0123 0.9877 '0.9838 0.008 ;
90.0 235.0 10,0 230.0 1.0 0.0043 0.9957 .0.9795 0.009 . f
120.0 224.0 16.0 216.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9795 0.011
150.0 - 208.0 16.0 200.0 2.0 0.0100 - 0.9990 0.9697 0.014 ;
180.0 190.0 9.0 185.5 3.0 0.0162 0.9838 '0.9540 0.015 ‘
210.0 178.0 . 19.0 168.5 - 1.0 0.0059 0.9941 0.9484 0.016
240.0 158.0 ~17.0 149.5 1.0 - 0.0067 0.9933 0.9420 0.016 |
270.0 140.0 10.0 135.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9420 0.019 ;
300.0 130.0 11.0 124.5 2.0 0.0161 0.9839 - 0.9269 0.019
'330.0 117.0 11.0 111.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.9269 0.021
360.0 106.0 19.0 96.5 1.0 '0.0104 0.9896 0.9173 -0.021
390.0 86.0 14.0 79.0 0.0 0.0 1.9000 0.9173 - 0.028 :
420.0 72.0° 9.0 67.5 2.0 06.0296 '0.9704 0.8901 0.028 ‘
450.0 61.0 9.0 56.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8901: 0.028
480.0 52.0 7.0 .48.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8901 0.028 ’
510.0 45.0 - 2.0 44 .0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8901 0.028 - '
540.0 - 43.0. 5.0 40.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8901 0.028 |
570.0 38.0 - 2.0 37.0 0.0 - 0.0 .1.0000 © 0.8901 0.028 |
600.0 ©36.0 4.0 34.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.8901 0.028 i
630.0 32.0 ‘3.0 30.5° 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ..0.8901 0.028 ;
660.0 29.0 6.0 26.0 - 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8901 0.028 |
690.0 23.0 8.0 19.0 0.0 © 0.0 1.0000 20.8901 0.028 |
720.0 15.0 7.0 11.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~°0.8901 0.028
750.0+ 8.0 &.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.8901 9.028
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Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Social Drinkers,
Lee-Desu Statistic: First Accident

Overall Comparison
Group Name

Control

Home Study

In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
" In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic
Total N
270
257
254
Statistic

Total N

270
257

Statistic
Total N

270

254

- Statistic

Total N

257
254

Table B10.d

3.511
Uncen
14
20
17
3.131

Uncen

14

20

0.535

Uncen

14
17

1;315
Uncen

20
17

D.F.

D.F.

D.F.

D.F.

Cen
256

237
237

Cen

256

237

Cen

256
237

Cen

237
237

2  Prob.
Pct Cen

94 .81

92,22

93.31

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

94.81
92.22

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

94.81
93.31

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

92.22
93.31

Using the’

0.1728, NS

Mean Score
11.226
~14.339
2.5748
0.0768,

Mean Score

8.3037
-8.7237

0.4646,
Mean Score

12,9222
-3.1063

©0.2515,
Mean Score

-5.6148
. 5.6811

Sig

NS

NS
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Table Bll;a

’ AConpr61 Group Survival Data for Social Drinkers: First
: DUI or Reckless Driving Offense '

_ Number

Number

. "Cumul SE of

Intvl Number Number -
Start Entrng Wdrawn - Exposd of . Propn Propn - . Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv. Surv- .
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk - Events nating vin - At End .iving
0.0 270.0 1.0 769.5 T.0 0.0037 o.9§€5“*‘07§§€?"1ﬁ00§, -
30.0 268.0 7.0 264.5 2.0 .- 0.0076 '0.9924 0.9888 0.006 ..
60.0 259.0° 7.0 255.5 3.0 - 0.0117 6.9883 . 0.9771 . 0.009
90.0 249.0 13,0 242.5 1.0 ~.0,0041 0.9959 . .0.9731 0.010
120.0 235.0 10.0 1230.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9731 0.010
150.0 225.0 16.0 217.0 1.0 0.0046 0.9954 ' 0.9686. 0.011
180.0 208.0 9.0 v 203.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9686 0.011
210.0 '199.0 24.0 187.0 0.0 ~0.0 1,0000 - 0.,9686 0.011
240.0 175.0 ~16.0 167.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9686 0.011
270.0 159.0 15.0 151.5 0.0 - 0.0 '1.0000 - 0.9686 0.
300.0 144.0 12.0. 138.0 0.0 0.0 1,0000 0.9686 0.011
330.0 132.0 14.0 125.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9686 0.011
360.0 118.0 22.0 107.0 1.0 - 0.0093 0.9507 0.9596 0.014
390.0 95.0 16.0 87.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9596 0.014
420.0 79.0 7.0 ©75.5 2.0 0.0265 0.9735 ~ .0.9342  0.022
450.0 .70.0 - 11.0 .64.5 © 0.0 - 0.0 © 1.0000 .0.9342 0.022
480.0 59.0 - 8.0 - 55.0 - 0.0 0.0 ~1.0000 = 0.9342 0.022
510.0 51.0 7.0  47.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9342 = 0.022
540.0 44.0 8.0 - 40.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000-  0.9342  0.022
570.0 36.0 4.0 34.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 -0.9342 - 0.022
600.0 32.0 5.0 29,5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 .0.9342 0.022
630.0 27.0 ~ 5.0 24.5 - 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 .°0.9342 0.022.
660.0 22,0 4.0 .20.0 0.0 " 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9342 0,022
690.0 18.0 4.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 ~1.0000 . 0.9342 0.022
720.0 ©14.0 ~9.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 1'0.9342 0.022
" 750.0+ '5.0 5.0 2.5. 0.0 0.0 0.022

1.0000  0.9342

011
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Table Bll.b

‘Home Study Group Survival Data for Social Drinkers: First
DUI or Reckless Driving Offense
Intvl _ Number Nurber Number Number
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn
Time This Dur1ng to Termnl - =~ Termi- Survi-
(Days) Intvl “Invl - Risk " Events - nating “vin
0.0 257.0 4.0 255.0 3.0 0.0118 0.9 A
30.0 250.0 - 4.0 248.0 - 2.0 " 0.0081 0.9919
60.0 244.0 11.0 238.5 4.0 0.0168 0.9832
90.0 .229.0 ‘8.0 225.0 1.0 0.0044 .0.9956
120.0 220.0 12.0 214.0 0.0 " 0.0 1,0000
150.0 208.0 - 8.0 204.0 2.0 . 0.0098 0.9902
180.0 198.0 10.0 193.0 1.0 0.0052 0.9948
210,0 187.0 18.0 178.0 2.0 "0.0112 0,9888
240,0 167.0 19.0 157.5 0.0 0.0 '1,0000
270.0 148.0 11.0 142.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
300.0 137.0 7.0 133.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
330.0. 130.0 16.0 122.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000
360.0 114.0 20.0 104.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000
390.0 94.0 19.0 84.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
420.0 75.0 9.0 70.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
~450.0 66.0 7.0 62.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -
480.0 59.0 5.0 45.4 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000
510.0 54.0 6.0 51.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000
540.0 48.0 - 4.0 - 46.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000
570.0 44.0 7.0 40.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
600.0 37.0 5.0 34.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
630.0 32.0 5.0 29,5 0.0 0.0 1.0000
660.0 27.0 2.0 26.0 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000
690.0 '25.0° 6.0 22.0° 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000
720.0 19.0 14.0 -12.0 0.0 0.0 11,0000
750.0+ 5.0 5.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000

-.Cumﬁl

Propn

" Surv
. At End

0.9803
0 9638

10.9595

0.9595

0.9501

0.9452
0.9346
0.9346

1 0.9346
0.9346

0.9346

- 0.9346
0.9346

0.9346
0.9346
0.9346

0.9346
0.9346.
©0.9346

0.9346

0.9346
. 0.9346

0.9346

0.9346
0.9346

SE of
Cumul
Surv-

Ivin

0.009
0.012
0.013
0.013

1 0.014

0.015
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
0.016
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Table Bll.c

In-Class Group Survival Data for Social Drinkers: First
DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl "~ Number  Number Number .~ Number - ’ Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn - Exposd of - .Propn - Propn Propn Cumul
Time - “This . During " to Termnl Termi- Survi- . Surv Surv-
(Days) - Intvl Intvl - Risk | - Events nating _ Ving At -End - ivin
0.0 — 254.0 ~ 1.0 253.5 — 2.0 0.0079 0.9921 0.9921 'O.ﬁﬁ%?
30.0 251.0 3.0 249.5 © 3.0 0.0120 0.9880  0.9802 0.009
60.0 245.0 11.0. 239.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9802 " 0.009
90.0 234.0 10.0 229.0 - 1.0 0.0044 0.9956 0.9759  0.010
120.0 223.0 16.0 215.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9759 0.010
150.0 207.0 17.0 198.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.9759 0.010
180.0 190.0 8.0 186.0 0.0. 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9759 . 0.010
210.0 182.0 19.0 172.5 - 1.0 -0.0058 0.9942  0.9702 0.011
240.0 162.0 18.0 153.0 1.0 0.0065 0.9935 +0.9639 0.013
270.0 143.0° 10.0 138.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9639  0.013
300.0 - 133.0° 11.0 127.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9639 0.013
330.0 -+ 122.0 12.0 116.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9639 0.013
360.0 110.0 19.0 100.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9639  0.013
390..0 91.0 14.0 84.0 0.0 0.0 -1,0000 ©0.9639 -~ 0.013
420.0 77.0 10.0 72.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9639 0.013
450.0 67.0 10.0 162.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9639 0.013 -
480.0 ' 57.0 8.0 53.0 1.0 0.0189 D.9811 0.9457 0.022
510.0 48.0 2.0 47.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 - 0.9457  0.022°
540.0 46.0 5.0 43.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9457 0.022
570.0 41.0 2.0 40.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9457 0.022
600.0 39.0 6.0 36.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9457 0.022
630.0 33.0 5.0 30.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.9457  0.022°
660.0 28.0 6.0 25.0 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.9457 0.022
690.0 22.0 9.0 17.5 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9457 0.022
720.0 13.0 7.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.9457  0.022
750. 0+ 6.0 6.0 3.0 0.0°° 0.0

1.0000 - 0.9457 0.022




..SSI_

Compar1son of First Off
Lee Desu Statistic:

Overall Comparison
Group Name |
Control

Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

- Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
GrOup. Name

‘Home Study
In-Class

Statistic

'. Total N

270

257
254

Statistic

Total N

257

Statistic

Total N

270
254

Statistic

Total N

257

. 254

270

Table Bil.d

2;639
Uncén}
Y

15
1.708
Uncen

11
1s

0.021

Uncen

1.886

Uncen

D.F.

Cen

259
242
245

Cen

259
242

Cen
259
245

Cen

242

245

ender Treatment Groups for Social Drinkers, Using
First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

2 Prob.  0.2672, NS
Pét Cen Mean Score
95.93 '5.0481
94.16 . . -11.700
96.46 - 6.4724

1  Prob. 0.1913, NS
Pet Cen ~ Mean Score
95.93 . 5.5741
94.16 . -5.8560

1 Prob.- 0.8835, NS

Pct Ceh Mean Score

'95.93  -0.52593

96.46 0.55906
1 Prob.  0.1697, NS

Pct Cen  Mean Score

94.16 -5.8444

96.46 . 5.9134
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Table Bl2.a

Control Group Surv1va1 Data For Social Drlnkers First Moving Violation
or Any A/R Offense ‘

Intvl ~ Number Number Number ~ "Number . Cumul - SE of
Start . Entrng Wdrawn Exposd . of - Propn.  Propn ‘Propn Cumul
Time " This - "During "~ to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) - Intvl . Intvl ' Risk Events " . nating ving . At End. ving
0.0 270.0 1.0 269.5 6.0 0.0223 0.9777 . 0.9777 0.009
- 30.0 263.0 7.0 259.5 7.0 0.0270 0.9730 1 0.9514  0.013
60.0 249.0 ~ 7.0 245.5 4.0 "0.0163 0.9837 - 0.9359 0.015
90.0 . 238.0 13.0 - 231.5 4.0 0.0173 - . 0.9827 0.9197. 0.017
120.0 221.0 10.0 216.0 5.0 0.0231 0.9769 © 0.8984 0.019"
- 150.0 206.0 16.0 198.0 2.0 © . 0.0101 0.9899 0.8893 - 0.020
180.0 188.0 8.0. 184.0 2.0 " 0.0109 0.9891 0.8797 0.021
210.0 178.0 - 20.0 '168.0 2.0 0.0119, 0.9881 . 0.8692 0.022
240.0 -156.0 15.0- 1148.5 2.0 0.0135 - 0.9865 .0.8575 0.023
270.0 139.0 '13.0 132.5 1.0 <~ 0.0075 0.9925 0.8510 0.024
300.0 125.0 10.0 ©120.0 1.0 - 0.0083 - 0.9917 0.8439 0.025
330.0 114.0 11.0 108.5 3.0 0.0276 - 0.9724 " 0.8206° 0.027
360.0 100.0 20.0 ..90.0 1.0 0.0111 ~0.9889 0.8115 0.029 -
390.0 79.0. 15.0 .71.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8115 0.029
420.0 64.0 5.0 61.5 1.0 0.0163 0.9837 0.7983 0.031
450.0 58.0 11.0 52.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7983 0.031
480.0 47.0 8.0 43.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.7983 0.031
510.0 39.0 6.0 36.0 1.0 -~ 0.0278 '0.9722 0.7761 - 0.037
540.0 32.0 . 6.0 29.0 - 0.0 © 0.0 1.0000 0.7761 ¢ 0.037
- 570.0 26.0 - 2.0 - 25.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -~ 0.7761 - 0.037
600.0 .24.0 5.0 21.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7761 ©0.037 .
630.0 -19.0 4.0 17.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - .0.7761 0.037
660.0 15.0 1.0 14.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7761 0.037
690.0 14.0 3.0 12.5 0.0 0.0 1.00090 - 0.7761 0.037
720.0 11.0 8.0 7.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~0.7761  © 0.037
750.0+ 3.0 3.0 - 1,5 0.0 0.0 T 0.7761 - 0.037

-1.0000
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Table B12.b

Home Study Group Survival Data For Sociél Drinkers: First Moving Violation
or Any A/R Offense '

Intvl Number ‘Number . Number Number : ' Cumul SE of

. Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - - of - - "~ Propn . Propn . Propn Cumul
Time This During - to Termnl  Termi-  Survi- Surv Survi-
. (Days) . Intvl  Intvl " Risk Events - nating ving At End  ving
0.0 257.0 4.0 '255.0 8.0 0.0314 0.9686 0.9686 0.011
30.0 - 245.0 4.0 243.0 - 8.0 0.0329 0.9671 0.9367 - 0.015
60.0 - 233.0 - 11.0 227.5 5.0 0.0220 0.9780 0.9162 0.018
-90:0 ©217.0 8.0 213.0 5.0 0.0235 0.9765 0..8946 0.020
120.0 204.0 12.0 198.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8946 0.020
150.0 192.0 7.0 188.5 5.0 0.0265 0.9735 0.8709 0.022
180.0 180.0 10.0 175.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8709 0.022
210.0 170.0 18.0 161.0 4.0 0.0248 0.9752 °© 0.8493 0.024
240.0 148.0 19.0 138.5 1.0 0.0072 0.9928 0.8431 0.024
270.0 128.0 11.0 122.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8431 0.024
300.0 117.0 7.0 113.5 1.0 ©.0.0088 0.9912 0.8357 0.025
330.0 109.0 13.0 102.5 2.0 0.0195 0.9805 0.8194 0.027
360.0 1 94.0 19.0 - 84.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8194 0.027
390.0 75.0 17.0 66.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8194 0.027
420.0 58.0 8.0 54.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8194 0.027
450.0 50.0 5.0 47.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8194 0.027
480.0 45.0 5.0 42.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.8194 0.027
510.0 40.0 - 5.0 37.5 1.0 0.0267 1.9733 0.7976 . 0.034
540.0 34.0 1.0 33.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.7976 0.034
570.0 33.0 6.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7976 0.034
600.0 27.0 4.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 0.7976 0.034
630.0 23.0 5.0 20.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7976 0.034.
660.0 18.0 2.0 17.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7976 -~ 0.034
690.0 16.0- 4.0 14.0 0.0 - 0.0 - 1.0000 0.7976 0.034
720.0 - 12.0 11.0 6.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7976 0.034
750.0+ 1.0 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7976 -0

.034
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In- Class Group Survival Data For Social Drlnkers

Table Bl2.c.

"or Any A/R Offense

First Moving Violation

SE of

Intvl Number Number Number Number - Cumul i
Start Entrng " Wdrawn Exposd of ‘Propn Propn Propn Cumul |
Time This During " to Termnl . Termi- . Survi- ~ Surv Survi- |
(Days) Intvl Intvl . Risk Events . nating ving At End ving ;
0.0 254.0 1.0 253.5 5.0 1 0.0197 0.9803  .0.9803 0.009 ]
30.0 248.0 - 3.0 246.5 6.0 0.0243 0.9757 '0.9564 0.013 ' |
60.0 239.0 11.0 233.5 2.0 0.0086 0.9914 0,9482 1 0.014 z
90.0 226.0 10.0- 221.0 4.0 -0.0181 0.9819  0.9311 0.016 L
120.0 212.0 16.0 - 204.0 5.0 0.0245 0.9755 0.9082  0.019 |
150.0 191.0 17.0 '182.5 3.0 0.0164 . 0.9836 0.8933 0.020 1
180.0 171.0 - 8.0 167.0 - 1.0 0.0060 0.9940 0.8880 0.021
1210.0 162.0 19.0 152.5 3.0 0.0197 - 0.9803 - 0.8705 0.023 :
240.0 140.0 15.0 132.5 ~ 1.0 0.0075 - 0.9925 . - 0.8639 0.024
270.0 124.0 8.0 120.0 - 1.0 0.0083 0,9917 0.8567  0.024 i
300.0 115.0 10.0 110.0 1.0 0.0091 0.9909  0.8489 0.025 - _
330.0 104.0 11.0 98.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.8489 0.025 ‘
360.0 '93.0 18.0 84.0 1.0 0.0119 0.9881 0.8388 0.027
390.0 74.0 13.0 67.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8388 0.027
420.0 61.0 10.0 56.0° 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8388 0.027 i
450.0 51.0 7.0 47.5 1.0 0.0211 -0.9789  0.8212 0.032.
480.0 43.0 7.0 39.5 1.0 0.0253 0.9747 - 0.8004 0.037 -
510.0 35.0 1.0 - -34.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000.  0.8004 0.037
540.0 34.0 4.0 32.0 2.0 0.0625 0.9375  0.7504 0.049 z
570.0 28.0 1.0 27.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.7504 0.049
600.0 27.0 5.0 24.5. 0.0 0.0 1.0000- .. 0.7504 0.049
630.0 22.0 4.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7504 0.049 :
660.0 18.0 5.0 - 15.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7504 0.049 :
690.0 13.0 5.0 10.5 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 . 0.7504 0.049 |
720.0 8.0 3.0 6.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000. . 0.7504 0.049 :
750.0+ 5.0 5.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.049

0.7504
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Table 812 d

Compar1son ‘of ‘First Offender Treatment Groups- For Social Drinkers, Using the Lee- Desu

Overall Comparison

Group Name |
Control
Home Study

In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

‘Group Name

Control
Homelstudy

Pariwise Comparison

'Groﬁp Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

" Group Name .-

Home Study .
- In-Class

Statistic:

~ Statistic
Total N
270
257
254
Statistic

Total N

270
257

Statistic
Total N

270
254

Statistic

Total N-

257

254

0.597

Uncen .
. 42
40
37
0.185
Unceh'

42.
40

0.126
Uncen -

42

37-.7

0.588
Uﬁcen-»

40-
37

D.F.

Cen

228"

217
217

D.F.
Cen

228
217

D.F.
Cen

228
217

D.F.

_Cénv

217
217

First Moving Vlolatlon or Any A/R Offense

2 Prob.

Pct Cen

84.44
84,44
85.43

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

84.44
84.44

"1 Prob.

Pct Cen

84.44
85.43

‘1 Prob.

Pct Cen

84.44
85.43 -

-0.7419, NS

Mean Score

0.66667
-8.5720
7.9646
. 0.6671, NS
Mean Score

' 3.0556
-3.2101

0.7229, NS
Meaﬁ Score

22.3889
- 2.5394

. 0.4431, NS
Mean Score

-5.3619
- 5.4252



Table Bl3.a .

~Cdntr61'GrodeSurviva1 Data For Midrange Problem Drinkers: First Accideni

Intvl . Number - Number . Number - Number - - _Cumul - - SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd _of " Propn. - Propn - Propn - Cumul
Time . This . During - to .. Termnl  ~ Termi- - Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) , Intvl . Intvl  Risk Events = nating ving At ' End = ving
0.0 798.0 7.0 - 794.5° 9.0 0.0113 0.9887 10.9887 0.004
30.0 782.0 27.0 ' 768.5 5.0 10,0065 '0.9935 °  0.9822  '0.005 -
60.00 - - 750.0 20.0 740.0 7.0. - .0.0095  .0.9905 0.9729 0.006
90.0 723.0 24.0 711.0 6.0 '0.0084 .~ 0.9916 0.9647 . 0.007
, ©120.0 - . 693.0 32.0 677.0 6.0 0.0089  0.9911 0.9562 .  0.007 -
L 150.0 655.0 50.0 630.0 6.0 0.0095 . 0.9905 °  0.9471 0.008
= 180.0 599.0 53.0 572.5 4.0 0.0070 0.9930 - 0.9405 0.009
' 210.0 542.0 55.0 514.5 . 4.0 0.0078 0.9922 0.9332  0.010
240.0 483.0 51.0 457.5 2.0 0.0044 ~  0.9956 - 0.9291 0.010
270.0 430.0 30.0 "415.0 2.0 0.0048  0.9952 - 0.9246 . 0.010
300.0 398.0 33.0 381.5 - 4.0 0.0105 © 0.9895 0.9149  0.011
330.0 361.0 . 29.0 °346.5 2.0 0.0058 0.9942  .0.9096 . 0.012
360.0  330.0 39.0 310.5 4.0 0.0129 . 0.9871 . 0.8979 ~ 0.013
390.0 287.0 36.0 269.0 0.0 0.0 '1.0000 0.8979 0.013
420.0 251.0. 31.0 235.0 1.0 0.0042  0.9958  0.8941 ~ 0.014
450.0 .219.0 23.0 ~207.5 1.0 0.0048 - 0.9952  0.8898 0.014
'480.0 195.0 33.0 178.5 1.0 0.0056 . 0.9944 0.8848  0.015
510.0 161.0 21.0 150.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8848  0.015
540.0 © 140.0 28.0° 126.0 - 0.0 - 0.0 '1.0000  0.8848 - 0.015
570.0 - 112.0 28.0 98.0 0.0 0.0 1.,0000 - 0.8848  0.015 -
600.0 : 84.0° 16.0 . 76.0 ©0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.8848 - 0.015
630.0 68.0 15.0 60.5 - 0.0 0.0 '1.0000 10.8848 '0.015
660.0 - 53.0 20.0 43.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  -0.8848 - 0.015
690.0 33.0 - 11.0 -27.5 1.0 . 0.0364 1 0.9636 . 0.8526 0.035
720.0 .- 21.0 14.0 14,0 0.0 . 0.0 '1.0000° 0.8526  0.035
750.0+ . 7.0 7.0 3.5 - 0.0 0.0

1.0000 - - 0.8526 0.035
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Table B13.b

Home Study Group Survival Data For Midrange Problem Drinkers: .First Accident

~ Intvl . Number Number - Number Number ' o Cumul SE of
- Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd ~of ~Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This  During . to , Termnl ‘Termi - Survi- . Surv Survi-
‘(Days) Intvl Intvl - Risk Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 829.0 4.0" 827.0 6.0 0.0073 0.9927 0.9927 0.003
'30.0 819.0 - 26.0 806.0 11.0 0.0136 = 0.9864 0.9792 0.005
60.0 782.0 26.0- 769.0 8.0 0.0104 - 0.9896 0.9690 -~  0.006
90.0 748.0 25.0 735.5 6.0 0.0082 0.9918 0.9611 0.007
120.0 717.0 37.0 698.5 5.0 0.0072 . 0,9928 0.9542 0.007
150.0 675.0 43.0 653.5 8.0 0.0122 0.9878 0.9425 ©  0.008"
- 180.0 624.0 57.0 "595.5 4.0 - 0.0067 0.9933 0.9362 0.009
210.0 563.0 47.0 539.5 3.0 0.0056 0.9944 0.9310 0.009
240.0 513.0 46.0 490.0 - 6.0 0.0122 0.9878 0.9196 - 0.010
270.0 461.0 39.0 441.5 3.0 . 0.0068 0.9932 0.9134 0.011
- 300.0 419.0 37.0 400.5 1.0 -~ 0.0025 0.9975 0.9111 0.011
330.0 381.0 27.0 367.5 2.0 0.0054 0.9946 0.9061 0.012
360.0 352.0 42.0 331.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9061 0.012
390.0 310.0 41.0 © 289.5 3.0 0.0104 0.9896 0.8967 0.013
420.0 . 266.0 28.0 252.0 1.0 0.0040 0.9960 0.8932 0.013
450.0 237.0 26.0 224.0 2.0 0.0089 = ..0.9911 1.8852 0.014
'480.0 209.0 34.0 192.0 3.0 - 0.0156 - 0.9844 0.8714 0.016
510.0 172.0 ©23.0 160.5 - 1.0 0.0062 " 0.9938 0.8659 0.017
540.0 148.0 27.0 134.5. 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 - 0.8659 0.017
570.0 - 121.0 32.0 105.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8659 0.017
600.0 ~ 89.0 32.0 73.0 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 0.8659 0.017
630.0 57.0 14.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000- 0.8659 0.017
660.0 43.0 13.0 36.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8659 0.017
690.0 30,0 10.0 25.0 1.0 0.0400 0.9600 0.8313 0.038
720.0 19.0 12.0 13.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8313 0.033
750.0+ 7.0 7.0 3.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.83153 0.038
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In-Class Group Survival Data For Midrange P

Table B13.c¢

roblem Drinkers: First Accident

.8512

Intvl Number Number Number Number : : Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn ‘Propn . Propn Cumul

Time This During to Termnl - Termi= Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl ~__Intvl ~ Risk Events nating . ving At End ving

0.0 820.0 4.0 818.0 14.0 - 0.0171 0.9829 ©  0.9829  0.005"
30.0 802.0 21.0 791.5 8.0 . 0.0101 0.9899 0.9730 0.006

. 60.0 773.0 . 26.0 760.0 6.0 0.0079 0.9921 0.9653 0.006"
90.0 741.0 22.0 730.0 7.0 . 0.0096 0.9904 0.9560 0.007
120.0 712.0 35.0 694.5 6.0 0.0086. - .0.9914 0.9473 0.008
150.0 671.0 46.0: 648.0 1.0 0.0015 0.9985 (0.9463 0.008
180.0 624.0 ~ 55.0 596.5 3.0 0.0050 0.9950 - 0.9415" 0.008
210.0 566.0 .52.0 540.0 2.0 0.0037 0.9963 0.9380 0.009
240.0 512.0 45.0 489.5 5.0 0.0102 . 0.9898 0.9285 0.010
270.0 . 462.0 -41.0 441.5 8.0 0.0181 . 0.9819 0.9116 - 0.011
300.0 413.0 138.0 394.0 3.0 0.0076 0.9924 ©  0.9047 = 0.012
330.0 372.0 20.0 362.0 2.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.8997" . 0.012
360.0 350.0 50.0 325.0 5.0 0.0154 0.9846 0.8859 0.014
390.0 295.0 36.0 277.0 6.0 0.0217 0.9783 - 0.8667 - 0.015
420.0. 253.0 1 27.0 239.5 0.0 - -.0.0 ' 1.0000 0.8667 : 0.015
450.0 226.0 24,0 - 214-.0 1.0 .0.0047 0.9953 0.8626 - © 0.016
480.0 201.0 27.0 187.5 0.0 ~0.0. - 1.0000 0.8626 0.016
510.0 174.0 22.0 163.0 1.0 0.0061 0.9939 0.8573 0.017
540.0 151.0 23.0 139.5 1.0 '0.0072 0.9928 0.8512 - 0.018
570.0 127.0 32.0 111.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8512 0.018
600.0 ©95.0 "16.0 - 87.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8512 ©0.018
630.0 » 79.0 25.0 . 66.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8512 9.018
660.0 54.0 10.0 49.0 0.0 .0.0 1.0000 - 0.8512 0.018
690.0 44.0 12.0 38.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8512 0.018
720.0 32.0 20.0 22.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8512 0.018
750.0+ 12.0 12.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0 0.918
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Comparison of First Offender Treatment Grou
o the Lee-Desu Statistic:

" Overall Comparison

Group Name

‘Control
" Home Study
In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name. -

Home Study
In-Class’

- Statistic

Total N . .

798

829

820
Statistic

Total N

798
829

Statistic

Total N

798

820

Statistic

~Total N

829.

820

Table B13.d

- 0.559
Uncgn”
65
74 .
79
- 0:137

Uncen

© 65
74

0.545
Uncen

65
79

.0.159
Uncen.

74 -
79

D.F.

D.F.

D.F.

D.F.

Cen

733
755
741

Cen

733
755

Cen

733
741

Cen

755
741

ps For Midrange-Probleﬁ‘Drinkérs,
First Accident

2 Prob.
Pct Cen

91.85

91.07

90.37

1  Prob.
Pct Cen

91.85
91.07

1 Prob.
Pct Cen

91.85

©.90.37

1 Prob.
Pct Cen

9107
90.37

Using

' 0.7563,
Mean Score
-10.343
0.45718
-10.528

0.7118,

Mean Score

.'3.4323
-3.3040

0.4603,

'Mean'Score

6.9110

-6.7256

0.6900,
MeaﬁfScore

'3.7612
 -3.8024

NS

NS

NS

NS -
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Table Bl4.a

Control Group Survival Data for Mid-range Problem Drinkers:
First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Number "

Intvl Number Number - Number - * Cumul - SE of
Start - Entrng ~ Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn Propn " Propn Cumul
Time This  During Cto Terml Termi- Survi-  Surv = Surv
(Days) - Intvl Intvl _Risk Events nating - ving . At End iving
0.0 798.0 7.0 7945 9.0 0.0113 0.9887. 0.9887  0.004
30.0 782.0 27.0 ~ 768.5 9.0 . 0.0117 0.9883 0.9771  0.005
60.0 746.0 20.0 736.0 5.0 0.0068 0.9932 0.9705 0.006
90.0 721.0 24.0 709.0 5.0 0.0071 10.9929 0.9636  0.007
120.0 - 692.0 32.0 1676.0 3.0 0.0044 0.9956 0.9593  0.007
150.0 - 657.0 52.0 631.0 5.0 0.0079 0.9921 0.9517  0.008
180.0 600.0 53.0 573.5 5.0 0.0087 0.9913. 0.9434 . 0.009
210.0 '542.0 56.0 514.0 2.0 ©0.0039 0.9961 0.9398  0.009
240.0 484.0 53.0 557.5 2.0 - 0.0044 0.9956 0.9357  0.009
270.0 429.0 33.0 '412.5 2.0 0.0048 0.9952 0.9311  0.010
1300.0 394.0 35.0 376.5 3.0 0.0080 0.9920 0.9237  0.011
330.0 356.0 29.0 341.5 2.0 0.0059 0.9941 0.9183 0.011
360.0 325.0 35.0 307.5 1.0 0.0033 0.9967 0.9153  0.012
390.0 © 289.0 37.0° 270.5 0.0 0.0 0.9961 0.9153 0,012
420.0 252.0 30.0 237.0 1.0 0.0042 1.0058 0.9114 0.012
450.0 221.0 29.0 206.5 1.0 0.0048 0.9952 0.9070  0.013
480.0 ©191.0 31,0 175.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 10.9070  0.013
510.0 160.0 '19.0 150.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9070 0,013
540.0 141.0 27.0 127.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9070  0.013
570.0 114.0 31.0 - 98.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9070 0.013
600.0 83.0 17.0 74.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9070. (.013
630.0 . 66.0 15.0 '58.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9070 0.013
660.0 51.0 21.0 40.5 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9070 0,013
690.0 30.0 11.0 - 24.5 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.9070  0.013
720.0 19.0 13.0 ~°  .12.5 0.0 0.0 1..0000 0.9070  0.013
750.0+ 6.0 0.0 0.0 -

3.0

©1.0000

10.9070

0.013
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' _Tablé”814.b

Home Study Survival Data for Mid-range Problem Drinkers: First
‘ DUI or Reckless Dr1v1ng Offense

Intvl " Number Numbef Number . Number o N Cﬁmui SE of

Start - Entrng Wdrawn ‘Exposd .of - Propn . Propn. "Propn Cumul
Time - This During to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Surv-
(Days) Intvl - - Intvl Risk - Events . " nating ving . At End iving
0.0 82950‘ - 4.0 827.0 3.0 - 0.0036 0.9964 0.5964 0.002
30.0 822.0 26.0 " 809.0 - 7.0 - 0.0087 0.9913 0.9878 0.004
60.0 789.0 26.0 776.0 6.0 " 0.0077 0.9923  0.9801 0.005
90.0 757.0 25.0 ~ 744.5 6.0 © 0.0081 0.9919 0.9722  0.006
120.0 726.0 .37.0 707.5 1.0 - 0.0014 0.9986 0.9708 0.006
150.0 688.0 45.0 - 665.5 4.0 0.0060 0.9940 0.9650 0.007
180.0 639.0 57.0 " 610.5 6.0 0.0098 0.9902 . 0.9555 0.008
210.0 576.0 47.0 552.5 2.0 0.0036 0.9964 0.9521 0.008
240.0 527.0 50.0 502.0 3.0  0.0060 0.9940 0.9464 0.009
270.0 474.0 38.0 455.0 - 1.0 "0.0022 0.9978 0.9443 0.009
300.0 435.0 35.0 417.5 1.0 . 0.0024 0.9976 -0.9420 0.009
330.0 '399.0 - 31.0 383.5 2.0 -0.0052 - 0.9948 " 0.9371° 0.010
360.0 366.0" -43.0 344 .5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9371 0.010
390.0 323.0 46.0. 300.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9371 0.010
420.0 277.0 26.0 264.0 1.0 0.0038 0.9962 0.9336 0.010
450.0 250.0 27.0 236.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9336 0.010
480.0 223.0 34.0 . 206.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9336 0.010
510.0 189.0 26.0 176.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -70.9336 0.010°
540.0 163.0 32.0 147.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.9336 0.010
.570.0 131.0 29.0 116.5 --0.0 " 0.0 1.0000 0.9336 0.010
600.0 102.0 36.0 84.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.9336 0.010
630.0 66.0 15.0 58.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9336 0.010
'~ 660.0 ‘51.0 " 14.0 44 .0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9336 0.010
690.0 37.0 12.0 " 31.0 0.0 -~ 0.0 1.0000 0.9336 0.010
720.0 25.0 13.0 18.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.9336 0.010
750.0+ 12.0 12.0 0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9336 0.010

6.
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'ﬁ In- Class Group Survival Data For Mid
~ First DUI or Reckless Driv

Number

Table B14.¢

Number

—range Problem Drinkers
ing Offense :

Intyl Number. - Number : Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd .. of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This. During ~to Termnl Termi- Survi - Surv Surv-
(Days) Intvl. Intvl Risk - Events nating ving At End  iving
0.0 820.0 - 4.0 - 818.0 7.0 '0.0086 0.9914 - 0.9914 .0.003
-30.0 809.0 - 21.0 -798.5 7.0 0.0088 0.9912 0.9828 0.005
60,0 781.0 26.0 768.0 - 5.0 . 0.0065 " 0.9935 0.9764  0.005
90.0 750.0 22,0 739.0 9.0 " 0.0122 - 0.9878 0.9645 0.007
120.0 719.0 34.0 702.0 2.0 . 0.0028 0.9972 0.9617 . 0.007
150.0 . 683.0 49.0 658.5 5.0 . 0.0076 . 0.9924 0.9544 0.008
180.0 -629.0 - 55,0 601.5 3.0 . 0.0050 .0,9950 . 0.9497 0,008
210.0 571.0 - 53.0 544.5 0.0 . . 0.0 1.0000 10.9497  0.008
240.0 518.0 43.0 1 496.5 1.0 0.0020 0.9980 0.9477 0.008
270.0 .474.0 . 45.0 451.5 1.0 - 0.0022 0.9978 0.9456 0.008
300.0 428.0 .40.0 408.0 2.0 0.0049 0.9951 0.9410 0,009
330.0 . 386.0 23.0 374.5 2.0 0.0053 0.9947 0.9360 0.010
360.0 361.0 48.0 337.0 1.0, 0.0030 0.9970° 0.9332 0.010
390.0 . 312.0 42,0 291.0 2.0 0.0069 '0.9931 0.9268 0.011
420.0 268.0 27.0 254.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9268 0.011
450.0 241.0 25.0 228.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~0.9268 0.011
480.0 . 216.0 32.0 . 200.0 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.9268 0.011
510.0 184.0 26.0 171.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 "0.9268 0.011
540.0 - 158.0 24.0 146.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9268 0.011
570.0 - 134.0 . 32.0 118.0 . 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9268 0.011
600.0 . 102.0 - -19.0 92.5 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.9268 0.011
630.0 - 83.0 - 25.0 70.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9268 0.011
660.0 58.0 11.0 52.5 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.9268  0.011
690.0 - 47.0 . 13.0 40.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9268 0.011
720.0 34.0 22,0 23.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9268 0.011
750.0+ 12.0 12.0 6.0 ~.0.0 0.0 0.9268 0.011

1.0000
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Table B14.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups for Mid-range Probiem Drinkers,
Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Overall Comparison

Group‘_Name
Control
Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

-Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison

 Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

"~ Statistic

Total N

798

© 829

820
Statistic N

Total N

798

829

. _Statistic N

Total N

798 -

820

‘Statistic N

Total N -

829

820 -

2.080
Uncen
55
43
47
2.037

Uncen

55
43

0.781
-Uncen
55
47
0.282°

‘Uncen

43
47

D.F.
Cen

743
786

773

D.F.
Cen

743
786

D.F.

Cen

743
773

D.F.
Cen

786
773

2 Prob. - 0.3534,NS

Pct Cen Mean Score
93.11 -19.323
94 .81 15,567
94 .27 3.0671
1  Prob. 0.1535,NS
Pct Cen  Mean Score
93.11 -11.825
94 .81 11.382
1 Prob -0.3769,NS
Pct Cén Mean Score
93.11 ’ -7.4987
94,27 7.2976
1 - Prob.  0.5955,NS
Pct Cen  Mean Score
94,81 4.1846

94.27 -4.,2305
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Control Group Survival Data For Midrange Problem Drinkers:
Violation or Any A/R Offense»

Table B15.a

First Moving

-.1.0000

Intvl - Number Number Number ‘Number Cumul SE of
Start. ‘Entrng Wdrawn Exposd ~of Propn ~ Propn Propn Cumul
Time "This During to Termnl Termi - Survi- Surv Survi -
(Days) - “Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating ving ~ At End ving
0.0 - 798.0 7.0 794.5 24.0 0.0302 - 0.9698 0.9698 0.006
30.0 '767.0 27.0 - 753.5 23.0 0.0305 -0.9695 0.94027 0.008
60.0 717.0 +19.0 707.5 11.0 0.0155 - 0.9845 0.9256 0.009
°90.0 687.0 24.0 675.0 13,0 - 0.0193 0.9807 0.9077 0.010
120.0 650.0 30.0 -635.0 16.0 0.0252 0.9748 0.8849 0.012
150.0 604.0 52.0 578. 8.0 0.0138 0.9862 0.8726 0.012
180.0 544 .0 52.0 518.0 11.0 0.0212 (0.9788 0.8541 0.013
210.0 481.0 -53.0 - 454 .5. 5.0 0.0110 0.9899 0.8447 0.014
240.0 423.0 50.0 398.0 “8.0 0.0201 0.9799 0.8277 0.015
270.0 365.0 32.0 349.0 4.0 . 0.0115 0.9885 0.8182 0.015
300.0 329.0 33.0 "312.5 4.0 0.0128 0.9872 0.8078 0.016
330.0 292.0 26.0 279.0 3.0 0.0108 0.9892. 0.7991 0.017
360.0 263.0 30.0 248.90 3.0 0.0121 0.9879 0.7894 0.017
390.0 230.0 32.0 214.0 1.0 0.0047 0.9953 0.7857 0.018
420.0 197.0 28.0 ~183.0 1.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.7814 0.018
" 450.0 168.0 23.0 "+ 156.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7814 0.018
480.0 "145.0 27.0 131.5. 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.7814 - 0.018
510.0 118.0 16.0 110.0.- 2.0 0.0182: . 0.9818 0.7672 0.020
540.0 100.0 22.0 - 89.0 ‘0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
570.0 78.0 22.0 67.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
600.0 56.0 13.0 49.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
630.0 43.0 11.0 137.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
660.0 32.0 13.0 25.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
690.0 19.0 6.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
720.0 -13.0 7.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7672 0.020
750.0+ 6.0 6.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.7672 0.020
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Table BlS b

"Home Study Group Survival Data For Mldrange Problem Drinkers: First Moving
S Violation or Any A/R Offense

Intvl Number ‘Number ~ Number Number _ " Cumul SE of
Start Entrng - Wdrawn Exposd : of . Propn " - Propn . Propn: Cumul
Time - This During to Termnl - Termi- - Survi- Surv Surv-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk _Events ___nating “ving At End ving
0.0 829.0 4.0 827.0 . 14.0 0.0169 -0.9831 0.9831 0.004
30.0 - 811.0 26.0 © . 798.0 - 24,0 .0.0301 0.9699 0.9535 0.007
60.0 761.0 26.0 748.0 _ 18.0° ©0.0241 0.9759 0.9306 0.009
90.0° 717.0 - 24.0 705.0 17.0 - 0.0241 - 0.9759 0.9081 0,010
120.0 676.0 .37.0 657.5 12.0 .0.0183 0.9817 0.8915 0.011
150.0 1 627.0 -45.0 604.5 11.0 .0.0182 0.9818 0.8753 0.012
180.0 -571.0 33.0 544 .5 - 9.0 0.0165 ‘ 0.9835 °  0.8609 0.013
210.0 1 509.0 45.0 486.5 10.0 0.0206 0.9794 0.8432 0.014
'240.0 454.0 47.0 430.5 -10.0 0.0232 - 0.9768 0.8236 - 9,015
270.0 397.0 33.0 380.5 5.0 0.0131 0.9869 - 0.8128 0.015
.300.0 359.0 - 33.0 342.5 - 3.0 0.0088 - 0.9912 0.8056 0.016
. 330.0 323.0 30.0 308.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8056. 0.016
- 360.0 293.0 © 38.0 - 274.0 2.0 0.0073 0.9927 . 0.7998 0.016
390.0 253.0 39.0 233.5 2.0 . 0.0086 0.9914 0.7929 0.017
420.0 212.0 23.0 200.5 1.0 0.0050 0.9950 0.7889. 0.017
450.0 188.0 25.0 175.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 " 0.7889 0.017 -
"480.0 163.0° 31.0 147.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7889 . 0.017
510.0 132.0 : 20.0 122.0 2.0 - 0.0164 0.9836 0.7760 . 0.019
540.0 110.0 24.0 98.0 0.0 0.0 : 1.0000 " 0.7760 0.019
570.0 .86.0 21.0 75.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7760. -~ 0.019
600.0 - 65.0 - 25,0 52.5 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.7760 0.019
.630.0 40.0 9.0 35.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7760 0.019
660.0 31.0 8.0 27.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7760 0.019
690.0 .23.0 8.0 19.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7760 0.019
720.0 - 15,0 8.0 11.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7760 0.019
750.0+ 7.0 7.0 3.5 0.0 0.0

1.0000 0.7760. 0.019
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In-Class Group Surv1val Data For M1drange Problem Drinkers:
S : Violation or Any A/R Offense

Table B15.c¢

First Moving -

1.0000

Intvl Number Number Number ‘Number : o Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of . Propn " Propn Propn Cumul
Time This - - During” - to Termnl ~ Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) ~Intvl | Intvi Risk Events nating ving . At End ving
0.0 820.0 4.0 -818.0 - 27.0 0.0330 0.9670 0.9670 ~0.006
+-30.0 789.0 21.0 778.5 23.0 - 0.0295 0.9705 0.9384 0.008
60.0 745.0 26.0 732.0 14.0 0.0191 0.9809 0.9205 ©0.010
90.0 -705.0 22.0 694.0 17.0 0.0245 0.9755 0.8979 0.011
-120.0 . 666.0 34.0 1 649.0 16.0 0.0247 0.9753 0.8758 0.012
4150.0 616.0 48.0 592.0 9.0 0.0152 0.9848 0.8625 0.012
180.0 - 559.0 52.0 533.0 9.0 -0.0169 0.9831 0.8479 0.013
210.0 498.0 51.0 472.5 . 5.0 - 0.0106 0.9894 0.8389 - 0.014
240.0 442.0 40.0 422.0 7.0 - 0.0166 0.9834 0.8250 0.014
- 270.0 395.0 41.0 374.5 . 2.0 0.0053 0.9947  ~ 0.8206: 0.015
300.0 . 352.0 '35.0 334.5 6.0 1 0.0179 0.9821 0.8059 0.016
330.0 311.0 19.0 301.5 3.0 - 0.0100 0.9900 0.7979- 0.016
- 360.0 - . 289.0 41.0 - 268.5 6.0 . 0.0223 0.9777 . 0.7801 - 0.017
390.0 242.0 - 36.0 224.0 - 4.0 0.0179 0.9821 0.7661 0.018
420.0 202.0 ©21.0 -191.5 0.0 0.0 ’ 1.0000 0.7661 0.018
. 450.0 181.0. 1 24.0 169.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7661 0.018
480.0 - 157.0 26.0 144.0 1.0 - 0.0069 0.9931 = 0.7608 0.019
510.0 "130.0 22.0 119.0 1.0 - 0.0084 0.9916 - 0.7544 0.020
540.0 ~107.0 17.0 - 98.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.7544 - 0.020
570.0° - 90.0 24.0 78.0 1.0 . 0.6128 0.9872 0.7447 0.022
600.0 65.0 12.0 . 59.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7447 0.022
630.0 53.0 22.0 42.0 1040 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7447 0.022
660.0 31.0 5.0 28.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.7447 0.022
690.0 "26.0 - 8.0 22,0 -~ 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.7447 0.022.
720.0 - 18.0 14.0 11.0 0.0~ 6.0 1.0000 0.7447 0.022
750.0+ 4.0 4.0 2.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.7447
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Table Bi5.d .

Comparison of First OffendeftTreatmeht Groups For Midrange Probleﬁ.Drinkers,_Using‘the

Overall Comparison -

Group Name

Control }
Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison - -

GrouéﬁName

_Control
‘Home Study

Pariwise Comparison
Group Name

.Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home'Study
In-Class

Statistic
Total N
798

829
820

- Statistic

Total N

798 .

829

Statistic

Total N

798
820

Statistic

Total N

829
820

0.581

'Uncen,;

137
140
151

1 0.115

Uncen

137
140

0.170

-Uncen

137
151

0.577
Uncen

140
151~

D.F.

Cen

- 661 -

689
669

D.F.

Cen

661
689

D.F.

Cen .

661
669

D.F.

Cen

689
1669

2 . Prob.
Pct Cen-

82.83:
- 83.11

81.59

1 Prob.
Pct Cen .

82.83 -
- 83.11.

1 Prob.

~Pct Cen

82.83 .
81.59

1 ‘ Prob,

Pct Cen

83.11
81.59

- Lee-Desu Statistic: First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

0.7479,

- Mean Score

1.0489
14.526
_15.706
0.7342,

Mean Score

-4.5439

4.3739

0.6801,

Mean Score

5.5927
-5.4427

- 0.4475,
Mean:S¢ore

10.152
-10.263

NS

NS

NS

‘NS
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Control- Group ‘Survival Data For Scvere Problem Drinkers: First Accident

Table Bl6.a

Intvl Number . Number Number ‘Number v Cumul SE of
Start Entrng - Wdrawn Exposd © of - -Propn - Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl ~Termi- . Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) - Intvl - ‘Intvl: Risk “Events "nating - ving - At End ving
0.0 . 202.0 5.0 199.5 1.0 --0.0050 0.9950  0.9950 0.005
30.0 .196.0 210.0. 151.0 2.0 '0.0105 0.9895 0.9846 "~ 0.009
60.0 184.0 "9.0 179.5 °5.0 ©0.0279 0.9721 0.9571 0.015
90.0 170.0 "~ 8.0 166.0 2.0 . 0.0120 0.9880 0.9456 1 0.017
120.0 160.0 5.0 157.5 1.0 . 0.0063 0.9937 0.9396 . . 0.0138
150.0 - 154.0 13.0 147.5 2.0 0.0136- 0.9864 0.9269 0.020
180.0 -139.0 8.0 135.0 1.0 0.0074 - 0.9926 ~.0.9200 0.021
210.0 130.0 14.0 123.0 6.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.9200 0.021
240.0 . 116.0 . 8.0 112.0 .2:0 0.0179 + 0.9821 0-.9036- 0.023
270.0 1106.0 4.0 104.0 - 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 . 0.9036 0.023
300.0 102.0 © 7.0 - 98.5 1.0 -0.0102 0.9898 0.8944 0.025
330.0 - 94.0 10.0 89.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8944 - 0.025
360.0 84.0 6.0 81.0 0.0 _ 0.0 1.0000 0.8944 0.025
390.0 78.0 5.0 .75.5 1.0 0.0132 0.9868 0.8826 0.027
420.0 72.0 7.0 68.5 . 2.0 0.0292 n.9708 0.8568 0.032
450.0 63.0 . 5.0 _ 60.5 1.0 0.0165 0.9835 0.8426 . 0.034
480.0 57.0 4.0 ©55.0 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.8426  0.034
510.0 53.0 - 4.0 51.0 0.0 - 0.0 ~-1.0000 - 0.8426 0.034 -
540.0 49.0 6.0 46.0 0:0 0.0 1.0000 0.8426 n.034
570.0 . 43.0 . 3.0 41.5 1.0 0.0241 0.9759 0.8223 0.039
600.0 -39.0 © 9.0 34.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ' 0. 8223 0.039
630.0 - 30.0 7.0 26.5 0.0 .0.0 1.0000 0.8223 0.039
660.0 - . 23.0 7.0 19.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8223 0.039
690.0 - 16.0 4.0 14.0 0.0 . 7 0.0 1.0000 .0.8223 © 0.039
720.0 - 12.0 9.0 7.5 - 0.0 .00 1.0000 0.8223 0.039
750.0+ 3.0 3.0 1.5 . 0.0 0.0 ~1.0000 0.8223 0.039

S N



~ Table B16.b
Home Study Group Survival Data For SevereﬁProbiem:Drinkers: First Accident

" Intvl * Number -NumberA . Number . Number ‘_ ' . Cumul SE of

Start Entrng Wdrawn - Exposd ~ of . *Propn Propn ~ Propn Cumul

Time This . -~ During = to Termnl ‘Termi- - Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk ~°  Events nating “ving At Ind ving
- 0.0 223.0 4.0 - 221.0 2.0 ©0.0090 . 0.9910 0.9910 0.006
30.0. 217.0 13.0 210.5 3.0 0.0143 . 0.9857 0.9768 0.010
60.0 ©201.0 10.0 196.0 2.0 0.0102 0.9898 0.9669 0.012
90.0 - "189.0 11.0 183.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9669 0.012
1120.0 - 178.0 7.0 174.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.9669 0.012
A 150.0 171.0 10.0 166.0 4.0 0.0241 ©0.9759 0.9436 0.017
AR 180.0 157.0 - 13.0 150.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9436 0.017
b 210.0 144.0 - - 10.0 139.0 1.0 0.0072 0.9928 - 0.9368 0..018
240.0 133.0 " 6.0 130.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9368 0.018
270.0 127.0 . 6.0 124.0 2.0 0.0161 0.9839 0.9217 0.021
300.0 . 119.0 5.0 116.5 0.0 “0.0° 1.0000 . 0.9217 0.021
330.0 114.0 13,0 .107.5 - 2.0 0.0186 0.9814 - 0.9045 0.023
360.0 99.0 9.0 94.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9045  0.023
390.0" 90.0 - 8.0 86.0 3.0 © 0.0349 . 0.9651 0.8730 - 0.029
420.0 . 79.0 - 6.0 76.0 0.0 - 0.0 . 1.0000 0.8730 ° 0.029
450.0 - 73.0 - 2.0 72.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8730 0.029
1480.0 71.0 7.0 67.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8730 0.029
'510.0 64.0 6.0 61.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8730 0.029
540.0 58.0 6.0 '55.0 0.0. . 0.0182 0.9818 = 0.8571 0.032
.570.0 . 51.0. 9.0 '46.5 1.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8571 0.032
- 600.0 42.0 9.0 37.5 0.0 ©'0.0 1.0000 0.8571 0.032
630.0 1 33.0 4.0 31,0 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.8571 0.032
660.0 - 29.0 6.0 26.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8571 0.032
© 690.0 - - 23.0 8.0 19.0° 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 0.8571 0.032
720.0. - 15.0 12.0 . 9.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8571 0.032

0+ © 3.0 3.0 1.5, 0.0 0.0 '1.0000 0 0.032

750,

L8571
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Table Bl6.c

In Class Group Survival Data for Severe Problem Drinkers: FirstjAccident;

Cumul

SE of

Intvl Number ~ 'Number Number Number :

Start . Entrng Wdrawn _ Exposd of Propn Propn Propn Cumul

Time This - During . . to. Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-

(Days) Intvl - Intvl Risk Events- ‘nating ving At -End ving

0.0 212.0 0.0- .212.0 3.0 0.0142 -0.9858 0.9858 0.008

-30.0 209.0 11.0 203.5 ‘1.0 - 0.0049 0.9951 0.9810 0.009
60.0 197.0 14.0 - 190.0 1.0 - 0.0053 0.9947 . 0.9758 0.011
90.0 182.0 5.0 179.5 0.0 S 0.0 - - 1.0000 0.9758 0.011
120.0 177.0° 7.0 173.5 . 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.9758 - 0.011
150.0 170.0 .18.0 161.0 1.0 0.0062 0.9938 0.9698 0.012
180.0 151.0 8.0 -147.0 2.0 0.0136: 0.9864 0.9566 0.015
210.0 141.0 13.0 134.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.9566 - 0.015
240.0 128.0 15.0 120.5 3.0 0.0249 0.9751 ©~ - 0.9328 0.020
270.0 110.0 5.0 107.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9328 0.020
300.0 105.0 6.0 102.0 1.0 0.098 0.9902 0.9236 0.022
330.0 98.0 8.0 94.0 1.0 0:0106 - 0.9894 0.9138 0.024
360.0 89.0 9.0 84.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9138 0.024
390.0 80.0 1.0 79.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9138 0.024
420.0 79.0 7.0 75.5 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9138 0.024
450.0 72.0 2.0 71.0 1.0 0.014 0.9859 0.9009 0.027
480.0 69.0 6.0 66.0 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000 0.9009 0.027
510.0 63.0 3.0 61.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.9009 0.027 -
540.0 60.0 4.0 58.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9009. 0.027
"570.0 56.0 . 9.0 51.5 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9009 0.027
600.0 47.0 - 9.0 - 42.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9009 0.027
630.0 ~. 38.0 - 6.0 35.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9009 0.027
660.0 32.0 11.0 26.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9009 0.027
690.0" 21.0 7.0 17.5 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 0.9009 0.027
720.0 14.0 10.0 ‘9.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9009 0.027
750.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 0.9 n.0 1.0000 0.9009  0.027-



Table B16.d

Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Severe Problem Drinkers, Using the

.Overall Comparison
Group Name
Control _
Home Study
In-Class’
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name.

Home Study
In-Class

Lee-Desu Statistic:

Statistic
Total N
202
223
212
Statistic

Total N

202
223

Statistic
Total N

202
212

Statistic
Total N

223

212

- 1.982
Uncen
22
20
14
0.406

Uncen

0.575

Uncen

First Accident

D.F.
Cen
-180
203
198

D.F.

Cen

180
203

D.F,

Cen

180
198

D.F.

Cen

2 Prob.

Pct Cen

89.11
91.03
93.40

1 ‘Prob.

Pct Cen

89.11
91.03

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

89.11
93.40

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

.0.3712,
Mean Score
=-9.5347
-0.31839
9.4198
0.5238,

Mean Score

-3.1139
2.8206

0.1527,
Mean Score

-6.4208
6.1179

0.4434,
Mean Score

-3.13099
3.3019
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Table Bl?.a

Control Group Survival Data for Severe Problem Drinkers:

First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl Number Number Number " Number . Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to Termnl Termi- Survip- Surv Surv-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating ving At End _iving,
0.0 202.0 5.0 199.5 2.0 U, U100 0.9900 " 0,9900 0.007
30.0° 195.0° . 10.0 190.0 3.0 0.0158 0.9842 0.9743 0.011
60.0 182.0° 10.0 177.0 2.0 0.0113 0.9887  0.9633  0.014
90.0 . 170.0 8.0 166.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000. . 0.9633 0.014
120.0 162.0 - 5:0 159.5 3.0 . 0.0188 0.9812 0.9452 0.017
150.0 - 154.0 13.0 147.5 2.0 0.0136 0.9864  0.9324 0.019
-180.0 139.0° 9.0 134.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 -0.9324- 0.019
210.0 '130.0 14.0 123.0 2.0 0.0163 0.9837 0.9172 - 0.021
240.0 114.0 . 7.0 110.5 1.0 0.0090 0.9910 0.9089 . 0.023
270.0 106.0 4.0 104.0 1.0 0.0096 0.9904 0.9002 0.024
300.0 101.0 8.0  97.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9002 0.024
330.0 - '93.0 10.0 88.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
360.0 83.0 5.0 80.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9002 - 0.024
390.0 78.0 6.0 75.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9002 0.024
420.0 72.0 7.0 68.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9002 0.024
450.0 65.0 7.0 61.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
480.0 '58.0 3.0 56.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000- 0.9002 0.024
510.0 55.0 5.0 52.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
540.0 50.0 6.0 47.0 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 0.9002 ©0.024
570.0 44.0 4.0 42.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
600.0 40.0 9.0 35.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
630.0 31.0. 8.0 -27.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
660.0 23.0 7.0 19.5 ‘0,0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
690.0 16.0 4.0 14.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9002 0.024
720.0 12.0 8.0 8.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
750.0 4.0 4.0 2.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9002 0.024
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Table B17.b

Home Study Group Survival Data For Severe Problem Drinkers:
First DUI or Reckless Dr1v1ng Offense

1.0000

Intvl" Number Number Number Number _ Cumul SE of
~ Start’ Entrng Wdrawn Exposd ~.of - Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time- ‘This Druing to . Terml Termi- Survi- . Surv “Surv-
(Days) Intv]- Intvl Risk - Events nating ving At End iving
-~ 0.0 .223.0 4.0 221.0 3.0 0.0136 0.9864 0.9864 0.008
30.0 216.0 13.0 209.5 5.0 0.0239 0.9761 0.9629 0.013
60.0 198.0 10.0 193.0 . 2.0 0.0104 0.9896 ©0.9529 0.015
90.0 186.0 11.0 180.5 1.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.9476  0.015
©120.0 174.0 7.0 170.5 1.0 0.0059 0.9941 0.9421 - 0.016
150.0 166.0 10.0 161.0 0.0 0.0 ©1.0000. 0.9421 . 0.016
180.0 156.0 14.0 149.0 1.0 0.0067 0.9933 0.9357 0.017
210.0 141.0° 10.0 136.0 2.0 . 0.0147 0.9853 0.9220 0.020
240.0 129.0 6.0 126.0 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000  0.9220 0.020
270.0 123.0 6.0 120.0 © 2.0 0.0167 0.9833 0.9066 0.022
300.0 115.0 5.0 112.5 - 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.9066 0.022
330.0 110.0 13.0 103.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9066 0.022
360.0 97.0 9.0 92.5 -0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9066 ~ 0.022
390.0 88.0 8.0 84.0 - 1.0 "~ 0.0119 0.9881 -0.8958 0.024
420.0 79.0 5.0 76.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8958  0.024
450.0 74.0 3.0 72.5 1.0 0.0138 0.9862 . 0.8835 0.027
480.0 70.0 7.0 66.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8835 0.027
510.0 63.0 6.0 60.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©.0.8835 0.027
540.0 57.0 6.0 - 54.0 2,0 0.0370 0.9630 10.8507 0.034
570.0 49.0 7.0 45.5 1.0 0.0220 0.9780 '0.8320 0.038
600.0 41.0 10.0 36.0 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8320 0.038
630.0 31.0 6.0 - 28.0 0.0 0.0. - 1.0000 - 0.8320-  0.038
660.0 . 25.0 6.0 22.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8320 0.038
690.0 19.0 8.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.8320 0.038
720.0 11.0 9.0 6.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8320 0.038
750.0+ 2.0 2.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.8320  0.038
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Table Bl7.c

In-Class Group Survival Data for'Severe Problem Drinkers:
_First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl Number Number Number Number : Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposed of . Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time this During to Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Surv-
(Days) Intvl ~ Intvl Risk Events nating ving At End " iving
0.0 212.0 0.0 212.0 T.0 —0.0047 0.9953 0.9953 0.005
30.0 - 211.0 11.0 205.5 - 3.0 . 0.0146 0.9854 0.9808 .0.010
60.0 197.0 : 14.0 190.0 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.9808 - . 0.010
90.0 183.0 5.0 180.5 1.0 0.0055 0.9945 0.9753 0.011
120.0 177.0 8.0 173.0 2.0 0.0116. 0.9884 0.9640 0.013
150.0 167.0 19.0 157.5 3.0 - 0.0190 0.9810 0.9457 0.017
180.0 145.0 8.0 141.0 1.0 0.0071 0.9929 0.9390 0.018
210.0 136.0 13.0 129.5 2.0 0.0154 0.9846 0.9245 0.020
240.0 121.0 15.0 113.5 - 1.0 - 0.0088 0.9912 0.9163 0.022
270.0 105.0 5.0 102.5 1.0 0.0098 ~0.9902 . 0.9074 0.023
300.0 99.0 6.0 1 96.0 1.0 - 0.0104 0.9896 0.8979 0.025
330.0 92.0 8.0 -88.0 1.0 0.0114 0.9886 -0.8877 . 0.027
360.0 83.0 8.0 79.0 0.0 - 0.0 . 1.0000 -0.8877 0.027
390.0 75.0 2.0 74.0 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.8877 0.027
420.0 73.0 7.0 69.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8877 0.027
450.0 66.0 2.0 65.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8877 0.027
480.0 64.0 6.0 61.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8877 0.027
510.0 58.0 3.0 56.5 1.0 -0.0177 0.9823 0.8720 0.030
540.0 54.0 2.0 53,0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.8720 . 0.030
570.0 52.0 - 9.0 ‘47.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8720 ©0.030 -
600.0 43.0. 9.0 . ~38.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8720 0.030"
630.0 34.0 - 6.0 :31.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8720  0.030
660.0 28.0 . 09.0 " 23.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8720 0,030
690.0 19.0 7.0 15.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.8720 0.030
720.0 12.0 - . 8.0 - 8.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8720 0.030
750.0 4.0 4.0 C.200 0.0 0.0 1.06000 0.8720 0.030



-6S1-

Comparison of First Offende

Overall Cdmparisbn '

Group Name
Control
Home Study
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic
Total N
202
223 -
212
Statistic
Total N

.202
223

Statistic
Total N

202
212

Statistic

Total N

223
2127

Table B17.d

r Treatment Groups for Severe Problem Drinkers,
Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Uncen
16
22
18
0.085
Uncen’
‘16

.
&

0.041
Uncen

16
18

0.238
‘Uncen

22
18

"D.F.

Cen

186
201
194

Cen

186
201

Cen

186
194

Cen

201
194

2

Pct

92

90.
o1,

Pct
92

90.

Pct

92

91.

Pct

90.
- 91

Prob. 0.8841, NS

Cen MeanhScore

.08 0.52475

13 -3.5426

51 -3,2264
Prob. 0.7701, NS

Cen Meén:Score

.08 1.4554

13 -1.3184
Prob.  0.8396, NS

Cen . Mean Scofe

.08 - -0.93069

51 0.88679
Prob. 0.6259, NS

»Cen Mean Score

13 «2.,2242

.51 2.3396
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Number

Table B18.a

Violation or Any A/R Offense

o Control Group Surv1va1 Data For Severe Problem Drlnkers:

First Moving

Cumul

.
<

©1.0000

Intvl Number Number Number SE- of
Start . Entrng . Wdrawn . Exposd o of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time - This During to - 'Térmnl Termi- Survi- “-Surv Survi-
(Days) " Intvl Intvl " Risk Events nating ‘ving At End ving
0.0 -202.0 ~5.0 199.5 8.0 0.0401 0.9599 0.9599 0.014
30.0 189.0 10.0 . 184.0 3.0 0.0163 0.9837 0.9442 - 0.016
60.0 176.0 10.0 17100 3.0 0.0175 0.9825 . 0.9277 0.019
90.0 163.0 8.0 159.0 2.0 0.0126 0.9874 0.9160 . 0.020
120.0 153.0 5.0 -150.5 2.0 0.0133 0.9867 - 0.9038 0.022
150.0 146.0 13.0 139.5 - 2.0 0.0143 0.9857 . 0.8909. 0.023
180.0 131.0 9.0 126.5 . 2.0 0.0158 0.9842 0.8768 0.025
210.0 120.0 14,0 113.0 4.0 0.0354 0.9646 0.8458 0.028
240.0 102.0 6.0 99.0 3.0 0.0303 0.9697 0.8201 - 0.031
270.0 - 93.0 3.0 .. 91.5 . 1.0 0.0109 0.9891 0.8112 0.032
300.0 '89.0 7.0 - 85.5 - 1.0 0.0117 0.9883 0.8017 0.033
330.0 81.0 10.0 - 76.0 1.0 0.0132 0.9868 0.7911 0.034
360.0 70.0 5.0 67.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7911 0.034
390.0 ' 65.0 5.0 62.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 .0.7911 - 0.034
1 420.0 60.0 6.0 57.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000: 0.7911 0.034
450.0 - - °54.0 7.0 '50.5 1.0 0.0198 0.9802 0.7755 0.037
480.0 ~ 46.0 - 3.0 44.5 .-0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7755 0.037
510.0 143.0 74.0 - 41.0 ‘0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©~ 0.7755 0.037
540.0 39.0 4.0 ©37.0 0.0 - 0.0 1.0000 0.7755. - 0.037
570.0 35.0 ~ 3.0 33.5 .0.0 0.0 ~1.0000 0:7755 0.037
600.0 32.0 7.0 - - 28.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7755 0.037
630.0 25.0 6.0 22.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7755 0.037
660.0 19.0 6.0 -.16.0 0.0 n.0 1.0000 0.7755 0.037
690.0 13.0 3.0 11.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0.7755 0.037
720.0 10.0 7.0 65 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0,7755 0.037
750.0+ 3.0 3 1.5 0.0 0.0 '0.7755 0.037 .
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Table 313 b

Home Study Group Survival Data For Severe Problem Drinkers: First'Moving Vioiation
or Any A/R Offense ' ' S

‘Intvl Number Number Number Number R Cumul SE of

* Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of ~.. Propn . Propn " Propn Cumul
Time . This- During to Termnl Termi- = = Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl . Intvl ~  Risk ~ Events * pating - ving At End ving

0.0 . 223.0 4.0 '221.0 5.0 0.0226 0.9774 0.9774 0.010
- 30.0 214.0 13.0 - 207.5 7.0 0.0337 0.9663 0.9444 0.016

60.0 194.0 10.0 189.0 3.0 0.0159 0.9841 - 0.9294 0.018

90.0 181.0 11.0 175.5 4.0 0.0228 0.9772 0.9082 0.020
120.0 166.0 7.0 162.5 4.0 0.0246 0.9754 0.8859 0.023
150.0 155.0 10.0 150.0 2.0 0.0133 0.9867 - 0.8741 " 0.024
180.0 143.0 14.0 136.0 5.0 0.0368 0.9632 0.8419 0.027
- 210. ¢ 124.0 10.0 119.0 2.0 0.0168 0.9832 0.8278 0.028
240.0 112.0 - 6.0 109.0 2.0 0.0183 0.9817 0.8126 0.030
270.0 104.0 6.0 -101.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8126 - 0.030
300.0 98.0 "~ 5.0 95.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8126 0.030
330.0 93.0 12.0 . 87.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8126 0.030
360.0 81.0 8.0 - 77.0 1.0 0.0130 0.9870 0.8020 0.031
390.0 72.0 8.0 68.0 2.0 0.0294 ~ 0.9706 " 0.7784 0.034
420.0 62.0 4.0 . . 60.0 0.0 0.0 ~1.0000 - 0.7784 0.034
450.0 58.0 3.0 56.5 1.0 0:.0177 0.9823 0.7647 0.036
480.0 54.0 - 7.0 -50.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . - 0.7647 0.036
510.0° 47.0 4.0 ~45.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 1 0.7647 0.036
540.0 43.0 6.0 40.0 3.0 0.0750 0.9250 0.7073 0.046
570.0 -34.0 5.0 31.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7073 0.046
600.0 29.0 8.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000' 0.7073 0.046
630.0 21.0 4.0 19.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7073 0.046
660.0 17.0 3.0 158.5 0.0 0.0 .1.0000 0.7073 0.046
690.0 11.0 4.0 12.0 0.3 0.9 1.0000 - 0.7073 0.046
720.0 10,0 8.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~0.7073 0.046
750 0+ 2.0 2.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.7073 0.046
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Table B18.c

or Any A/R Offense

In-Class .-Group Survival Data For Severe Problem Drinkers: First Moving Vioiation

Intvl Number Number Number Number : A Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd . of Propn Propn Propn Cumul -
Time - This. - During to .~ Termnl . Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl - Intvl Risk - Events nating ving At End ving
.0.0 212.0 0.0 212.0 . 7.0 ‘0;0330 0.9670  0.9670 0.012
-30.0 205.0 11.0 199.5 4,0 0.0201 0.9799 . 0{9476 - 0.015
60.0 “190.0 14.0 183.0 2.0 0.0109 10.9891 0.9372 0.017
90.0 174 .0 5.0 171.5 5.0 0.0292 0.9708 0.9099 0.020
120.0 164.0 8.0 160.0 - . 3.0 0.0188 0.9813° 0.8929 0.022
150.0 153.0 . 19.0 143.5 + 3.0 0.0209 0.9791 0.8742 0.024
180.0 131.0. 8.0 127.0 ©3.0 - 0.0236 0.9764 0.8535 0.026
210.0 120.0 11.0 114.5 - 2.0 0.0175 0.9825 0.8386 0.028"
240.0 107.0 15.0 99.5 " 3.0 - 0.0302 0.9698 0.813% 0.031"
270.0 89.0 4.0 87.0 2.0 0.0230 10.9770 0.7946 0.033
300.0 -83.0 5.0 80.5. - 1.0 0.0124 0.9876 0.7848 0.034
330.0 77.0 6.0 74.0 2.0 0.0270 0.9730 0.7636 . 0.036
360.0 - 69.0 8.0 65.0 1.0 0.0154 0.9846 0.7518 -0.037
390.0 60.0 1.0 59.5 1.0 0.0168 0.9832 0.7392 -~ 0.039
420.0 58.0. 5.0 55.5 1.0 0.0180 0.9820 0.7259 0.040
450.0 - 52.0 2.0 51.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7259 0.040
480.0 50.0 6.0 47.0 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7259 - 0.040
510.0 44.0 3.0 42.5 1.0 0.0235 0.9765 0.7088 . 0.043
540.0 40.0 2.0 39.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
570.0 38.0 7.0 34.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
600.0 31.0 .. 8.0 27.0 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
630.0 23.0 4.0 21.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
660.0 19.0 8.0 15.0, 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
690.0 11.0 4.0 ‘9.0 6.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
720.0 7.0 5.0 4.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
750.0 2.0 -2.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7088 0.043
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Comparison of First Offender Treatment Groups For Severe Problem Drinkers, Using
First Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Overall Comparison
Group Name

Control

Home Study

In-Class
Pairwise Comparison

Group Name

Control
Home Study

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Control
In-Class

Pairwise Comparison
Group Name

Home Study
In-Class

Statistic:

Statistic
Total N
202
223
212
Statistic

Total N

202

1223

Statistic
Total N

202
212

Statistic
Total N

223
212

Table B18.d

0.209 D.F.

Uncen

33
41
41

Cen

169

182
171

0.069 D.F.

Uncen

33
41

Cen

169
182

0.221 D.F.

Uncen

33
41

Cen-

169
171

0.029 D.F.

Uncen

41
41

2 Prob.

Pct Cen

83.66
81.61
80.66

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

83.66
81.61

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

83.66
80.66

1 Prob.

Pct Cen

81.61
80.66

the Lee-Desu

0.9009, NS
Mean Séore
4.8119
-0.49776
-4.0613
0.7928, NS

Mean Score

1.7574
-1.5919

0.6385, NS
Mean Score

3.0545
-2.9104

0.8641, NS
Mean Score

1.0942
-1.1509
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Table Cl.a

Survival Data For Ciients Receiving Quarterly Monitoring Le;tersi First Accidéht

Intvl - Number Number Number - " Number - “Cumul SE of

Start - -Entrng Wdrawn Exposd o .of " Propn’ . Propn = Propn Cumul
Time - This During to- ~Termnl - Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk "Events nating ving At End . ving
0.0 1926.0 16.0 1918.0 19.0 0.0099 0.9901 -+0.9901 0.002
30.0 1891.0 59.0 1861.5 . .15.0 0.0081 . 0.9919 "0.9821 0.003
60.0 1817.0 61.0 1786.5 . 22.0 ©10.0123 0.9877 ~0.9700 0.004
90.0 1734.0 56.0 1706.0 20.0 0.0117 0.9883 - 0.9586 0.005
120.0 1658.0 86.0 - 1615.0 10.0 0.0062 0.9938 0.9527 0.005
150.0 1562.0 111.0 1506.5 12.0 - 0.0080 "0.9920 ~0.9451 0.005
180.0 .1439.0 109.0 1384.5 7.0 0.0051 0.9949. ~0.9403 . 0.006
210.0 1323.0 . 128.0 1259.0 3.0 ..0.0024 - 0.9976 0.9381 0.006
240.0 1192.0 111.0 1136.5 120 0.0106 0.9894 0.9282 0.006
270.0 1069.0. 84.0 1027.0 10.0 - 0.0097 0.9903 0.9192 0.007
300.0 975.0 72.0 .939.0 . 7.0 0.0075 - 0.9925 . 0.9123 0.007
330.0 896.0 68.0 862.0 . 6.0 0.0070 0.9930 ' 0.9060 0.008
360.0 822.0 118.0 763.0 5.0 0.0066 0.9934 °  0.9000 0.008
390.0 699.0 89.0 654.5" 9.0 0.0138 0.9862 ‘0.8876 0.009
420.0 601.0 60.0 571.0 4.0 0.0070 . 0.9930 .. ..0.8814 0.009
450.0 537.0 55.0 509.5 ‘5.0 0.0098 0.9902 © .0.8728 0.010
480.0 477.0 60.0 447.0 -.2.0 0.0045 "~ 0.9955 ~ 0.8689 0.010
510.0 415.0 54.0. 388.0 2.0 0.0052 0.9948 . 0.8644 .0.011
- 540.0 359.0 - 47.0 .335.5 2.0 0.0060 -0.9940 0.8592 0.011
570.0 310.0 73.0 273.5 C1.0 0.0037 - -0.9963 0.8561 - 0.012
600.0 236.0 52.0 210.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 '0.8561 0.012
630.0 184.0 26.0 171.0 0.0 0.0 . .1.0000 0.8561 0.012
660.0 158.0 42.0 137.0 0.0 0.0 +1.0000 - 0.8561 0.012
690.0 116.0 33.0 99.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8561 0.012
720.0 83.0 7.0 54.5 ©.0.0 0.0 - 1:0000 - 0.8561 0.012
750.0+  26.0 26.0 13.0 0.0 0.0 '1.0000 0.8561 0.012
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Survival Data For Clients Not Receiving Quarterly Monitoring Letters: First Accidgnt

Table Cl.b

/

%“tvl Number Number Number - Number Cumul SE of
Start , . .
Time - Ent?ng Wdtgwn Exposed of : Propp Propp Propn Cumu}
(Days) This- During to | Termnl .Terw1- Sgrv1- Surv - Sg;v1-
. Intvl Intvl Risk Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 1939.0 14.0 .1932.0 --23.0 0.0119 0.9881" 0.9881 0.002
30.0 1902.0 62.0 1871.0 20.0 -0.0107 0.9893 0.9775 0.003
60.0 1820.0 73.0 1783.5 14.0 0.0078 0.9922 0.9699 0.004
90.0 1733.0 70.0 1698.0 6.0 0.0035 0.9965 0.9664 0.004
120.0 1657.0 74.0 1620.0 11.0 0.0068 - 0.9932 10.9599 0.005
150.0 1572.0 109.0 1517.5 13.0 0.0086 0.9914 0.9516 0.005
180.0 1450.0 114.0 1393.0 - 13.0 - 0.0093 0.9907 0.9428 0.006
- 210.0 1323.0 125.0 1260.5 8.0 0.0063 - 0.9937 0.9368 - 0.006
240.0 1190.0 111.0 1134.5 8.0 0.0071 0.9929 0.9302 0.006
270.0 1071.0 76.0 1033.0 5.0 0.0048 - 0.9952 0.9257 0.007
300.0 990.0 82.0 949.0 6.0 0.0063 0.9937 - 0.9198 0.007
- 330.0 902.0 79.0 862.5 5.0 0.0058 0.9942 0.9145 0.007
360.0 818.0 99.0 - 768.5 ‘8.0 0.0104 0.9896 0.9050 0.008
390.0 711.0 85.0 668.5 4.0 .0.0060 0.9940 0.8996 0.008
420.0 622.0 68.0 588.0 - 2.0 0.0034 0.9966 0.8965 0.009
450.0 552.0 54.0 525.0 1.0 0.0019 0.9981 0.8943 0.009
480.0 497.0 72.0 461.0 2.0 0.0043 - 0.9957 0.8909 0.009
510.0 423.0 40.0~ 403.0 1.0 0.0025 0.9975 0.8887 0.009
540.0 382.0 64.0 350.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8887 0.009
570.0 318.0 53.0 291.5 . 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8887 © 0.009
600.0 265.0 © 53.0 238.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8887 0.009
630.0 212,90 56.0 184.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8887 0.009
660.0 156.0 39.0 136.5 0.0 0.0 1..0000 0.8887 0.009
690.0 117.0 .38.0 98.0 2.0 0.0204 0.9796 0.8706 0.016
720.0 77.0 49.0 52.5 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8706 0.016
750.0 28.0 - 28.0 14.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8706 0.016
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Table Cl.c

Comparison of Monitoring Letter and No Monitoring Letter Groups, Using the Lee-Desu Statistic:
' First Accident ' ' '

Overall Comparison Stétistic y ' 0.632 D.F. - "1 Prob.  0.4265, NS
Group Name . © Total N -~ Uncen - Cen ‘ Pct-Cen , Mean Score
" Monitoring Letters - 1926 . - 173 1753 : 91.02" -11.013

No Monitoring Letters - 1939 152 1787 - 92.16 110.940
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Table C2.a

Survival Data For'Clients'Receiving_Quarterly Monitoring Letters: First DUI or Reckless
: Driving Offense ' :

29022

Intvl Number Number Number ~ Number N . Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn - Exposd . of : Propn "~ Propn ‘Propn Cumul
Time This During to . Termnl Termi- Survi- . Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl © Risk- : Events _nating ving At End ving
0.0 1926.0 16.0 1918.0 19.0 0.0099 0.9901 0.9901 0.002
30.0 1891.0 59.0 1861.5 20.0 " 0.0107. 0.9893 0.9795 0.003
60.0 1812.0 61.0. 1781.5 15.0 0.0084 0.9916 0.9712 0.004
- 90.0 1736.0 56.0 1708.0 17.0 0.0100 0.9900 0.9615 0.004
120.0 1663.0 87.0 1619.5 6.0 0.0037 0.9963- - 0.9580 0.005
150.0 ©1570.0 117.0 1511.5 11.0 0.0073 - 0.9927 0.9510 - 0.005
180.0 1442.0 108.0 1388.0 10.0 0.0072 0.9928 0.9442 0.006
210.0 1324.0 130.0 1259.0 10.0° 0.0079 0.9921 0.9367 0.006
240.0 1184.0 110.0 1129.0 5.0 0.0044 0.9956 0.9325 0.006
270.0 1069.0 88.0 1025.0 6.0 0.0059 0.9941 0.9271 0.007
300.0 975.0 72.0 939.0 5.0 0.0053 0.9947 0.9221 0.007
330.0 898.0 73.0 861.5 4.0 0.0046 0.9954 0.9178 0.007
360.0 821.0 110.0 766.0 3.0 0.0039 0.9961 0.9142 0.007
390.0 708.0 97.0 659.5 1.0 0.0015 0.9985 0.9129 n.008
420.0 -610.0 59.0. 580.5 2.0 0.0034 0.9966 0.9097 0.008
450.6 549.0 62.0 518.0 1.0 0.0019 0.9981 0.9080 0.008
480.0 486.0 - 60.0 456.0. - 0.0 - 0:0 1.0000 0.9080 0.008
510.0 - 426.0 56.0 398.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9080 0.008
540.0 370.0 45.0 347.5 1.0 0.0029 0.9971 0.9053 0.008
570.0 324.0 70.0. 289.0 1.0 - 0.0035 0.9965 0.9022. 0.009
600.0 253.0 60.0 223.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9022 0.009
630.0 - 193.0 31.0 177.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9022 0.009
660.0 162.0 45.0 139.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ©0.9022 0.009
690.0 117.90 35.0 99.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9022 0.009
720.0 82.0 51.0 56.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9022 0.609
750.0+ 31.0 31.9 15.5 0.0 0.0 - 1.0000 0 0.009
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Surv1va1 Data For C11ents NotRece1v1ng Quarterly Monltorlng Letters:

Number

Table cz.b

Driving Offenses

First DUI or'Recklessf‘

SE of

1.0000 -

.0.,9293

Intvl Number Number ‘Number , “Cumul
Start ~ Entrng Wdrawn Exposd . of Propn Propn Propn . Cumul
Time ‘This During to ‘Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
{Days) Intvl Intvl Risk - Events . nating ving At End . ving
0.0 ~ - 1939.0 14.0 1932.0 12.0 0.0062 0.9938 0.9938 0.002
30.0 1913.0 63.0 1881.5 21.0 0.0112 - 0.9888 - 0.9827 0.003
60.0 1829.0 74.0 1792.0 12.0 0.0067 0.9933 0.9761 0.004
90.0 1743.0. 70.0 1708.0 - 8.0 0.0047 0.9953 10.9715 0.004
120.0 - 1665.0 74.0 . 1628.0 . 6.0 0.0037 0.9963 -0.9680 © 0.004
150.0 - 1585.0 112.0 1529.0 11.0 :0.0072 0.9928 0.9610 0.005
180.0 1462.0 115.0 1404.5 7.0 0.0050 0.9950 0.9562 0.005
210.0 1340.0 124.0 - 1278.0 . 3.0 . 0.0023 -0.9977 -0.9540 0.005
240.0 - 1213.0 117.0 . 1154.5 4.0 - - 0.0035 0.9965 0.9507- - 0.005
270.0 1092.0- 79.0 1052.5 - 2.0 - 0.0019 0.9981 0.9489 0.005
300.0 : 1011;0 .87.0 967.5 2.0 . 0.0021 0.9979 '0.9469 0.006
330.¢C ©922.0 83.0 880.5 3.0 0.0034 0.9966. 0.9437 0.006
360.0 836.0 99.0 1 786.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9437 0.006
390.0 - 737.0 93.0 690.5 - 2.0 0.0029 0.9971 0.9409 0.006
420.0 642.0 69.0 670.5 - 2.0 " 0.0033 0.9967 0.9378  0.007
450.0 571.0 59.90 541.5 1.0 0.0018 0.9982 "0.9361 0.007
"480.0 -511.0 74.0 474.0 +1.0 0.0021 0.9979 '0.9341 0.007
510.0 436.0 44.0 4140 - 1.0 0.0024. 0.9976 0.9319 0.007
540.0 391,0 69.0 356.5 1.0 '0.0028 0.9972 - 0.9293 -0.008
570.0 321.0 55.0 293.5 . 0.0 0.0 -1.0000 0.9293 0.008
- 600.0 266.0 56.0 238.0 0.0 . 0.0 1.0000 0.9293 0.008
630.0 210.0 59.0 180.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9293 0.008
. 660.0 151.0 35.0 133.5 0.0 -°0.0 1.0000 0.9293 0.008
690.0 116.0 39.0 96.5 5.0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.9293 - 0.008
720.0 77.C 52.0 - 51.0 0.0 0.0 . 1.0000 " 0.9293 0.008.
750.0 25.0 25.0 “12.5 - 0.0 0.0 0.008
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Table C2.c¢

First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Comparlson of Monitoring Letter and No Mon1tor1ng Letter Groups, Using the Lee Desu Statlstlc

Overall Comparison Statistic 5.564 D.F. 1 Prob. 0.0183, Sig.
Group Name Total N ~ Uncen Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
Monitoring Letters 1926 - 137 - 1789 - 92.89 -29.749
: 1939 99 1840 94.89 29.550

No Monitoring Letters
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Table C3.a

Surv1va1 Data For Clients: Rece1v1ng Quarterly Monitoring Letters: First.
: Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

Intvl Number Number Number Number IR Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of . .Propn - Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During to. - . Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
{Days) - Intvl ~ Intvl Risk Events . nating ving . At End ving
0.0 1926.0 16.0 1918.0 .58.0° ©0.0302 - 0.9698 © 0.9698 0.004
30.0 1852.0 59.0 1822.5 .50.0 0.0274 - 0.9726 0.9432 0.005
60.0 1743.0 60.0 1713.0 28.0 0.0163 0.9837 0.9277 0.006
- 90.0 1655.0 56.0 1627.0 45.0 ~'0.0277 0.9723 ©0.9021 0.007
120.0 1554.0 -87.0 1510.5 . 34.0 ©.0.0225 0.9775 0.8818 0.008
150.0 1433.0 116.0- 1375.0 20.0 0.0145 0:9855 0.8689 0.008
180.0 1297.0 103.0 1245.5 23.0 0.0185 .- 0.9815 0.8529 0.009
210.0 1171.0 123.0 1109.5 25.0 0.0225 .. 0.9775 0.8337 ©0.009
240.0 1023.0 102.0 972.0 19.0 0.0195 0.9805 0.8174 0.010
270.0 902.0 ~ 78.0 863.0 7.0 - 0.0081 0.9919 0.8108 0.010
300.0 817.0 166.0 784.0 8.0 ©'0.0102 '0.9898 0.8025 - 0.010
330.0 743.0 66.0 710.0 6.0 0.0085 0.9915 0.7957 0.011
360.0 "671.0 95.0 - 623.5 8.0 0.0128 0.9872 - 0.7855 0.011
- 390.0 568.0 89.0. 523.5 6.0 - 0.0115 0.9885 0.7765 0.011
420.0 473.0 49.0 448.5 2.0 0.0045 0.9955. 0.7730 0.012
450.0 422.0 53.0 . 395.5 2.0 °0.0051 0.9949 0.7691 0.012
480.0 - 367.0 53.0 340.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7691 .0.012
510.0 314.0 45.0 291.5 3.0 0.0103 0.9897 0.7612 0.013
540.0 266.0 36.0 248.0 2.0 0.0081 0.9919 0.7551 0.013
570.0 228.0 . -55.0 200.5 ‘0.0 0.0 1.0000 “0.7551 0.013
600.90 173.0 ~43.0 151.5 0.0 n.0 1.0000 0.7551 0.013
630.0 130.0 - 24.0 118.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7551 0.013
660.0 106.0 30.0 91.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7551 - 0.013
690.0 76.0 19.0 66.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7551 0.013
720.0 57 .0 36.0 39.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.7551 0.013
750.0~ - 21.0 21.0 .10.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 ~0.7551 0.013
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Table C3.b

_ Survival Data For Clients Not Receiving Quarterly Monitoring Letters: First
Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense

~ Intvl Number Number _ Number " Number : Cumul SE of

" Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time -. This During to. . Termnl Termin- Survi- Surv . Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk Events ating " ving At End ving

0.0 1939.0 14.0 1932.0 '46.0 0.0238 0.9762 0.9762 0.003
30.0 1879.0 63.0 1847.5 55.0 0.0298 0.9702 0.9471 0.005
" 60.0 1761.0 74.0 1724.0 34.0 0.0197 0.9803 0.9285 0.006
. 90.0 - 1653.0 . 69.0 1618.5 26.0 0.0l61 0.9839 0.9135 0.007
126.0 1558.0 72.0 1522.0 29.0 0.0191 - 0.9809 0.8961 0.007
150.0 1457.0 111.0 1401.5 25.0 10,0178 0.9822 0.8801 0.008
180.0 1321.0 111.0 1265.5 19.0 0.0150 0.9850 0.8669 0.008
210.0 1191.0 118.0 1132.0 12.0 0.0106 0.9894 0.8577 0.009
240.0 1061.0 111.0 1005..5 -18.0 0.0179 0.9821 0.8424 0.009
2700 932.0 - 73.0 895.5 9.0 0.0101 0.9899 0.8339 0.009
300.0 850.0 79.0 810.5 10.0 0.0123 0.9877 0.8236 0.010
330.0 761.0 72.0 725.0 8.0 0.0110 -0.9890 0.8145 0.010
360.C 681.0 92.0 635.0 7.0 0.0110 0.9890 0.8056 0.011
390.0 582.0 77.0 543.5 - 4.0 0.0074 0.9926 - 0.7996 0.011
- 420.0 501.0 61.0 470.5 2.0 0.0043 0.9957 0.7962 0.011
450.0 438.0 54.0 411.0 1.0 0.0024 0.9976 0.7943 0.011
480.0 383.0 67.0 349.5 2.0 0.0057 0.9943 '0.7898 0.012
510.0 314.0 36.0 296.0 5.0 - 0.0169 0.9831 -0.7764 0.013
540.0 273.0 50.0 248.0 3.0 0.0121 0.9879 - 0.7670 0.014
570.0 220.0 36.0 - 202.0 1.0 0.0050 0.9950 0.7632 n.014
600.0 183.0 44 .0 161.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7632 . 0.014
630.0 159.0 45.0 116.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7632 0.014
660.0 - 94.0 21.0 83.5 J.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7632 0.014
690.0 73.9 26.0 60.0 .0 0.0 1.0000 0.7632 0.014
720.0 47.0 35.0 29.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.7632 0.014
750..0+ 12.0 12.0 . 6.0 0.9 - 0.0 1.0000 0.7632 0.014



“PLT-

Table C3.c

Comnar1son of Monitoring Letter and No Monitoring Letter Groups U51ng the Lee-Desu’ StatlSth
First Moving Violation or: Any A/R Offense-

Overall Comparison Statistic = - 2.151 . D.F. -1 Prob. 0.1425, NS
Group Name : Total N Uncen‘ Cen . Pct Cen Mean Score
Monitoring Letters 1926 - 346 1580 82.04 -29.537

No Monitoring Letters 1939° 316 1623 83.70 ©29.339



Table Cd.a

Survival Data For Clients Assigned To Follow-Up Interviews: First Accident

Intvl ~Number . Number Number Number : Cumul SE of
Start Entrng © Wdrawn Exposd of . Propn Propn Propn - Cumul
Time . This During to Termnl .. Termi- Survi- = Surv "~ Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk " Events nating ~ ving . At End ving
0.0 1276.0 15.0 1268.5 '12.0 0.0095 . 0.9905 0.9905 0.003
30.0 - 1249.0 59.0 1219.5 “11.0 0.0090 0.9910 0.9816 0.004
60.0 1179.0 77.0 1140.5 14.0 0.0123 0.9877 0.9696 0.005
90.0 1088.0 62.0 1057.0 9.0 0.0085 . 0.9915 0.9613 - 0.006
120.0 1017.0 77.0 978.5 - 5.0 0.0051" 0.9949. 0.9564 0.006 -
150.0 935.0° 50.0 -910.0 1,0 0.0044 . 0.9956 - 0.9522 .0.006
180.0 881.0 50.0 856.0 4.0 0.0047 0.9953 0.9477 0.007
210.0 827.0 .. 97.0 778.5 3.0 0.0039 0.9961 - 0.9441 0.007
. 240.0 ©727.0 106.0 674.0 5.0 0.0074: 0.9926. 0.9371 0.008
270.0 616.0 75.0 578.5 2.0 0.0035~ 0.9965 0.9338 0.008
300:0 539.0° . 84.0 497.0 © 3.0 0.0060 0.9940 0.9282 0.009
330.0 452.0 ©72.0 416.0 2.0 0.0048 - 0.9952 0.9237 0.009
360.0 - 378.0 109.0 323.5 3.0 0.0093 0.9907 0.9152 n.010
390.0 266.0 98.0 217.0 2.0 ~ 0.0092 0.9908 0.9067 0.012
420.0 166.0 67.0 132.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9067 0.012
450.0 99.0 47.0 75.5 -0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9067 0.012
480.0 52.0 41.0 31,5 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9067 0.012
510.0 11.0 11.0 "5.5 0.0 0.0 1..0000 0 0.012

.9067
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Table C4.b

Survival Data For Clients Not Assigned to -Follow-Up Interviews: First Accident

Intvl Number: Number ~ Number Number ‘ ‘ ~ Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During © to - Termnl Termi- Survi- -'Surv Survi-

(Days) ©Intvl Intvl : Risk Events - nating ving At End ving
0.0 1673.0 15.0 1665.5 20.0 0.0120 0.9880 .0.9880 0.9003
30.0 1 1638.0 62.0 1607.0 9.0 0.0056 0.9944 - 0.9825 0.003
60.0 1567.0 57.0 1538.5 14.0 0.0091 0.9909 0.9735 0.004
90.0 1496.0 64.0 - 1464.0 10.0 0.0068 0.9932  '0.9669 0.004
120.0 1422.0 83.0 1380.5 1 6.0 0.0043 0.9957 0.9627 0.005
150.0 1333.0 170.0 1248.0 13.0 . 0.0104 0.9896 0.9526 0.005
180.0 1150.0 173.0 1063.5 8.0 ~.0.0075 0.9925 0.9455 0.006
210.0 965.0 156.0 891.0 2.0 0.0022 0.9978 0.9434 0.006
240.0 .811.0 115.0 753.5 4.0 0.0053 0.9947 0.9383 0.007
270.0 692.0 83.0 650.5 4.0 0.0061 0.9939 0.9326 0.007
300.0 605.0 70.0 570.0 - 2.0 0.0035 . 0.9965 0.9293 0.008
330.0 533.0 . 74.0 496.0 . 1.0 0.0020 0.9980 0.9274 0.008
360.0 458.0 108.0 404.0 3.0 0.0074 0.9926 0.9205 0.009
390.0 347.0 75.0 309.5 2.0 0.0065 0.9935° 0.9146 0.0190
420.0 270.0° 59.0 240.5 1.0 0.0042 0.9958 0.9108 0.019
450.0 210.0 62.0 179.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 - 0.9108 0.010
480.0 .148.0 91.0 102.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9108 0.010
0 '57.0 57.0 28.5 0.0 -0 0.010

510. .0 1.0000 0.9108 .
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Table C4.c

Comparison of Follow-Up and No Follow-Up Groups; Using the Lée-Desu

Overall Comparison -  Statistic _ 0.046 D.F.
Group Name Total N Uncen - Cen
1276 79 1197
, 99 1574

Follow-Up Interviews
No Follow-Up Interviews 1673

Statistic: First‘Accident

1  Prob.  0.8306, NS
Pét Cen Mean‘Score
93.81 -2.6183
94.08 1.9970
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Table C5.a

: Surv1va1 Data ‘For Clients Assigned to Follow-Up Interviews: First DUI érf
Reckless Driving Offense

Intvl Number Number Number . Number ; : ' Cumul SE of
Start - Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - of Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This During - to . Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) Intvl Intvl Risk - Events nating ving At End’ ving
0.0 1276.0 15,0 1268.5 9.0 0.0071 0.9929 0.9929 - 0.002
30.0 1252.0 59.0 1222.5 5.0 0.0041 0.9959 1 0.9888 .0.003
60.0 1188.0 78.0 1149.0 - 6.0 - 0.0052 - 0.9948 - 0.9837 0.004
90.0 1104.0 62.0 1073.0 8.0 0.0075 - 0.9925 "0.9763 0.004
120.0 1034.0 76.0 996.0 2.0 0.0020 0.9980 0.9744 0.005
150.0 956.0 52.0 930.0 - 3.0 0.0032 0.9968 - 0.9712° 0.005
180.0 901.0 52.0 875.0 3.0 0.0034 0.9966 0.9679 0.005
210.0 846.0 100.0 ©796.0 1.0 0.0013 - 0.9987 0.9667 0.005
240.0 745.0 111.0 689.5 2.0 0.0029 0.9971 0.9639 0.006
270.0 . 632.0 81.0 591.5 2.0 0.0034 - 0.9966 0.9606 -0.006
300.0 549.0 86.0 506.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9606 0.006
330.0 463.0 75.0 425.5 1.0 0.0024 0.9976 0.9584 0.007
360.0 387.0 107.0 333.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9584 0.007
390.0 280.0 103.0 228.5 1.0 - 0.0044 0.9956 0.9542 0.008
4200 176.0 68.0 142.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9542 0.008
450.0 .108.0 56.0 80.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9542 0.008
480.0 52.0 38.0 -33.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.,9542 0.008
510.0 14.0 - 14.0 7.0 © 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9542 0.008
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~ Table C5.b

Survival Data For C11ents Not Assigned to Follow-Up Interv1ews: First DUI or Reckless
Driving Offense '

Intvl Number Number Number o ‘Number : Cumul SE of
Start Entrng Wdrawn Exposd - - of " Propn Propn Propn Cumul
Time This - During to _ Termnl Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-
(Days) . Intvl, Intvl - Risk . Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 1673.0 15.0 1665.5 13.0 "0.0078 . 0.9922 0.9922. 0.002
30.0 1645.0 63.0 1613.5 - 12.0 0.0074 0.9926 0.9848 0.003
60.0 1570.0 57.0 1541.5 -11.0 0.0071 0.9929 0.9778 0.004
90.0 1502.0 64.0 1470.0 7.0 0.0048 0.9952 0.9731 0.004
120.0 1431.0 85.0 1388.5 1.0 0.0007 0.9993 0.9724 0.004
150.0 1345.0 177.0 1256.5 4.0 0.0032 0.9963 0.9693 0.004
180.0 "1164.0 171.0 1078.5 7.0 0.0065 0.9935 0.9630 0.005
210.0 986.0- 154.0. 909.0 3.0 0.0033. 0.9967 0.9599 0.005
'240.0 829.0 115.0 771.5 3.0 0.0039 0.9961 0.9561 0.006
270.0 711.0 84.0 669.0 2.0 0.0030 0.9970 0.9533 0.006
300.0 625.0 -73.0 588.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9533 0.006
330.0 552.0 80.0 512.0 1.0 0.0020 0.9980 0.9514 0.006
360.0 471.0 102.0 420.0 2.0 0.0048 0.9952 0.9469 0.007
390.0 367.0 '86.0 324.0 0.9 0.0 1.0000 0.9469 0.007
420.0 281.0 '59.0 251.5 1.0 0.0040 0.9960 0.9431 0.008
450.0 - -221.0. 65.0 188.5 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9431 0.008
480.0 156.0 96.0 108.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.9431 0.008
510.0 60.0 60.0 - 0.0 0 0.008

30.0 .0 1.0000 0.9431
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Table C5.c

Comparison of Follow-Up and No Follow-Up Groups, Using the Lee-Desu Statistic:

-First DUI or Reckless Driving Offense

Overall Comparison ~ Statistic 0.737 D.F.
Group_Name‘ 3 Total N Uncen Cen
43 1233

1276 _
67 1606

Follow-Up Interviews
1673

No Follow-Up Interviews

1 Prob. 0.3907, NS
“Pct Cen MeanAScore
96.63 ' 8.6050
: 26.5631

96.00
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Table ce.a

Survival Data For Clients A551gned to Follow-Up Interviews: First Moving Violatibn
or Any A/R Offense '

Intvl - ~ Number - Number . Number: . Number- ‘ ~ Cumul. SE of:
Start - Entrng Wdrawn  Exposd o of " Propn - Propn Propn Cumul
Time This , During . to Termnl - - - Termi- Survi- Surv Survi-.
(Days) L Intvl . Intvl Risk . . - Events  _ nating - ving At End ving
0.0 1276.0 15.0 1268.5. - 29.0 - .0.0229 0.9771 - 0.977v 0.004
30.0 1232.0 59.0 1202.5 . 22.0 0.0183 0.9817 0.9593 0.006 .
60.0 1151.0 77.0 1112.5 19.0 0.0171 0.9829 = 0.9429 0.007
90.0 1055.0.- 62.0 1024.0 . 18.0 0.0176 - 0.9824 0.9263 0.008
120.0 975.0° 74.0 938.0 17.0 0.0131 0.9819 =~ 0.9095 . 0.008
150.0 884.0 51.0 858.5 6.0 - 0.0070 . 0.9930 - 0.9032 - 0.009
180.0 1827.0- 48.0 803.0 | 11.0 0.0137 0.9863  0.8908 . 0.009.
210.0 768.0 - 92.0 722.0 5.0 0.0069 0.9931 = 0.8846 0.010
240.0 671.0 105.0 618.5 5.0 0.0081 - 0.9919 0.8775 0.010
270:0 561.0 72.0 525.0 . ©3.0 .0.0057 -~ 0.9943 " 0.8725 0.011-
300.0 486.0 76.0 448.0 3.0 0.0067 0.9933 " 0.8666 0.011
330.0 407.0 67.0° 373.5 2.0 0.0054 -~ 0.9946 °  0.8620 n.011
360.0 338.0 97.0 289.5° 1.0 0.0035 0.9965 0.8590. 0.012
390.0 240.0 - 88.0 196.0 . 1.0 0.0051 0.9949 0.8546 0.012
420.0 151.0 ©56.0 123.0 - 0,07 0.0 1.0000 0.8546 . 0.012
450.0 95.0 50.0 70.0 0.0 0.0 1.0000 . 0.8546 0.012
480.0 45.0" 33.0 28,5 0.0 0.0 1.0000- 0.8546 0.012
510.0 12.0 - 12.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.012.

.0000 "~ 0.8546
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Table C6.b

~Survival Data For: Clients Not Assigned to: Follow -Up Interv1ews First Moving Violation
or Any A/R Offense ‘ :

- Intvl Number Number  Number 'Number ‘ V . ‘Cumul - . SE of

Start ~ Entrng Wdrawn Exposd of Propn Propn . Propn - Cumul
Time- This. During ~“to - Termnl . . Termi- Survi- - Surv -~ Survi-
. (Days) Intvl . Intvl . Risk - Events nating ving At End ving
0.0 1673.0 ~15.0 1665.5 38.0 0.0228 - 0.9772 0.9772 0.004
30.0 1620.0 63.0 "~ 1588.5 30.0 0.0189 -0.9811 0.9587 0.005
60.0 1527.0 . -57.0 . '1498.5 . - 18.0 0.0120 0.9880 0.9472 0.006
©90.0 1452.0 63.0 -1420.5 17.0 0.0120 . 0.9880 0.9359 0.006
120.0 1372.0. 85.0 1329.5 . 11.0 '0.0083 0.9917 0.9281 0.007
150.0 '1276.0 176.0 1188.0 15.0 0.0126 0.9874 0.9164 0.007
180.0 1085.0 166.0 1002.0 10.0 0.0100 0.9900 - 0.9073 0.008
210.0 ; 909.0 149.0 - 834.5 6.0 0.0072 0.9928 0.9007 - .0.008
240.0 ©754.0 107.0 700.5 ‘8.0 '0.0114 0.9886 0.8905 - 0.009
. 270.0 639.0 77.0 - 600.5 - 1.0 0.0017 0.9983 "0.8890 0.009
-300.0 561.0 69.0 526.5 1.0 0.0019 0.9981 -0.8873 0.009
330.0 491.0 70.0 456.0 - 3.0 0.0066 0.9934 0.8815 0.009
360.0 418.0 90:0 373.0 - 3.0 0.0080 - 0.9920 0.8744 0.010
390.0 325.0 78.0 286.0 - 0.0 0.0 1.0000- 0.8744 0.010
420.0 247 .0 53.0 220.5 1.0 0.0045 -0.9955 .0.8704 0.011
450.90 193.0 57.0 .164.5 0.0 . 0.0 ©1.0000 - 0.8704 0.011
480.0 136.0 87.0 92.5 ~ 0.0 0.0 1.0000 0.8704 - 0.011
510.0 49.0 - 0 24.5 0.0 0 0.011

49, 0 1.0000 0.8704
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Table C6.c

Comparison of Follow -Up and No Follow- Up Groups, Using the Lee-Desu Statistic: First
Moving Violation or Any A/R Offense '
Overall Comparison . Statistic® .. 1.370" ‘D.F. 1. Prob. = 0.2418, NS
Group Name , - Total N ' Uﬁcen~ : Cen Pct Cen Mean Score
' Follow-Up Interviews 1276 - 142 1134 88.87 -19.241
1673 162 1511 90.32 14.675

No Follow-Up Interviews



APPENDIX D

Education Program Objectives'

Note: The specific knowledge and attitude
change objectives were identical for both
home study and in-class education programs.
This Appendix lists the objectives accord-
ing to their order of presentation in the
in-class education program. In the home
study program the same objectives were pre-
sented in approximately the same order but
~the material was divided into seven chapters.
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SESSION 1:

EDUCATION PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

Knowledge ---Students will be able to identify:

A

2.

5.

Attitude

6.

'SESSION 2:

"‘And define host liability.

Aspects of California law which relate to driving

under the influence ‘(e.g. legal penalties; Implied
Consent Law; presumed blood alcohol limits; concept
of "impairment' tests available for measuring BAL).

The relationship between alcohol consumption and

traffic accidents.

_ Specific facts about alcohol--role in society;

metabolism;. food value; being a drug.
Factors which wi11 affect blood alcohol level.
-- Students will feel that:

They'Wefé“ndt'driVing safely at-the time of their
DUI arrest. o - ' ' : ‘

Their arrest for DUI. was fair.

California drinking driving laws are fair and
necessary. . :

Knowledge -- Students will be able to identify:

.

N

1?&Ysi01b§iCal effects of alcohol as these relate to

the driving task.

{PSychdlogiCai‘effects of aléohol~as these relate to

the driving task.

Facpprs_which»influencé the effects of a given BAL

" on an individual (e.g. stress; experience; fatigue).

4.

Attitude

5.

6.

- Behavior

7.

DUI alternatives.
-- Students will:
Feel the responsibility for their DUI behavior.

Feel that DUI is undesirable behavior.

Students will decide that they do not want to be

arrested again for DUI.
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" SESSION 3:

Knowledge -- Students will be able to identify:

1.

2.

“Attitude

*4.

LE

SESSION 4:

Alcoholism as a disease, using the Jellinek model.

Facts about problem drinkers and alcoholics (e.g.
heredity; - w1thdrawa1 and D.T.'s; blackouts).

Steps in the recovery process.from alcoholism,
including detoxification and AA..

-- Studenté will feélf

That they have a problem with alcohol, in their own
life, with reference to problem dr1nk1ng

Feel the exfent to which their -drinking behavior is
affected by their family and associates.

Decide what positiVe and negative outcomes are
associated with their drinking.

Begin to consider alternatives that can lead to a
personal action plan to avoid future DUI behav1or

Knowledge --

1.

Attitude

2.

o3,

Behavior

4.

Students will be able to identify the five areas of J
personal change relating to drlnklng ~-driving behavior.

---Students will;

Feel that planning ahead to avoid a DUI incident is a
good idea. : o

'Feel that avoidance of future DUIL is under their control.

Students will develop an individual action plan to avoid
future incidences of drinking driving.

*Specific for Problem Drinkers.
**Not Directional.
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APPENDIX E

. Quarterly Monitoring Letter
and Content Analysis
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OFFICE OF AL‘C_OHOLI,SM :

LAURENCE R. VALTERZA
ALCOHOLISM PROGRAM ADMINISTRATOR
EARL D. JACK
DEPUTY FOR ADMINISTRATION
713 9th Street .
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
(916) 440-6510 ' .

. ~Dear Client:

" HEALTH DEPARTMENT

RONALD L. USHER, DI_RECTOR

CQUNTY OF SACRAMENTO

- CDUI PROJECT

(COMPREHENSIVE DRIVING UNDER THE
INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL TREATMENT
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT) v
LEWIS A, DAVIS, DIRECTOR

708 - 10th STREET, SUITES 240 & 250
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
TELEPHONE: (916) 446-5048

Because of your arrest for driving under the 1nf1uence of alcohol, you have
become a-CDUI (Comprehensive Driving Under the Influence). Project client and
your -case will be under our observation during your two-year probationary
period. We will reveiw your case periodically and remind you of the condi-
"tions of your probation, w1th the hope that you will successfully avoid any

further trouble.

You may have been assigned to part'icipate in three personal interviews con-

ducted by the CDUI follow-up counselors.

If you were assigned, your partici-

pation is required. You are also required to drive safely and soberly at all

times.

Please understand that the Court will not be as lenient if you are arrested
again, particularly if you are still on probation.

about your past arrest and court experience.

Take a moment and think
Is another DUI worth the time,

the money, and the possible loss of your driving privilege?

Remember that half of all traffic fatalities are direcfly related to alcohol.
Be careful and be aware of how much you drink when you drive. Won't you help

-make our highways safer?

Sincerely,

Superv1sor

Monitoring and Compllance Unit

440- 5958

—_188—"

VW‘e" don't want to read about you in the newspapers!:
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QUARTERLY MONITORING LETTER CONTENT ANALYSIS

SubJect Content ‘and Phraseo ogy

Purpose

Statement. of conditions resulting from index arrest:

a) recipient became a CDUI Project client
b) recipient was placed on probation for two years

c) recipient will remain under our observation for

" the duration of .the probatlonary perlod

. Reinforce the causal relationship between client's

drinking-driving activities and participation in
the CDUI Project. ' (Arrest was used instead of

-conviction because of reduct1ons .to Reckless

Driving. )

. Remind the client that a two year probationary

period was imposed by the Court.

- Indicate that CDUI Project part1c1pat10n is a
-condition of probation and suggest that the CDUI

Project is responsible for client's behavior
throughout the probationary period. Thus:
establishing a logical and  legitimate basis for
periodic case reviews and follow-up interviews
after successful completlon of educat on/treatment
programs.

Statement of intention to review client's case

perlodlcally

“Reinforce the idea that the client is being
" monitored (albeit indirectly) at regular intervals.
_Someone is giving his/her case 1nd1v1dua1 atten-

tion the client has not ‘been lost in the system.

Explanatioﬁ of reason for sening a letter:

Remind client of conditions of probation (done
in conjunction with the periodic case reviews),

- with the hope that client will successfully

avoid any further trouble.

- Associate the recelpt of a monltorlng letter with

a review of the client's case.

. Establlsh the fact that the client will be receiv-

ing several letters, one with each periodic case
review.

- Indicate that the purpose for sending letters is a
periodic reminder of the conditions of probation.

Imply how the Project expects the client to use
the information - by being aware of the proba-
tionary conditions the client will be better able
to avoid violating those condltlons and thus
further trouble




-061-

QUARTERLY MONITORING LETTER CONTENT. ANALYSIS

- . {Cont'd)
Subject Content and Phraseology Purpose
4. Statement of probationary conditions: Indicate that if the client was assigned to

' : . B follow-up interviews, his/her participation is

a) Participation in follow-up interviews mandatory. Empha51s on personal interviews con-
(three personal interviews with . ducted by counselors to connote 1nd1v1dua1 attention
-counselors) . is required R and concern for the client's progress. Specifica-
b). . Driving .safely and soberly at all tlmes is tion of three interviews to define the extent of
required. : client's involvement and obligatiom.

5. Warning of possible consequences of another - Reinforce the idea that another offense will result
arrest (Court will not be as lenient next time). in the imposition of more severe sanctions. A low

S - : threat warning of possible consequences also
suggests our quasi-probationary function and our
‘concern that the client not experlence additional
legal problems

'6. Ask client to think about past arrest and court « Urge the client to recall the unpleasant aspects
experience (is another DUI worth the loss of of his/her prior arrest and conviction, with the
_time, money, and possibly driving privilege). intention of increasing the client's motivation '

’ S ‘ K to avoid another similarly unpleasant experience.

7. Statement of proportion of all traffic Reinforce the relationship between drinking-driving
fatalities related to alcohol. and fatal traffic accidents.

8. Statements of concern for client's personal - Reinforce the idea that the client is responsible
safety and well-being, and client's : for his/her own drinking and driving behavior, and
responsibility for the safety of others: " that the client can control this behavior (and its

. ~ consequences) but this control requires as a pre-
a) Be careful ‘and be. aware of how much you requisite an awareness of the amount of alcohol
drink when you drive . consumed.
b) Help make our hlghways safer . Reinforce the idea that the cllent is responsible
¢) Don't become a fatality statistic (we don't. -for the safety of others on the highways.
want to read about you in the newspapers) - Close letter with an expression of our concern for
: the client's life which is being endangered by
L drinking and dr1v1ng

g,

[




APPENDIX F-

CDUI Project Diagnostic
IntervieW»Progocol
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Rev: 9-01-78

CDUT INTAKE IMTERVIEM

COUNSELOR

START TIME:

END TIME:

CLIENT MNAME

CDUI 85:A
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CDUI INTAKE INTERVIEW PROTOCOL

Scale

I. DEMOGRAPHIC PROFILE AND SOCIAL/EMPLOYMENT PROBLEMS

1.

0

How far have you gone in school?

1. None 6. 1-3 years collége
_;_2. 7 grades or less _*_7. 4vyearé.¢ollege
3. 8-11 grades ___ 8. post<gréduaté work
. 4. 12 grades or diploma __;9. not known

)

. Cémpléted business or trade school (1—2 years)

a. Enter hibhést grade comnleted:

a. (If Yes): What is your present joh?

Title plus description:

_Has .there rccently been a change in your responsi-

bilities at work or in your working conditions?

(For example, transfer, shift change, promotion, etc.)........

Have ybu recently had any trouble with your
supervisorq .co-workers or personnel under your

What is .your present marital status?

1. Single (never married) 4. Separated

|38 ]
-

farried o _ 5. Widowed

3. Divorced

How many times have you been married?
£ ° (If never marriced record.zero)

Have vou recently been scnafated"fro“ your ‘spouse

.ot seriously talked about %oparatlon .......................... :

Has drlnhlnv 1nterfereb th% any mnrrxmwe plqns

.or other social relatlonshlps ......................... YN
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Y N

Y N or
N/A -

Y N or
N/A

Y N or
N/A



II.

10. What was your average monthly income for the last
~ twelve months? :

a. Individual Income §__ per month

b. Famllv Tncome § . per month

11. How many children and adults are living on this income?
- # (including'ciient)

12, What is your Erlmar source of famlly income?

1. Wages - - 6. Other Retlreﬂent
2. Supplemental Security 7. Other Disability
' Income

3. Unemployment Compensation 8. Family
4. Social Securlty Beneflts 9. Military Retirement
5. Public A551stance A ___}O.bther

(1nc1ud1ng $S1) B 11 None Repdrted

13. Have you recently been concerned about financial
problems? (For example, paying for recent purchases

rent or mortgage payments, medical bills, etc.)........... e

'ARRESTS AND'DRIVING BEHAVIOR

When did the arrest occur which led to your referral
here? (If client is being referred for more than one
arrest, record the date of the most recent arrest belovw.)’

14. Have you ever been arrested for an offense other

- than the arrest of 7
_ mn day vyr :
(If Yes):. Ask client to describe the offenses and
' record the number of times arrested for
each offense category below.

{1f No): . Put zero in each offense catecory below'

a.: Number of legz'Ar*ests for DUI ................... ¢
b. Number of Arrests for DrunL and Disorderly or

' Public Intot1;at1on ................................ i
"¢. Number of Prlor Arre»ts for Reckless

“Driving....... e e LI

'd. Number of Crimes Invdiving Pr operty....*¥

e.. Number of Crimes Involving Assaulw.....#;w___

f. Number of Crimes Involving Sex......... £

g. DNumber of Crimes Involving Other Drugs.#

h. Number of Other Crimes and Traffic

Violations......ccoonvunnnn e R
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I1I.

Iv.

j. Had the cL;ent_been drlnxlng wher he/she was
arrested for any of tne nontrafflt ofFénaes‘

15. Was client's index arrest BAC .15 or above?. . .ee.... ,

Ask the followihg:'

16, While driving have you ever been stopped by police

but not arrested, when you knew you had been

PHYSICAL HEALTH

17. Are you exper1enc1ng any of the following health

problems?
a. feeling tired or fatigued......ivooviivennninnnnnnn
weight loss or inability to eat........c.ceveeennn..
c. inability to concentrate or complete tasks.........
d. difficulty sléeping.........ccooueveeeenenn. e
18. Have you ever had ulcers'or.stomach pfoblems......;....

19. Have you ever had liver problems? (e.g., fatty
liver or cirrhosis) ............. e e eeearaaaa .o

20. Have you ever been told by a doctor that drlnklno

21, Have you recently been concerned about the physical
or mental health of any close relat1ve or close

22. Have you recently lost a close relative or close

_DRINKiNG PATTERNS AND PRORLINMS
23. What is your definition'of a soéinlidrin&cr?

Does cllont s definttioan ‘uﬂﬂest excCessive

dr:nklnu patterns?. ... ... .. e el e
24 Does drlnklng se:m to easc your per>un11 p'O)le"? .....
25. Does a dr1nk or two give you enérgy to net stqrted .....
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26.
27.

28,

29,
- 30.

31.
32,
33,
34,
35,
37.
38.
39.
40.

41.

Do you ever drink to feel more at ease around peoplc?[. Y N
Have YOu ever thought about cutting down on-drinkinq?;. Y N

Have any of your fr1end> or members cof your famllw

suggested that you watch or cut ‘down on your dr1nk1ng7. Y N.

Do you usually have sonethlnU to drink every day? ...... YN
How many dr1nks can you handle and still drive well?...#

Do you u;ually drlnk four or more drinks when *
you do drink?......iiiiiiiiiiiiii e Y N
Have you. ever felt bad or gullty about drlnklnc? ....... YN

Have you ever felt that you really want, need, or
deserve a2 Arink?. . ... it iiianronrnnreecnoansaeanssans Y N

Have you gone on a drlnklng spree in the last
f1ve YEATST. Lt YN

Have you ever'f0und'that'you cannot remember. or
wonder; what you did the night before when you

were drinking?............. ..., et e e Y N

After dr1nk1nv the'nid.t before, the you.eVer

Comments:
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