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A ftULTIDIKENSIONAL ASSESS!EBT OF VIRGIIIA'S ALCOHOL SAFETY 

ACTION PllOGBll! 

by 

David Scott Anderson 

(ABSTRACT) 

The Alcohol Safety Action Program was introduced in the 

early 1970 1 s as a comprehensive systeas approach for reduc-

ing alc:>hol-related automobile crashes. This dissertation 

gathers evidence and insights helpful to planners, evalua-

tors, policy-makers, and prograa implementors. Specifical-

ly, 1.s.A.P. "Level II" effectiveness in reducing the recid-

ivism rate among proqraa participants vas examined. l 

combination of quantitative and qualitative assessaents of 

the program was perforaed to gain in-dept.a insigJat and to 

determine which proqram elements seem associated with its 

success or failure. 

Quantitative analysis emphasized A.S.A.P. and 

non-A.S.A.P. participant two-year recidivisa rates. Parti-

cipants from two Virginia localities in 1977-80 vere exa-

mined. ladependent variables commonly held by both types of 

participants are age, sex, court delay, and prior offense 

records. Variables unique to each proqram were also exa-

mined. 
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for mE.1.n y 

is 

fact t 

f s? 

SU 

to deal 

Chapter I 

IMTRODUCTIOM 

t of a ohol in h.i way crash.a~ has been cited 

ars as a con ti: ibu ting factor to these crashes. 

t individuals d ye aut.o•obiles after havinq· 

ol, 1~ti.c111ar1y w it. is a •idely known 

alcoh a d nt upon all of tbe body's 

Mo.i:e important, what is being done t.o prevent 

from occ What. effo.cts are being 11H1de 

fE~ctin~ly wi t.he American public, both frlith re-

to mirdmiz:i..ng such and with r~~qard t:o deterrinr; 

an i iv ar for: involvement in an alcohol-related 

'l'o prov 

and 

policy-

of programs. 

I:61ntly 

l 

h use .. 

ha.vicn:? 

a.tte.ntion to tlds timely social. issue, 

n is directed toward gathering some evidence 

'>ib.ich will he helpful to planners, evalua.tocs, 

and those charged with the imple•eRH.nttat.ion 

s cificalllf, there are many a.ppcoa.caes cur-

i l.emented whicb. atte•pt to reduce the loss of 

al ju.i::y, and property damage related to a.lco-

One approach centers around the handling of 

uals arrested foe iving while under the influence 

ilitative pr:ogcams have replaced t.he hoL Some 

1 
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tra i ffd.l SdilC of loss the driver•s license, a 

ja sentence, and a • 'l uestio:u .of interest. for 

this d sertation centers aroo the ef .fectiveness of these 

e orts - are effective in ameliorating 

g driver problem, and UiHie.r: what co.ndi-

ons and for what. type~ of indi viilua1s are they aost fee-

ve? 

i t l 

Ve t research undectaken. The role of alcohol 

11 ty. involvement in traffic crashes, 

some er vent ion f1,:n::ts, and atte11pts to 

te problem will introduced.. Th.is foundation 

1 pro a critical examination of a spec ic 

prr.>g:cam - the Alcohol Safut.y Action .Program - cu.r.cent.ly ut.i-

hout the country. 

hol has n a t of the American .society for 1u1ny 

The annual consumption of absolute alcohol• in 1880 

was 1 .. ga.1 person; one handced later, it was 

ute a.lcob.ol" refers to the amount of etnyl 
t alco.holic beverages.. Ethyl alcohol 

ient present distilled spir-
• .Aldwugh quantities vary vit.b.in each 

of alcoholic 
to ute 

{41.4);\I (12 .. 

the following percentages are 
alcob.ol: •listilled sp.iri ts 

C (4. 
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2. 71 1 M b aost of tbe increase occurciag 

dur.i t t~enty (U. s.. Department of ffealtb and 

Human services, 1981, 17) '" Rearty drink.lug may have had 

its roots t th century, as thia was a period of 

social a.nd tical change. A rit of individual-

tive !:'''" """ nd I s u1:>on egalitarian..ism 

a iil: 5 to Ye symbo 

on g to the 'H>int .I: 

as "barbeque la•• (Bocahaugh, 1979). Not only 1.lid 

9 in gr: cm give citizens the ling of inde pi;~nde11ce 

and rty, but all men were neq:ua.l bt;:fore the bottle, a-nd 

to use to (1.ti u such ref us al 

was 0 vi 

tea: other people'• {Roral.Jaugb, p. 151). 

:Ducing this t one ma :jo.c theme still lta vinq a.A impact 

This was upon indi vidual1sm in the 

one's dri.nking habits were seen 

d, a private - ma. tter. 't h.e i mposi-

n of i:estc ich would 

consom ion was v d as C(.mtrary to this ind.i vidualistic 

ID fact, vbat eae~ was the feeling that one had 

a n;c to , and that nothing ought to interfeEe with 

thi.s t.u 



ividua 

resulted in •any 

ated with alcohol. 

• and one's ucight" to 

tolerance for the abuse 

Amt:~rican lea de cs did search for 

lutioo" 

ai::ea of 

co 

attempt to 

1 sta 

do not 

Not only 

onal ri. 

te 

•ith the disruptive and other undesirable 

i 

ments .. 

lici.t 

ing .. A well-known •so-

made alcohol use the 

vior which has resalted in two 

such a.n ext.x:eille app£oac.b - the 

- bas reinforced the be.tta-

individualisl!l wher:ebf iruiivid.u• 

vi th the drink i.ng behavior of otJ1ers. 

vid ual.istic spit' it been iJlli te strong, 

t any or ts to assist. others in mooi.fyi1~9 personal 

!lldf iately be £~r<;e!i~f:l: as attempts 

inate letely a 11 drinking .. 

Just as t alcohol appt:~ars to be a virtu-

al • area for social intervention, so also 

0 ri t 0 of an i ividual to drin? an automobile.. The auto-

due to t 

!lith 

r:al to the li "ri~S of mao.y Amet:icaus 

., CcJnvenieuce, and i:ndependence as::.1ocia-

le use has becol!"= cent.ca.I t.o the life-

us, a the idea that it is a privilege to 

li to in tf!t: ve.n~~ with one's alcohol consumption habits 
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the apparent sane of iving an automobile. rurthar, 

t necessacy to te ,ui automobile is often iliini-

le and automatic £unction. In re-

ali , a variety of ls, from 

and r:ef time, are essential for the sa. op-

an 

i these lMo f unda~ental 

t for- this d 

d at an auto1I1ohile, and ma.f cause other:s no 

ii! after the consumption of alcoholic beverages if he 

or not dr Yet th.is person becomes a social 

sion Ls ma to drive an autoaobile aftec 

consu g h.ol. Since alcohol is a pressant, ceactlon 

nt. impaired, visual rception 

a.bility d, aoa coocdination Clear-

ly, one• .s a li to th: .a.n a utomabi su.<::cessf u11y, and 

thus sa concurrently, one•s chances of 

i in a crash ar(~ sigrlificantly increased af-

bar consumption dI:i s. 

·1·"' ·-
d.it 1 r.ts that such a d if.fie.ult a.rea for 

inter.vent.ion. rst, many (perhaps most; are reluc-

tant to intervene w h an vidual 1 s decision to drive 

of alcohol .. reluctance to 



ving ,behavior llel.s the per-

ina opriateness tervening with one•s drinking 

havior. 

IH)te-nt ial 

crash. Th may 

, individuals typically fail to acknowledge 

t mrn1 invalve11tEU1t in an automobile 

to a lack of knowledge about the de-

leterious ct of a upon driving abilities, 0.1: it 

11 u.e to a 

tua 

ling of immunity from any such tragic $i-

interveut 

t t it 

n in a particular sit.uatio.ri is 

a ilrug-affected 11ind ttia t is 

i the j g.mlH1t re'.:Jard g ving vbile intoxicated. 

Ho~ 

iv 

what 

g? 

oc to e intervention thus appear fail:' ly 

it 

tion of tb 

o.t: not there is a problem ¥itb drunk 

im.peC'ative tllat an uade.rstanding of 

m" ceached.. Then .. a cleaic def i-

problem must be made, as t.hat help!.; 

to t to~ard 

It cont 

of 

tions .. 

tb.at a pLoblem exists if an undue amount 

i.ng and economic hardship is pl.aced 

upon indi:v ua ls, or upon society as a whole.. as a result of 

act iv (in th case, driv.i.ng while intox.ica t-

} .. What lihether a particular level is ttundlle" 
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certainly '1 judg!tent aho11t ~hich inilividuals will di3a-

a tious influencing d ;;--

s occ uz:. I u a po tical set ting, t.ho assessm!l:°!U t of 

£'1?5 Ult in compi~tition with other issues also 

attAntioo and funding. 

How is t. icular issue drur1k driv 

It c:an looked 

deaths the extent of injur w ch are a result of i11-

to ted auto d vecs .. A re.lated approach is to de-

fine it in terms the <lollar value of this loss. Fro]'! a 

mo cal rs ive, one can argue that drunk driving crashes 

er~ng and that they should be elimi-

na ible .. From a ~ore rationalist 

one can sitaation of drllnk 

le., an{i that attempts can .be 

ma stent vi th this a.pproac.b. 

e ter• •accident" w discussinq al-

cohol-rela ccashes,. 

tion will occur regarding this .issue., a 

Cffi.\H!!OU is essential .. Alcohol's involvement. 

hi for 1aany years as a gni-

t factor. &n oft-cited study 



or to th r: ace 

a te 

to d. VP motor: 

ta 

of cont 

to invite 

nts .. 

'Wagons" had been dr:inkin9 pri-

author stated that "inebr~ates 

most incapable of all persm:ts 

9 palsy and diminisbed 

reason and the senses are c(~r-

aster in every attempt to guide such vag-

ons• ( in u.s. 11mnt Transportation, 1918, p .. 

3}.. 1~ General Accou ng fi.ce r-eport {1979) cited ce-

thi 

inq a 

do.ne 

all a.ut 

l.rnL .. 

1924 which sbo•ed that one-fourth to one-

accidents resu.lt~d from d.civers us-

b d a study in 1918 which examined 

cent t d vers who 

<:u11i found. that whereas 25 per-

crasbed ~ere drunk, only two 

rcerd.". of thos(~ not involved in crashes were drunk .. 

current research shows that a biqb proportion of auto•o-

ve been consuming alco-

In a 1971 Porum on Alcohol countermeasures 1 then-Sec-

retary Tra John stated that "it is a 

fa tha.t involved in to 60 percent. of .b.igh1fay 

fatali es, causi 

jur yt:•a. 

tha.t 

two-

t 

of:: t 

as as 10,000 deaths and 800,000 ia-

2). Vol that "it is a fact 

ers, not drinkers, cause at least 

dii~aths't (p. 2). added. that 11 the 1 

cause pe.t·cen t of the deaths can be 



identified, can be a , can co:ntr:o.lled0 (p .. 2) .. 

Fourth s u. s .. congress on Alcohol 

and tb (1981) concl that tt"affic a.ccidents are the 

major ca use of v th .. Between 35 and 64 percent ot 

vers fatal dents bad been drinking prior to 

55 percent of fatally in-

j ve.rs !iho d ir blood alcaho1 concentration 

(B .. A .. C.) a B .. A,,.C .. at least 0 .. 10 .. 

e B .. A. C,. o ... 
most states) was found. for fatally injm.:ed 

d vecs wbo were tested (latianal Bigh~aJ Traffic Safety Ad-

on, 1978) . 'I'he alco.ilol related-h.iqlntaf era.sh 

lft ly volves a <;• 

"' driver in. a siu9le vetdc-le 

g a f i ob)'ect on or off the road ilia y,. It occurs 

the morning on l1feekead .nights ~ 

a. t a irly lo~ tt 197.5,. 

Further, May and Mater observe that twee.n 45 and 60 per-

1 tal crasbes a young driver (under 20 

years old) ace alcohol-re 

proba ly no other area iu the of drug research. and re-

da erous t role of a drng as a pre-

ating factor in dangerous vior is so clear 

s is or1.e t prime areas vhece remedial action is die-

ta n (p.. 39) • 
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Alcoh is not y shown to b·~ associated with driving 

ace ts, hut clearly demcmst£ated to impair 

'I'ast Focce on Drunkenness cited 

that impairment is visible even at very low 

concPntrations a hol the blood .. Laboratory 

actual o on of motor vehicles on expeci!lental 

d courses t deteriocation of perf OL·mance occurs 

in ll'li:UlJ ve1s vious.ly considered mini-

to 0.04 percent. Impairmeut becomes ia-

er increasing amounts of alcohol in 

blood. At 0.10 icant :reportedly oc-

cur w vers ( t•s Co1u1ission on Law Enforce-

tion of Justice, 1967, p. 31). 

In humanitarian need to deal with this 

cost associated. with these alcoctwl-re-

la t.ed. crashes also an important factor. The u .. s .. Depart-

ment or Tr ortatian bas noted t long-term losses in so-

n •as given to the individual 

co.nsumption loss) attd to society 

'i ical costs, legal and. insurance fees, 

of iv y). To each fatal injucy bas been 

a cost of $ 1,000, :resultitlg in a total au.nual 

tion, 1978, p. 17) • 
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In s r:t 1 teJ automobile crashes can be 

co s attention - bov auch at-

tent rema s as a t far discussion. I.et us now t.urn 

to from recognition of this p.rob-

st, what to dedl with this ? 

1 how do v~rnt.ion ac ti vi fit into these efforts? 

~itb the e orts tb.at an::i occur:ri!HJ, how effective 

? one.::~ a r rmderstandin;j concepts is 

gained, some concrete for a specific research pI:oblem 

l th the drinkiuq dri ve:c problem 

upon t n forts of law enforcement 

In found guilty of driving while intox-

.I.I.) received a ne, a jail sec.tence, and/or a 

co'b.o.l in a.n 

se,u 

!.\ I t 
{D.!J.I ... ). 

•ro assist t enforcement efforts, 

veloped to determine the amount of al-

l variety of laws 

, impli.ed consent, and prelimina 

nse is labeled Driving Under the In-
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o.f efforts ve been developed to supplement 

these traditional T health approach focuses 

ons for drinking and includes re~a-

bi on p Public information and 

n ap aed at ightening the awareness 

of pub e nature of drinking and d.ri ving prob-

l advances comprise a fucth.er develop-

tltester:, dcun.k 

a hol saf for automobiles, mo.ni toring 

, a :nd s. 

Pa.ssa of tish Boad Safety Act in 1967 increased. 

n on the dcink g de in that country. 'l'his Act 

>ting while intoxicated could occur. It 

a :rest, roadside breath tests for 

l'fed in ts or tBovin9 violations.. The no-

i\ct, coupled with t.he publicized sue-

viau £; or-ts at controlling drinking and 

d g offenses dur: g the 1960 1 s, focused furt.hec at ten-

tion in the United States the growing unacceptability 

of ti methods used to l with similar offenses. 

s major concern arose regarding the continually 

g nu.m be.t of alcohol-related auto!ilobile deaths 0.11 

the na on 1 s b 
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In th count t hwa1 Safety Act, pas:;ed 

1 6, used u the issue of highway sa ty 

rt of th , the problem of the inking driver. A 

19 t to t ess by the Secretacy of Tra.nsporta-

tion i nt .i 

retary of Traasportat o dicated 

tus 

Nat 

a co ns countermeasure m to reduce 

death injury• (U.S. National Hig~••J 

y Bureau, 1970, I-i). 

us for such a co.aipr:ehensive and somewhat 

elnanated. from an et:ami.nation of the sta-

ing with this problem. In tite 

the Highway Sa y &ct, PresLdent Johnson 

ca uses (of traffic accidents) is 
f1., .Expert opinion is frequently 

to1:y confusing. Existing safety pro·-
ms are widely Government and pri-

vate efforts proc tel y without effective 
ination. There no clear assignment of re-

i ty at t Ft~deral level.. The allocation 
of our n~sonccez to high'llay safety is inadequ.ate 
{p.. 1). 

this s uation and to effectively 

societal context, the 

ic Safety Administration iaitiated 

a major na tio11a l alcohol p:t:oq.cam to deal 

the dr:ink q dr i.ver With ud.s, the Alcohol 

Sat ety Jl.ct Program was born. 
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was called a 0 systeas approach ... It 

oach because it combined 

litative, ucatioual, and in-

ional met. embodied in the Alcohol 

Proqr.am (.A .. s. A .. p,.} , encouraqed communities to 

i ude those counterm.easwces vidch they deemed to be desi-

rah if ic locality. The plan 

e lational Highway 

Bureau,, to ad.vice., assistance, and financial 

support to st+1tes a coam. attempting to implement 

juri ct ions received f u.ndinq- to get 

tia te{l du.ring the initial years of this 

time, countless other communi-

d A. S .. A. P"' rams or. similar proqrams 

ty of ti Evecy state has an effort of 

ling th indi vhiuals convicteii of driving 

un the influence. 

are found to underlying this pco-

gram, a:re cited itial description of the 

~\" .. S.A .. P .. rt {1910). First, it is assu:•ed that it is 

t.o sign reductit.>ns in alcohol relat-

i through a fllvell-designed and properly 
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i sented ogcam." Seco , it is assumed that leadership 

h can 

ird assu 

sures 

T 

1 

on. 

mented. at there must be a distinc"tion 

the proble1a d.ciuker is the 

Fourth, it is assumed that countermea-

proble11 will also have a de-

t 011 the heawy social ih:inker:.. nally, it is 

to have tet:·-agc-!:.ncy coordia.ation to tr-eat 

drivers. 

1 were identified as central to 

A.s.~.P. t. Picst, re nee to be thorough and 

accurate the problem dcittkf~C so tba.t ap-

coun termeastlres could i ntt~d botil pcioc to 

ing an a1:rest. The se1::ond. major element undez:ly-

A .. s .. A .. P. incl1.Hi*~d. q~:;:.isio~2 by the courts and licensing 

au orit rd the most appropriate va of dealing 

"'ith a con 

ii2.U to 

the in 

ly carri 

and 

ni ze 

ant .. 

al e.leaent vas !:!£-

g after drinking and to assure tiutt 

n to not dri and drive was actual-

the A.S.A.P. progxam envisioned fouc major 

to occur concurrentlJ. First, 1:esear:ch 

nq the specific role of excessive 

sa y was an essential foundation 
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point. llHJilSt.r:a t cit 

sec-

, ~duca.tion manpower development were neces-

sar-y .. ucation regard.in"} t.he true na-

thf.• d king dr: iver p t·o hli:~1tt and the nature of t.i!(~ 

late eu rcement forts that would l>t~ implemented .. Also im-

rt ant was tr of enforcement., co11rt, and otn-

so t t 'f llO!Jld fective in their 

countermeasure activit thir:d step involved the de-

ve nt ve A .. s .. A. P.. program at the local 

pro11ram assistance was vital so 

ip and funding for community efforts 

could 

t tified seven .specific 

lo llH~et thH o l pucpuses of reducin11 the .rule 

of as a causal factor in hi way fatalities and in-

j One objectiwe was to monstrate program feasi.bili-

a gy .. o.bject.1ve was to generate ma-

visibility across countcy, 

SU Ol't a 

w.:.~n~ to be sti mula t.ed to de-

ams more 1Nidely in a comprehensive IH.nnec .. 

lrnot r was to save and .reduce injuries in 

invo GO!l:UlU.Di Pifth, an object~ve was to study 
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e VE~ multifacetedu countermeasures pco-

xth ob was to evaluate cost effectiveness 

of s f counlecmeasures a groups of couoter•easures. 

tta1ly, au oll ument t..he legal, ad.mioistra-

tive, a it 1 prob ms associa th implementation 

countermeasures. 

t~stablishment of a concrete, multi-fa-

ned to combat tile problem of drunk dri v-

i h ari.der the global approach of 

1 n il top to attt:rntion is now <.U.rected. 

of the A. s .. A. P. approach, as 

well as those found traditional arts, appear to be 

simp e is also a substantial e:le-

ment of m:::pora In fact,. "•letecrin.g fu tare 

misconduct t.he pri pal ot criminal sane-

ins, xi) .. 

of ti i viduals activities wh.ich would 

lead to a prob ma tua ti on in vol viug them and 

s - ct:ntral to this counter.measure activity 

T 

lo do so wi n the context of our society .. 



~ith 

;_u::.tan 

a () 

from 

SU 

d vec, the desice is to mo-

not take behavioral approach. may em-

ous or altei:native tcanspoctat:.ion 

ts.. For the actual drinking driver, prevention 

m i at at ntification and .t·e.moval 

b ays, arrest, 1, finE:s, opera.tor's license 

on ; a ud l i tat ion so tJla t such p roble.ma tic be-

havior does not recur .. 

ive .. 

in 

norms are 

hh!' rcenta 

forts are not ted to .be col!lplet1;~l:r 

e at tet1t 

Of 

is to mini.mize, to the extent possi-

d and d.r.i ving: behavior:,. Even 

ws are stringeiit and the social 

ving whilt1 into11:icated, a ncJta-

do, in fact, drive under the in-

nee alcohol .. 

As just observed, any approach for dealing with the 

must focus upon I!H>re than the indi-

tar1t tba t t.h€.~ individual be cons id-

g dri7er 

victual - it 

u t 

includt:~s such 

e:nts, a.nd 

si l 

overall societal framework~ 'l'hi.s context 

mHnts as enforcement officials, judicial 

tation process'P..s.. Further, it .i.{lcludes 

ent that society's valaes call for aore tban 

drinking driver (potentLal or actu-
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to deal lll'ith t indiv ual f1irlz. In 

on individual rights, there are lb.lits on 

str u tariao decision-•aking. Siailarly, there 

1 ,1nd .... constcaints on questions th.at ca.n be> 

d inf<n-mation that can be gathered. For example, 

I as d vered (1974}, potent.ial high-r 

can identif at time that a driver's li-

cense it appropriate and desb:able to impose 

t 1 coustrai npon the indi vitlual prior to the is-

suing of the license? 

Another: t underlying deter:rence efforts is the dis-

t between ptive and proscriptive elements .. 

ve a s are those which provide nor•s and 

Frankel and Whitehead (1979) observe 

at n racte by 

ini te presc:a:i 

d nking 

{p.. 1 ,It the combination of t~e two elements ~hich is 

atence of either one singly seems not 

to t 

is a r dich.ototty for viewing the prevention 

of the g dciver behavior. From one 
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ior? Ite111s ud 

recocd, the public embar-

l having au accide.ut, the fi.naricia.l 

.r , and violation of a law. Alternatively, 11ltat are 

ton:; 

a roval, 

a. conces:n t 

tiona.l deter:rHnce 

t ll .. S.lt .. P. ap 

h. te to g!!QQB.£!!~ responsible behavic:>r? 

sa ty, 11ell-lH'?ing of at.hers, and 

1- can be included. Tradi-

foc upon the f<.u:•er method; 

the recognition tbat addi t.ion.al 

be attei!tpted .. 

T broa 

nnt. that 

dri 

f <}Cti V el 'J 1 W 

whi 

of rl.·en t strategf vas an ackno'W-

a.1 sanctions al:>ne are not sufficient to 

m ot drunken driving.. Individuals 

intoxicated need to be dealt with. ef-

()!l came t.b.at 

ic cnrn personal social context. Becog-

sanctio1rn often do not effective1y 

at the 

ul e 

'l'l:u1s,. 

ons -

and t 

e 

iv 

tic behavior. Attempts need to be direct-

v idual a.nd focused upon the reasons 

behavior. Specifically., rehabilita-

as a critical compatu!nt of any 

ts focused upon two tlistinct. popu-

pub lic {tbe tent.ial dri11king driv-

actually involved in dcinkiag and drivi&g he-
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havior .. and Hawkins observe tbat "drunk driving is 

a crime 14hich has not traditionally col!lmanded much public 

at ten or priority" (p .. 

COiibin tJ observation with 

tors, of t A~rica11 population can be 

as nt of fen approaclles utilized 

wi for driving while in to~ica ted have 

rehabilitation,. 

se a have as a.ill a deterrtrnt effect ai th 

tb p ulations - the al public and those involved in 

di: iu 

Narrow mo re ly 

of the l.S. P. progca•, fective are th.e.se effoct.s? 

why is it. important t.o ex:amine th.is progra.m•s effecti11e-

'!f 11<uch emphasis upon this rehabili-

tation a acb to help cect the probh:J'!tat.ic drunk dr:iv-

i tu n .. Signi a mour1 ts of f u11di ng are used to 

t th am .. Furt.aer, much ort di.rected to 

t.raini i v to bilitat.e convicted drunk dr.i v-

ers .. If !!'.! indeed, not effective in dealing 

iii th prob m. {or not as effective as it could be), 

tbeu both et.fort are ing wasted. 
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tant tiHUl th.es<~ factors the celiauce by the 

p s program. Dcunk driving does cause 

tragic loss of al injury, and property damage. 

from leqisla tors and admin.istr a-s at a.11 , 
tors to tizen and. eveu the drinking d1:iver, Q.Q. wish to 

ha.Ve this Ce As individuals and. il;S a society, 

we to 1mplement a which are effective in 

1.le g thi.c; pr: ob If out: soc ty truly does uot 

wi we d nk.ing 

i t thH m 

vers on the highvays, it is vitally 

ms chosen to deal with t.bese iudi-

v be car to termine wheth-

ec or: not ng the job lifh.ich. they purport to do .. 

n of 

cont ued atior• of a vit soGial p:rogra.:11. ie need 

to ~no11 :w th er to continue such efforts in their present 

I ions should made which will 

ho 1 in hei:bi~t' meeting the cestab.li.shed goal of reducing 

iv 

sev<.n::al 

tittion of 

Act n 

who 

ect. 

n conv 

T 

d 

u.g further, i mpo:ctan t to u.nderstand 

the development and .implemen-ch 

litation° portion the Alcohol Safe-

f assumption is that indiYiduals 

dLU driving can, indeed, be re-

in an education.al a.ppC'oach is very 
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sti:onq. Concut.:l:~rntly, one 11HJ.f ar:gue thdt t11e educational 

ap is a Hsoftn oz: not very stringent ll!li'Urner of dealing 

iver. one hears calls for sen-

tences a. tory loss of license f:or the cirunt d:ci Yer,. 

Whatever sta one takes,. the import.ant: issue is one o.f 

.iudi conv.ict.ed of driving while 

n ovided a rehabilitation opportunity. 

to im their later involvement iu 

ancI vior. Depending on the assessed 

made to Level I (w!1 h is cu.rren non-existent in Virgi-

nia, its com n incorpor:ated into Level II),. 

JJeve l II ( in viduals classified as social drinke.rs) , or 

Level III or: t cla as alcoholics or with exten-

sive dcink s) ,. 

small- oop format typically include inforaation, dis-

cussions, ual awareraess, and group processing; the 

ns typicallJ supplement the aforementioned 

i i ual counseling. 

t h.ese re.hahili ta tion approach.es.. '!'wo 

to a more complete und.e.rstand-
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, only a few evaluat forts have been under-

ta in <1tt>::' ts to provide insight on this topic,. Second, 

those evalu£1 ve s have to de11u::>nstcate concln-

vely Ollf a litat.i(m programs impact upon par-

pants as t do. 

Globetti (1975) com upon a review of drug education 

ii!S i Il 

d nxami 

serves that 

neral, observing that only six of the one hun-

of :evaluative effort .. He on-

situation vas even worse in the tield of al-

cohol (as contrasted with drug) ucation. 

methodologic 

ni 

son 

nt cha 

the d 

for mean 

f r:om issues 

duals .. 

ceason this dearth evaluation is the 

ficulty in 

s in atti 

nt iu t.ryi.ng to detect sig-

behavior. A related rea-

ulty ha1ing an equivalent control group 

com risons'" This latter difficulty results 

r:ness and comparable treatment of indivi-

hons, Lehowi tz, and Blake ( 1976) observe t Ve 

controlled expeI:imen.ts ca.u he 

thus wt: rely upon r.:elat.i vely "weakn 11tethods of 

native researcb. note further that, until recent-

asors in the area of corrections ly, gi 

by tcial and t?-rror and by i.ntui tioo., '* result-

in bliss.ful igno.cance of ·pro-

sta cs 11 • .JO 9). 
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these methodological constt'a.ints, reseacch 

evi po ts in several directions,., Eval-

t:?s can be found which demonstrate a significant 

in vidu at tit for a peu:iod of ti Ille 'fl: Oat 

tltrnths to th n~e years .. Some studies even shov that par-

nts abil.itation program actually ei:b.ibit 

than non-participants ... Al-

though the researcb ta te11d to favor the constructive i11-

pact lita tion ef ts, U:ie evidf.H1ce, as discussed 

er II, do*~s not point unequ ivocably to this concl u-

What, , do we ow? One important finding that 

s to bH a d ntiation between social drinkers 

and m rs. T reason foe separate treatment ap-

i "' ' >;;> upon the di.ffe:ren t needs of these indi~i-

diJ.als. c•s often-cited. nrnearcb. of 1967 .s.l1oiis a di.f-

in the pattern of stress and deviancy in the 

nds rnaay o.f Ui.om:! convicted .for driving while in-

toxi. 

ca only occasionally, others may do so on a more .regular 

C'\'!! b"~tween th.e social drinker and. the 

it dri.nk.er has ident d as important in tlie 

A.S ... A .. P .. 

II and Level III tceatments. Some indi~iduals •ill 
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th t 1 ch of simple infor•a-

t.ion-sha.ring, others need personal counseling to 

d et ly h factors underlying their inking 

and/or d nting and driving vioc·. 

To 

ita forts, rational analysis of the topic is 

inition is the first es-

sent also 

additional iaportance is a 

clear sta at what rehabilitation efforts are in-

d to (i.e., reduce recidivism, reduce driving whi 

into uce alcohol-:cela ted crashes),. As 

Hoss observed in 1973, "if we ace not 

j analysis assumptions and the evi-

I we shall contiBU.e to motu1t 

h. are costly 

whicb vel and application 0£ ef:fect.iV'e 

t measure effectiveness? With 

ti it even possible to consider 

meaoin ol evaluation efforts? How does one avoid mounting: 

ia money, time and effort"? f:iov 
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can oiu~ i1n litation p:COIJl:'<UR so that it will 

l impact upon the optimal nu1tber ot , 
utilize the resources in the most cost effective way possi-

O!H.' <1 

l va 

h 

a <ll~rnner: w hic.h is co:nsis tent '¥Tith est..J.b-

{ 1974} tQ cha 

d by Brown, Zelhart, and Schurr 

the overall evalua ti l>ft"! approach u.s.~d .. 

evaluative model typically employed in that 

rams for alcohol-impaired drivers has 

It L. "4 Consistent ilitb objectiori.s alred.dy 

no , s ar~ observed to have been ad ltOG and 

without uate ex.per iment.a 1 controls,. They suggest th.at a 

mo.re a te 'J Ut2!.stion for eva lua ti ve or ts is "ho~ can 

we im program so t t its 

sub-ob 

Th m 

ct es 

•ajor objectives and 

r:ealizedn {p.. 751} 1 

Model." This approach d an "Improve It. 

i:Hu sizes c::>n tinuous itaprovement of existing proqrams and a 

full t.ion 

any n~ha t 

of a s 

the complexity of elements involved ia 

process# 

ion .. 

contra.st. to the ateasc.u;ement 

This ap oach tits with the concerns noted abo:1e ie-

met.hods of evaluative resea.cch 

(1976) • These writers suggested ra 

q r 

by 

at 0 a con 

tively 

€t al .. 

Sf:t of observations on program i.mpact., 
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grow g out of several k S Of I • research techniqu:es, 

a better confident conclusions than VOJ!ld 

the resu from OiH~ od alone" (p. 319). 

To at tempt to uct:i mu.ch of the uncertainty s1u:rounding 

nrnltid ti V'l:~ •l.pproach is proposed. Ack now-

le g both t methodological problems in.he.cent. in any 

regarding tbe 

upon 

d 

know le 
;h,, •. , i 

ses ut 

relevant, 

ries of i 

m .• 

qualita 

... 

t 

q in 

Pu rt 

not 

v 
l 

s 

ld !ti 

m f ot: not 

to gather more conclusive evi-

ign which combines quanti-

nts will utilized foe th 

d approaci1es will add to existing 

the reba:bil.itation effort 

tbose inti.mat.ely involved with 

nature of the quantitatiie analy-

our understanding of tbe factors 

nt, fo.r inc:r:ease'l effectiveness of 

yields, as we shall see, a se-

an d impact upon the parti-

ng a large portion of the drinking 

y them, but also other citizt:ns11 



REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

To hi_ni to ass~~ss more appropriately tD.e attempts 

utilized to l with dri ng driver prob lei!!, an anal y-

s ty of surrounding this issue is need-

ing that it is hu1H1n factor, in coutct:ist 

con tions, roadway elements, and autoao-

tive mal tions, which t primary cause oi accid.-;.nt~s, 

one s to to ad just meats in human he-

ha i 1:1 or r to minimize Bllt it is not 

iru; dlone icb is of significant coa-

cern. s 
t, i driving and. speeding11 a.re ngenerally 

alcohol~ {May and Baker, 19i5, 

p. 144), focused attention tot human error is vital .. 

A v ty nts iii. hu~ari behavior are appropr:iate 

for: ga g th nding. First, a brief loot at typ-

; .... tox how alcohol is sho•a to f ect 

# is d 

pair ity to dri11e, w·ill be sub.st.an-

a th Also to be examined are the 

ntyp n of ili found in alcohol-celated au-

to era es .. In tion to traditional demographic 

29 
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racterist s, one's o inking chacacteristics will 

shown to hH of iciUlt rt .. 

this chapter will include so~ in-

t uctory comaeots cega iog a prevention philosophf. De-

terrence e orts of a general a specific nature ~ill. be 

indi vid na 1-

it: for a more b:ro-a.dly-based deter-

called fl'..u:, as tcarli t.iona1 general preven.-

t approac s are noted as uf fic n.t to address tt!e 

prob m. A broa r: focus wh incl the decision-ma ng 

enviromJH:rnt, a aot just the drinking tuation, is recom-

T Si':'!ction prowi further attention to the 

t condit ch tend to result in problemmatic 

d.!~ 

, it to learn what eff octs 

ve at ted to deal !ifit:h the drinkiD 1:J driver pro.b-

lem, and how ef these attempts have been. First to 

-.;;,xa ned vi be the lega approach. Included in 

tbis ace tra tional, primarily punitive sanctions. Deter-

rence, a central element of the philosophf underlJing the 

a rm1ch, has several cmnponent:.s of its ov:n wbich 

ti veness of er,afo1x:ement 

th€:~ united states and abroad, will be 

hi 
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This examination will also include the the Alcohol Safety 

Action Proqram and other general rehabilitatioa efforts. 

The back9round of this comprehensive intervention program, 

inclttding its goals, objectives, and general approach, are 

included in this section. Cited will be research studies 

which both support a.od criticize tile effectiveness of this 

approach. Other rehabilitation efforts siailar to the 

A.S.A.P. approach are cited, with attention again being pro-

vided to observations regarding their effectiveness. iforthf 

of note vith these research exaainations i.s the fact th.at a 

variety of different criteria is utilized for deteraiainq 

effectiveness. Innovative approaches are also cited in this 

section. 

Then, a brief look at what can be learned froa drug and 

alcohol education programs will be aade. The experiences of 

educators and programmers with regard to group size and ge.n-

eral format are cited. Attention is also given to the ef-

fectiveness of these approaches. Further, so•e brief coa-

aents based on learning theory are aade. 

The program evaluation literature shoa.ld also be brief.lJ 

reviewed to provide some foundation for the de9'elop11ent of 

an appropriate research methodology. This will be done at 

the beginning of Chapter III to serve as an introduction to 

the methodology designed for tais dissertation. 
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How is it. t t ohol af ts formanct~, and 'llfho is typi-

ciilly invo1v in alco.hol.-rela.ted era.sh.es? As just indicat-

, ner:ally occur due to some hu11an error - there 

fection. of S;lnte type which results in 

often ha•an loss. one needs to understand bet-

ter t miFrn,t s to some adjust.,ment to 

Alcohol k.uo'irn to be a pressant. As such, it slows 

al a mental functions. Attwood, Wil-

ill (1 0) su••arize nerally accepted find-

aico by observing that it "i1tpairs the 

ahil dciving 0 (p. 623). 

for t pa. ment is that udriving is uot a simple task 

by one vat' iabl~~. Instead, it is com-

a n r 

(p. 624). Inane er , Larrell (1977) observes that 

four t have been done regar:ding the impair-

ts at: alco on dr.i rformance: 

nt rates <l comparing intoxication levels# laboratory 

testi with: d n a.ssumed relation to traffic safety, perform-

ing ng a simulator}, 

courses.. fie reaches a similar conclu-

et .. ¥ commenting that all four kinds of 
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research conclude that 0 a twl impaiJ: dt:iver perfor-

Jones a Joscely n {1978} are a b.it less conclusive, ob-

lHJ that 1~ exact nature a extent of the impaicment. 

and its ue of or:c urr:ence amo1u;1 ferent imli vid uals 

at yiveo B~A.C.sJ cannot stated" {p. 25) .. They cmitinue 

sta ng an explicit relatiouship, it cannot 

said p ved impairilien.t affe.cts t 

a lity 0£ having an aato•obile accident" (p. 25). 

wi t basic lt that a.lcohol serves to 

i dr.i vi even if exact linlrn. s a.re not knoiin, is 

to 

and 

tween ty iv uals is needed. •social drinkers• are 

wbom alcohol is an a.ccepteti aspect of inter-

act.ion.. and wnorli alcohol not cause any interfer-

ence .. 

round hu!llan interaction, daily 

liv , or c events. It ould noted that an in-

div Udl dci on one occasion, yet be a 

measure Concentration {B.A.C~) is 
tl on the (in g.ralt'ls) the amount of alcohol in 

a givf.~ll volume 100 milliliters) of blood.. Thus, if 
ividnal .01 grams of alcohol in a sa.mple of 

a volumf~ 100 milliliters, the a ... A.C.. would 
as 0.1 w/v .. 
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problem drinker at another time. Individuals classified as 

"alcoholics" have a physiological addiction to the drag al-

cohol, and there is typically significant interference with 

daily functioninq. 

Ray and Baker ( 1975) find that the individual involved in 

an alcohol-related crash is typically •aale,. yoang, unaar-

ried, and a manual worker" {p. 1114). Fifty perceat of the 

individuals studied by these researckers had been driYing 

less than ten minutes, and th.ey were typically dr:iYing from 

a friend's home to their own home. "The accident typically 

involves a single driver in a single vehicle striking a 

fixed object on or off the roadway. It occurs late at: night 

or early in the morning on weekend nights •. The accident oc-

curs at fairly low speeds" (p. 141J). Jones and Joscelyn 

(1978) find that sex is one of the best differentiators of 

indiYidaals involved in alcohol-related era.sites - •ales are 

predominant. Jones and Joscelfn caation against any hasty 

judq11ents., however, observing- that "this is due aore to the 

fact that the •en drive aore than voaen (especiallJ after 

drinkinq) than to any inherent difference betaeen sexes in 

tolerance to alcohol" (p. 31). 

Focusing on the age variable, Jones and Joscelya (1918) 

observe that persons aqe 20 or less are less likely than 

other individuals to be a11on9 drinking driYers. Persons 



over.: 60 aliio to be represented .. The re sea re b. of 

"ay ao Baker couclodes t t young drivers (defined as 24 oc 

o:ctionately re irt alcohol-related 

t and the oldest idoals are found 

of ten t n a mo:ng ih:inki nq d.ri vers ... Their re-

"youn 20 or less, where the cited 

Ba :t fines nyouug" as 24 or less. 

1 , Jones aud Josee lyn ( l 978) 

again provides any convicing evidence 

at n •n:l,. race,.. income, or education has any 

s tionsbip to alcohol-crash risk" (p. 

note t, although marrif~d individuals also com-

la tefl vi\luals comf:ris-e a hig:Aer pe.rcen-

ta ng the 

di:f: at: ween marital stat.us and age as the primary 

i. luentiaI 

An unusual finding is made by Brewer and Sando• (198C), 

o observe that cr.:«sh-iinrol ved drivers vho had d blood-al-

ol ·concentration than D.05 were more likely to 

VO in some ry activity titan the non-

s. Specifically, these individuals had 

betrn eating, 1 ting a cigaret , or turning to talk with a 

ssen at the t t ace t. Also of interest is 
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a finding by Waller (1974) that there is an over-representa-

tion of smokers in crashes of all levels of severitJ. 

One major causal factor in alcohol-related crashes is the 

type of drinker - social drinker, problem drinker, or .alco-

holic. Problem drinkers and alcoholics, commonly believed 

to comprise 10% of the Onited States population, account for 

a disproportionate number of alcohol-related crashes. Tae 

President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Adainistration 

and Justice observed in 1967 that perhaps forty percent of 

the drivers responsible for fatal automobile crashes can be 

diagnosed as alcoholics. This observation is coafiraed by 

Sandler, Palmer, Holman, and Wynkoop (1974). Zyl11an (1976) 

cautions that the role of alcoholics in crashes bas been ex-

aggerated, and that. other stress fact.a.cs often int.eract with 

a driver's alcoholism to result in behavior •hich leads to 

crashes. 

Nonetheless, it is apparent t.b.at there is a dispropor-

tionate number of alcoholics and problea drinkers involved 

in highway crashes. It is also worthy to note that there is 

a greater tendency for crash-involved individuals to Aave a 

prior arrest for driving while intoxicated than is found in 

the overall driving population. Waller (1967) notes a gen-

eral pattern of stress, deviancy, and aultiple convictions 

with a significant proportion of those involved in alcohol-
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He concl es t t an a 

nature w l not be 

h wbicb is strictly punitive iD 

we in deterring future behavior of 

dri 

when 

into.x:ica tecl.. T i•plication of this is that, 

~i pro 

rent fro:!l1 

drinkers or alcoholics, an ap-

t.hat with social driukers would 

a te .. 

'ibis obse n is f1.u:ther supporttHl by an experiment 

ne by Pocock and Landauer {1980). researchers 'i ues-

t 

ca 

C:Jn 

\jUilt tb.t') 0 

r:ela v<:~ 

the 

ing d vers ~iay 

may u a 

t r~: w 01Jld be any difference in the assess-

ty of puni sh.ooent .for driving while intoxi-

divid ua ls who and who had not. been 

for this offense. Their result.s are 

ih:~velopuuant of progcams designed to mini-

(p .. 

found that **in place of feelinq m~~ 

tends to regard his t.ransqcession as 

111) .. Furth.er, u puni.shlllent, in-

to h pen" {p. 111). This group of drink.-

ca. y 

by 1 sanctions, and thus 

approach. for treat-
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A PREVENTION MODE 

With this brief introduction into the nature of drivers in-

volved in alcohol-related crashes and tae iapact that alco-

hol does have upon driver performance levels, attention is 

now focused upon the ways of preventiaq these crashes. By 

vay of historical perspective, it is worth obserrinq that 

the breadth of alcohol-re1ated problems was noted in 1872 

when the commonwealth of Virginia established its Board of 

Health. one of the Board's five aajor requirements was the 

following: 

It shall be the duty of the Board • • • to eKaaine 
into and report what is the effect of the use of 
intoxicating liquor as a beveraqe, upon the indus-
try, happiness, health and lives of the citizens 
of the state, and also what leqislati.on, if any is 
necessary in the premises (reported in Chafetz and 
Demone, 1962, p. 110). 

Tvo general types of prevention actiYities caa be found -

those directed toward the general public and those dealing 

vit.h individuals convicted of driving while iatoticat.ed. 

The former type of activities, coaaonly labeled g9n9{al i;ht-

terrence, eaphasize the discourageaent of citizens froa 

driving after drinkinq. Sp~gitic s}eterrenc9 approacaes ea-

phasize the reduction of recidivisa rates for J>.IJ.I. offen-

ders. The importance of considering the general deterrence 

activities is that there is undoubtedly soae carryover fco11 

the general public to the individual offenders. Further, 



some ins bts into the deterrence approach will be 

tmen t. of specific deterrence a p-

f or-t:s. 

rn an overall sense, gent:~ral prevention efforts have for 

rs been of two ty (Gusfield, 197&). 

used. upon th.e physical facilities, environ-

i ons, conditions surrounding the sale of 

alcohol Included in this dt:e pricing stl'.11c-

ta ulatious for bars, advertising stan-

sa 

ty lly llpo.n the ind.iv ual dir~1ctly., as the at tempt 

to rsonal decisions regarding drinking. 

Found with ar:e gal aspects (drinking age, driving 

into standards) and educa-

tio.nal e ments (advertising / iufor:mational materials) ... 

sevnra1 s ace found t.ti this geReral prevention 

a in numerous ca.lls r a more broadly-

based eventio:n when~as th.is traditional approach 

to d le for pceventi.ag alcohol-re-

ms, it v d a.s insuf.ficient to :meet ef fee-

t by alcohol in the American so-

with t general p.Leveut 
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t t there is the underlying d&sumption of c-

.feet ion .. .Ba (1971) f it "surprising to find pldDS 

an implicit "assu•ption that t~e 

ver can be educa I leg ted. or forced to perf or:m 

ys ies wi the vehicle, witk the 

hig ~ith tile driver, and because law enforce11:1eut 

will imperfect, crusades and 

we i i v uals ifill ve no problem in identi-

a Green ( 19BO) carry this thinking somewhat 

f ing t. much research regarding illegal be-

t dividuals vill view a particular 

uall y SE:' vere. y suggest that a.ttent.ion must be 

not only to tors w 

1 (such a.s legal punish-

t eat. approval and a moral conulliitment. 

to the law), but also to !!Ot!,.va!:_ing_ factors (such as ano11ie, 

to 1fiant subcultural norms, and blocked oppot'-

attention d later in this diapte.r: 

to of A ... s. A. P.. and other .rehabilitation 

programs, it will be that ividuals .respo11d in di.f-

l marw1::•rs to t se approaches ... 
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Another limitation with traditional general prevention 

approaches is found with t.he iaaqe portrayed of the D.i.I. 

offender. The drinkinq driver, observes Gusfield (1981), is 

typically portrayed as •drunk... Gusfield st.ates that "ea-

bedded in the DUIA • legislation is tb.e iaaqe of the • ki.ller-

drunk' and the hostile, antisocial menace• (p. 129). The 

emphasis is upon the drunken driver, ratlaer than upon the 

behavior of driving after having been drinking. .Partlaer, 

the drunken driver is generally characterized as an alcohol-

ic or problem drinker. While it has been silo•• that there 

are disproportionate numbers of such individuals involved in 

alcohol-related crashes, this should not, notes Gus£ield, 

remove all attention from the social drinker. With this 

traditional focus, "the social drinker was taken of£ the 

hook" (p. 80). 

An additional problem found with the traditional preven-

t.ion approach is the underlying belief that once a policy or 

program is agreed upon, the results will easily follow. 

Baker (1971) states uneguivocably that •it is not possible 

to legisla·te safetJ" (p. 123). The liaitaUon centers 

around the iaplementati3n of the policy or proqraa. Hore 

specifically, since there are over 33,000 governaental agen-

cies having some jurisdiction over soae part of the highway 

4 DUIA is another label for D.i.I., as it stands for Driving 
while Under the Influence of Alcohol. 



tero. (Ba • and nee there are numerous otb.er.s involved 

in var U~i t es of litation efforts, 

y forthcoiting unless there is the 

f u • ca ty, and commitment to carry out the pro-

Th :ct C SU by KellHr (1976), who sug-

goals used by the Center of Alco-

hol St actively, but rat.her have 

mo.re use we ha veu 1 t learned how to pr even t 1• {p. 

te (1976) •oves this line th.inking furthe.r:, ob-

voluntary and official ageucies 

to the re re-building p.cocli v.i ties both 

t rd 

tua tion than whether· or not the pur-

th 

(p.. 1 j .. 

does th t~Xi'U!l ation of co11u1u>n assumptions 

ti f cl prob S l~d Ve !JS? I;;; there .any approadi 

c1n:rently beinq h attempts to move beyond so11e 

o.f Sf.~ itatio 

ich t "problem" is fcaaed affects tbe 

"solu ons. u GusfielJ ( 1976) contends that na 
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common mode of conceptualizinq the relation between drinking 

and driving problems • • • has unwisely curtailed the de-

velopment of nev approaches and restricted tae reemergence 

of useful past approach.es• (p. 268). Be furtller observes 

that "methods of prevention • • • have depended chiefly upon 

the character of the problea as it aas been perceived by 

those devising the policies" (p. 268). Be concludes that 

"the way in which drinking proble11s haYe been conceptualized 

in the United States has unprofitably liaited the range of 

potential prevention policies• (p. 270). and calls for the 

development of a creati•e climate for the careful assessment 

and implementation of new and old approaclles for dealing 

with the problem. 

One broadly-based prevention approach is referred to ex-

tensively in the literature on alcohol and drinking prob-

lems. This has as its core an e11phasis upon the whole per-

son and tae deYelopaent of appropriate life stills. Central 

to this "lifestyle approach" is an e:xall.ination of 11ay indi-

viduals have alcohol-related problems. Traditionally• the 

foc11s has been upon the drin~ing situation rath.er than upon 

the oYerall ~~Qblea situation. Stated in another way, the 

drinking behavior may actually be syaptomatic of underlring 

problems. The Task Force on Responsible Decisions About Al-

cohol {1977) concludes that the focus ought to be on daily 
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fr1 ly and car:1:~er activities, as these often un-

th~:; b1et'ls t t .may result in the misuse of alco-

'I 

tory 

rs drink 

{ 1977} identify five categories of 

set tht:.? staiJe for alcohol consumption 

rst, 

.. 
nature, 

aracteri 

If 

l factocs include boredom, social 

conflict, stress, model.iag, a.nd 

t of influential fact.ors are 

stress and its coatext, and 

Thi.rd, na9atLve self-th.oughts, 

g lt-:celated i1:ieas comprise cog-

situational factors suca as time, ng 

common cues (e.g •• advertisements) 

serve as another b 

=tors - consumpt 

for probh~ms,. .Finally, physiological 

to n, reduce ph.y sic al dis-

t, or: al vi ti1dra1.iHll ::iymp toms - may he a ca ta-

to 

mil a 

hol p ms. 

, SLcaus {1976} cit•:!!S t.he nq_nest for tranquility 

foe increased p~ob ms alcohol use. To him, dlcohol 

l security due to :in-

i , rapidly accel~r:atin 11 c~ange, altered roles 

and status of women, ting sexual moi:·es, alienation o.f 

destruct.ion, and concerns ~ith yo I t eat 
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occupational obsolescence and meaninglessness. Options for 

dealing with this "quest for tranqnilit.yn have been, for 

many people, "so 11eager and unfulfilling that alcohol obli-

vion has emerged as the major state of existence on even-

ings, weekends, or vacations, or during all aonvortiag per-

iods" (p. 45). 

As Chafetz and De11one observed in 1962, •alcohol. shoald 

not be singled out for special significance aad defined as a 

magical substance to meet all needs and all problems" (p. 

233). In a related observation, Mosher and Wal.lack {1979) 

comment that although the specific effects of advertising 

alcohol are unclear, it does appear that. the alcollol prod11ct 

advertised is being promoted as being capable of .satisfying 

tae needs or desires of the consumer. 

iha t is needed is a prewention approaca vllica focu.ses 

upon responsible decisions about life eYents as we11 as 

about alcohol use. Responsibl.e decision-sating about life 

events includes an emphasis upon general decision-making, 

communications, values clarification,. coping with stress,. 

problem-solvinq, interpersonal relationships,. and leisure 

activities (Task Force on Responsible Decisions About Alco-

hol, 1977). Miller and nastria (1977) sagqest. teaclainq in-

dividuals alternative ways of coping with people, places, 

situations and feelings. They argue that if individuals 
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some soc tuations, there •ill be no need for 

excess e drin ng. Geant {1972) calls for an e~phasis upon 

pro vi 11th !iitb. a more self-actualizing, self-estee.m 

ding environment. With t creation of a healt.hy envi-

ronment and Sf)Lf:-attit I will be less a tendency 

an in ua 1 to ~}.ng age in d.t~struct.ive hehavioi: .. 

the l 1 lls approach to respousi-

alcohol, Gusfield (1976) pro-

to create a public at•osphere 

11 that ace~ rate, e, a.nd rE~sponsihle drinking and, 

by so doin to dimin h cultural significance of heavy 

d e major pattern drinkiu.9 and nonconforming 

• 27 8) • He asserts that a focus upon respoii:si-

be vi ors is important so tl1a t drinking does 

not become an over i focus of a ttent.ion ;for a g.roup. 

Cons nt iii th t is encou.rage~ent of nrespon-

sihle dri irt•J nits one makes the choice to drink« 

(Glo 1975, p .. 10 1) .. nespon:o3ibility for this emphasis 

rE:sts as a COl!_lil U!tlli r ility, as •ino single agency is 

n (Globetti, 1975, 99) -

Tht:! f OCUS ted in th p1~e·1Hrntion effort is thus 

of a healthy, adjusted, respoasible in-

mpl y upon a responsible drinker. 
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dnd st vi for w 

yond attac ng alcohol proble~s 

of :ceducing the111 - the approach is one 

ultimate causes which tend to underlie of sear:c out t 

USt'! and usive ~in•:l behaviors. 

In itE> t OV<':: 

as upou tfre n 

u.nd,. Bacon { 19 

lming amount o:f li texature touting 

lit y,,. sol.lie notes of caution 

rves that evidence is lack.intJ 

t:~ducational programs desiq.ned to pre-

} 

th cd to t 

vent a ol p.coblelills have met their desired results~ One 

e reason this, he obse:CVf2S 1 is that their purpos-

es are entified terms of the long range 

t, \o#l:u~reas £.P1i:!lu~itions are typically done within a limit-

ed time 

f ica , 

Sever 

Wbi 

tiuit 

., P['OllUC\"!d ll!i:liL d 

he no t 

i 

a na l I:e 

(1979) also notes tbat little 

to promote "responsible 

attitudes.. More signi-

st.rah"!d attitlldinal chanqe 

b~havioral cliange .. 

dlrectf;d toward qeneral pr-e-

ace relevant. As noted, many call for 

ac on f oc <J upon a festyle appi;;oach .. Yet such an ap-

•ust involve co••itment i.l.Ctioa at all leVi':."lls 

( al ment, state a local agencies, schools, 

churches, and fa mi lies) .. The Tripartite Conference on Pee-

vention (1977) concludes that., in the United Sta.tes,, "or-
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chestr«1 ted avior m ification runs a inst the grain of 

current political rhetoric" (p. 38) 1 as the goverr.naent is 

sr~en as gr:mdng too oppn~ssive.. "Matters of personal health 

and be g ha'lH~ traditionally resisted definition as 

thir:Joy implicate widely shared moral 

" 39}. To •owe toward such a public shar-

in~J the arena, there needs to be a clarification 

"in ic mind conce IHJ ambig 11ities in boundaries be-

tween normal and iaat drinking bebaviorn (Rilnac, 1972, 

p. velop1t1ent 

sc ri ptive a111.d tive cdement:s may he of further help 

in t .. As Franl\el and Waite.head ( 19'19) observe.., 

usoc zed by social .norms t.hat have de.fini.t:e 

prosci:ipti ve componeats governing dri11kirag 

behavior are ly to have low ra.tes o.f damage'* {p. 15) .. 

er,, atten is beqinning to directed in a ma:uner vllich 

t trad.i tionally .found .. 

An re g supposition regarding the drinking driver 

m .t't?!Volves around what stat.e of affairs YOuld i;.>b-

tained if th~~ prevention approach 11orketi co11pletely! 

lly, the event.ion model were one hundred per-
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cent t;.;ffectin~, thece would la~ 1rn instances of behavior of 

ted .. Altiwugh 

be auto111oh era.shes, noru;;. of t 

tilere ma.J continue to 

would be aJ.cohol-celat-

ed. With sgch a vorld, •ould be no need to arrest, 

prosecute, sanction, or: rebailitate D.w.I. offenders. In-

, 11it.h no the.re would probably be no need tor: 

this 

Clear 1 such a st.ate of affairs does not or will not ele-

ist. I , this count s>.:hfims to be a sigaificant dis-

tance away trouble-f ree world (at least as f.ar as 

th\'1! drin ng and iv ing issue is concerned). We need .to 

1 action by laws and their enf o.rcement.. 

w t our stance th regard to the a.ppcoacb.es typical-

ly to as 0 1egal?•~ Wldle these 

wi •illegal" ones, 

approach.es are not 

their focus is <Juite to be contra 

is ba upon the content, enforcement, and in-

terpcetation of Lhe law. 

inter•oven the concept 

Throughout the legal approach is 

By ~ay of overvh~~ of t~he lega.1 approach, it is helpful 

to under t.iH:: thr:ee pr:imary fects illco.tp.orated with 

this.. first, then~ is a gt.~neral deterrent effect.. Iqcli vi-

d may choose not to part 

to their moral commitment to 

t use of their 

iu illegal behaviors due 

living within the frameMork of 

tion that they may be ap-
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p['ellended for violation of the lav. fU['ther, they aay per-

ceive the inherent "goodness" of the law, and avoid the be-

havior (which they believe to be undesirable in its ova 

right, such as driving while intoxicated) proh.ibited by the 

law. A second major effect of the leqa.l approaca coaple-

aents the general deterrent effect - this is the specific 

deterrent effect. Just as obserYed in the treatment of the 

prevention model, tae specific deterrent consideration e•-

phasizes attempts to deal with tlle indi•idual coawicted of a 

driving while intoxicated offense. The focus here is one of 

reducing recidivisa. The finaJ. element of t.he legal ap-

proach consists of tbe strictly punitive port.ioa - there is 

a strong "get tough" approach for handling individuals con-

victed of violating the law. Z.iaring and Haw.tins (1973) 

Yiev punishment as pain or deprivation inflicted on an of-

fender for the offense coamitted. 

With respect to tae deterrent aspects of the legal ap-

proach, what is it that helps this to be effective? What 

attributes aust be incorporated in a legal approach for it 

to serve as an effective deterrent? How. then, does the de-

terrence approach take into account the variety of different 

individuals wlao are to be affected by its influence? 

As indicated in the previous section of this chapter, 

Grasmick and Green (1980) differentiate between those fac-
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toes w ch tend to inhi t l behavior and t.h.u.se whicli 

va one tow a .such behavior. D.iffere:nt approaches ap-

aJ: to :for ··i "' people.. While the Vd.St i;ajorJ.ty 

f' O~- e lie may be fectively tttrougii prevent:.u:m 

may 1 deterrence activities. 

s# SOil!\\:"' uals will st.i 11 rwt be affected, 

and detercent appcoac and/or pu.nishmeut iiill be 

issue, and Johnson (1917) ask 

under what c3 itions a legal sanction actua 1-

ly ters a ut violator from eugagiIHJ in illegal be-

havior .. 

Gove {1975) carry this thougkt several steps 

f urt tmgin \.ii th tiw obse rvati:.>n cited above that 

t same risk hment does not have an equivalent ef-

on each i ndi vid11a , it is the J!~!;gei.!~f! (not 

t.he actua.l} k and ty pw:1ishmen t upon :which an 

i vidual maiu~s t to behave in a particular man-

ner,. They SU t that t~r nmce be vie wed as mo.re than a 

:S ifica11y, it should be seen as a 

nH.:mns t n is transmitted. 14comm U.G ica -

tion mec iuform a potential offend.er taat: 

(1)If be com•its a criminal act, there is a high 
probability of detection by the authorities (2) 
One>:~ , t a gh. probability of be-

any 
499). 

co nv tion, and punishmfstlt (3) 'l'he 
of puuishment is great enough to affect 
achie through the criminal act (p .. 



52 

Sum.111ecs and Harr (1979) build on the communications 

umd ing that increased approaches (suclt as 

Iu~.nt) are not sufficient for a change in D.« .. I.. be-

havioi~.. 'l'hf.::;y observe that th{~ :J.reatest potential for reduc-

SU 0 

mat ion VI 

~oen nt 

helps th 

por-a.ted in .t 

terrent? 

and 

is thli~ ~i<'lespread dissemination of infor-

fro.m consistent and effective 

jud.ication behavior .. iith respect to t.be 

the lega1 approach¥ wkat is it that 

tive? ihat a t.tri.bu tes must be i.ncor-

al approach for it to serve as an effective 

V ilis and salutin (19HO) provide some initial insight 

into this tion. obse.r:ve that two conditions must 

lltet for deterrence to tive.. First,. t.he penal ties 

ltlUSt 

of the 

nt, no 

important. 

ility 

Seco.ud, the in.d.ividual 

tection of the violati.Qn 

make a revea.lin<;l comment on th.is .second 

that although •ost ivid.uals arrested for a 

e arrestees for: that of.fens•~, 

th not nec~~ssar.ily mean that they are fi.rst.-time of-

reason for this is that tb.e cisk of actual ap-

pI'liJhension for 0 Jones and Jose el yn 

(1978}¥ a ec examini nu1aerous studies, coAclude that •a 

iver: u.s. vauld have to coamit some 200 to 2 1 000 

n .. w .. I.. violat s to be caught" (p. 56). 



53 

~eie:c d.nd aohn.son { 1 7) add a tb.icd eli?:lla~nt to those of 

ty ment a probability of d~tection. 

observe that celerity also an important issue. 

and Gove [1975) a that d.eterrem;e is mor-e effective when 

pu sbment is qu k. 'f suggest that effecti·veness 

nishmeat is certain. This differs f ram 

t ility ion noted above a.s it presumes the 

on an individual .. 

lit th nt, soae speci£ .legal approaches cur.cent1J 

<l in u te d Sta t.t::is to be ffXaminad with pa.rt.i-

c us t.h r efficacy .. &nforcement of ex:isti.ng 

laws is the tion upon which 11u1ch of the legal approach 

Laws - known as per se laws - were passed. proh.i-

biting the o cation of an automobi while "under the in-

fluence" of alcohol. existence of a blood-al-

cohol concentcation at a specific level was defined as 

To further thesa law enforce-

ment efforts, c tests uere introduced. Presumptive 

state one presumed. to be nunder the 

in ueoce0 if the B.A.C. is at established limit .. The 

e i 

to d ""'' / one conseats to submit to che1dcal tests 

to ne t B .. A .. C,.. l?relimi.nary breat.U screenithJ laws 

allow t to admini r a pre-arrest bcea th test in 
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into 

toir·e among 

and 
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ne the probable cause fo£ a "driviag vbi 

states 

serve as the basic ceper-

make choices r:e~arding passage 

Hoiif ective are e orceae.rrt efforts? Hawa.rd. {1978) ob-

serves that 

tive ha :;:; 

D. iil .. I .. 

trols, 

anal .. 
t, 

i 

ere a. 

and 

the level of enforcement on a selec-

most effective approach for reduciag 

Mulle.c ( 1919) calls for intensifying p0;-

ultz { 19 

g their efficacy by cost-benefit 

calls for incceased police en-

formu lat ion of the existi n<:J also a 

i.ntoxica ted laws.. Vingi lis, Salu.tin, and C.han 

(1979} call increased randoa spot-checks and coadside 

th-testi so that an individual's subjective and objec-

tive lit of reheusion are increased.. However, 

rese.r:u:ch. ta shows no conclusive evidence suppqrting 

a n~d11ct. ion in a nol-r.ela ted crashi€~S or .in blood-alcohol 

of vers with ues. loather challenge 

to the ca 11 inc.re enforcement activity comes from 

wal { 197J}. He points out that a limited number o.f a.t:"-

:cests actually matie r.iue to mitations faced by the po-

lice 

d iculty 

s rt 

in ability to 111ake D. if,. I.. arrests (such as 

tion of a.iced drive.ts and deg-ree 

fr:om other essential personnel in the 

judication process). 



Not only e orcement by a police office£ an issue, 

hut a C<)nceru tile anwunt of d.isca::etion which ap-

ars at all of the c nal justice system. Rusch-

aann (1978), in examin a locality in 1912# found that of 

579 V'<t"±rs that could c.harged with felonies, 

ty of the felony charges 

in co tions for offense for which an indivi-

dual ~as ori Gus.field ( 1981) observes t~at. 

it on tween defendants, attorneys, judges 

sonnel which mines what 11ill occur: 

acs oo a as a •atter of fact has 
not been a t of tmambiguous actions a.ad clear 

l direction. Tb.e plea bar9ai.nin9 process is 
it f a m of political ue9otiat.ion in which 
such matb:~rs as 1.ity of proof" inconveni-
ence and e of trial, degree of intoxica-

the cha.rac , fa .. mily statns, and past 
rec of the de.fendent all operate along 

policy of judges toward D\HA (p .. 1J8) ... 

In some evaluative n~sean::h designed to determine :wh.ether 

al a:ce achiev g the intended pa.rposes, 

Ross l { 1975) find that judges feel strong 

s b.l use nes in dealing with individuals charged 

with a D ... W .. I .. o nse.. The 1 experimental condi-

s wHr.e to h.av<'.'! v;;u~ tion wiUt the tJpe of sanction used 

{ at 1 or uc:ational oqams) .• Hovever,. these 

co not iH~t due to the con.s~ant pressure on 

Lhe authori t th st L"ong ties to them .. 
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Many of the ca 1 fo:r increa po lict~ enf occemen t are 

ba the that this appro wi.11 be effective .. 

Af l, it coi'!lmon1y pe.r:ceived that similar attempts in 

Great Brita and in cesult.ed ln a. reduction in 

inci nts of d ving while intoxicated. Specifically~ the 

Ro y Act 1 7 in Great. Bcitdin resulteci in a sharp 

d in y ca A<.""" ·-""'' and th.is reduction has geuerally 

bHen at tE?d to tl1.e more ngettt legislation. ir·ime-;ie-

dua by Ross (1975) confirms that the lav 

d .fact, uce both .fa tali ties and inju.ries.. Ross he-

lieves that t lu::y to success of th .. e British lav. ¥as the 

"Governt1Hmt• s success in convincirHJ British. driYers in 1967 

that t re was a significant risk. of: appreaension by the pq-

liceu (p.. 676) .. concludes by stating U1at utile risk 

n for a inq driver in Britain is realis-

tically qaite minute, and t t is yradua.1ly being 

h~acned by the public, who are adjusting their beJ1avior in 

consequence" {P~ 677)~ 

m ar result .found in Scandinavia where laws are 

str t .. 

based n on time-series aaalysis. Although kis evidence 

not terrence h.ypqthesis, at the same 

not confirm its ~d.'.fectiveness,. He coucludes 

at " e intecnational fai in the e.fficacy of the Scandi-



57 

na an la~s on d iug iHHl ving is without firm f ounda-

675}. 

In d '1981 y, Ross su!lUtar: his findings fcom simi-

Sta.b:: 

Nor. w.'iy, S11eden. 1 Great Britain, New Zea.-

Vic ia with these words: 

nee was found t.hat adopt.ion and enforce.me.nt 
Scandinavian,-t.:ype lallJS bas nearly al'Ways pro-

duc a t t on drinkioq and 4riviag 
in tla~ s.bort ri.m, as measured by statistics on 
crashes especially on serious casualties dur-

main {lrink:inq hours.. Ho ire Yer, it 'iilas found 
t tlte t'!;•rr..:mt. al:"e consistent vith an 
lana in teems an increase in perceived 

rea t to ci t.y aud nevswortbiness accoa-
nge or campaiqn,, followed by 

experience that the probability 
a retitains lown {p.. i) .. 

Thus, tb.et:e ace .actually t~o variables 11hich need to be 

~ith re rd to the ten: en t effect publicity 

occerrH::nt .. ar of getting caught is 

involved, ma.y actually be the publicity rather than the 

ment which responsible for reduced inci-

ts w le intoxicated. And when tne actual en-

forcereent itle with the publicized level of en-

driving behavior may .t:eturn 

to its lici le 

H.o~ about the 

iv d for and convicted of driving 

i ? sanction most widely cited in the 
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t:erature is revocation of the operator's license. .Schultz 

{ 1980) observes t cons license ,revocation 

vi dual' s a.bility as ially when it affects aa 

to earn a ( 1979} gests revcoki.ng the op(3r-

('.Hise for increas 9 periods of time with each sub-

intoxicated offense, and that a perma-

nent revocation should occur after tne third offal!nse. 

( 1982) reveals that a six to twel¥e 

mon rHvocat is the m()st. fect.ive d.et:e.rrent fo.r S<)Cial 

Ha 1 s { 1978) examination concludes that this 

sanction is 11wst ve for vers over 30 years old,. 

nee not in favor of t.b.is type of 

sane Schlutlleim ( 1973) calls £or an indtvi.Ju-

al j t to he? ma each case,. particularly vheu th.e 

potential ex ts for revocation of the operator•s license .. 

In v r hts 

voe a has 1 le 

at most 

to 

any 

, 
( 1979} observes that license .re-

terrent effect on D.W.I. re-

DepartnHHlt of J.llotor Yehicies notes 

lic<-!nses suspended or re-

cont to dcive {U. s. De,part.uH:rn,t of 'l'ransportation, 

1910). Kunkel ( 1979}, ho'li!lever, concludes that al though 

s licenses did coatiaue to drive,. 
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How does the operator's license revocation coapare with 

other legalistic sanctions? Haqen (1977) £iads that. this 

type of restriction, in addition to fines and/or jail sen-

tences, is mo.re effective vi th ault,iple D. v.z. o_ffeaders 

than is the use of only fines and/or jail sentences. Hagen, 

BcConnell, and Williams (1980) observe 'that first, offenders 

vlto had no licensinq action taken were more likely 

ceive a subsequent D.W.I. conviction daring tke 

to re-

first of 

four years examined. on the other lland, Robertson, lticll and 

Boss (1971) examine the e£fect on traffic fatalities, D.1.1. 

arrests, and D.w .. z. convictions in Chicago of a 1ligalf pub-

licized seven-day jail sentence and o•e rear suspension of 

the operator• s license. During the siz-aontlt crackdov)J, 

they find only a chance variation from the pre-crack.dowa 

rate, indicating that the pullitiYe tareat does not deter. 

Lovegrove (1979) suggests an innovative alteraative for 

D.W.I. offenders. He argues that the individual's license 

plates should be impounded, and distinctiYe license plates 

for the vehicle should be issued. 

What is to be concluded froa this exaaination of the le-

galistic approaches? Ross (1975) identifies tb.Eee types of 

difficulty vith this qeneral approach. - there are probl.eas 

of identification, judq11ent, and sy11pathy. Identification 

problems are faced by the police who often have difficulty 
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in ascer uin g who i nto.xic<i ted. Judgment. problems are 

b upon tl:1e 

re encoun 

i 

concepts such. as "intoxica-

t sy.11pathf is a 

du.!!.' to the bias held by tb.e decisiou-

la 1!1 t.n: iu fav<>r of t.he defendant {at each 

step, from arrest to judicial sanction). 

z ri anu Ha~ 

stic s 

By , fYj l'l!ean 

severe would 

SC 

ly accept 

Lay (19 ) 

to 

( 1973} remind us that. the f ocu.s of 

upon "marginal deterre11c1~. n 

question of ilihether a more 

t to 

ra t 

ter better. 

to t vhich political possih 

th.e western context• (p.. 11) ... 

atHl Johnson { 1917) 

are not sufficient to belp solve the 

;:i ver oblem. .Legal thn3at.s and actual eAfo:i:ce-

ment are but one 

to atte t t" 

rdsm which ca.11 and should be utilized 

uce coufocmity to the standard of not 

d.ri ving 

must bfJ 

intoxica • r.Jther approach-es,, therefore, 

lly and c:citically examined t.o determine their 

nt 1 for impact .. 

Be pc ng to alternatives, it; is helpful to 

SU!li'llli e what. the terature just reviewed tells us. 

it is cl{~ar +· t alcohol is intimately ilHTOi!ted in , 
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automobile crashes, as it is a depressant which drastically 

affects one's performance ability. Regarding those vho are 

more likely to be involved in alcohol-related crashes, sex 

and age tend to eraerqe as prior characteristics. Also im-

portant is the oYer-representation in crasbes of indiYiduals 

identified as problea drinkers. These results sugqest tbat 

there ought to be a variety of approaches aYailable for 

dealing with these i.ndividua1s with differe.llt ckaracistics. 

Traditional approaches for dealing with the driatiag dri•er 

problem have been shown to be insufficient to aeet the scope 

of the problem. Perhaps this is due to the £act that such 

efforts have not proceeded at a lewel which is deep enough 

to attack the relevant underlying issues. Also, it aa.1 be 

that global approaches do not meet the differential needs of 

the problematic population. Legalistic approacla.es have been 

cited as a primary means of approachia9 t.kis problea. Em-

paasizinq the notion of deterrence, ~hese efforts aave in-

corporated a variety of ways of inhibiting irresponsible 

drinking and driving behavior. The belief in tkeir effec-

tiveness is challenged by aucb. of tae research, and tJie 

overall conclusion is that althouqh these legalistic ap-

proaches are necessary for dealing wita the problem, they 

are certainly not sufficient. A broad-based approaca which 

emphasizes an individual's overall lifestyle, and waich is 
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i ted social a and instit\ltions 

{i ly}, is necessat'y for addressing the 

d 

:nnL A i.£0 !iQJ.,:_ S AF E'l' '{ -!£IIO N _ PUQ!ill!f! 

With the nowledgment that cr1rrent law enforceJ11ent e.fforts 

alon(;;~ were 1rnt sufficient to reduce su.fficientlf tlte deaths 

and ju es r·us ting f.r:om alcohol-relab~d crashes, -1egis-

lation •as enacted in 1969 to velop a •ore comp.reh.ensi Vf.'! 

to Alcohol Safety Action Program 

1iidS *'to catal and stimulate comprehensive ac on 

to the of alcohol as a causal factor in high'iay 

ta m::ies0 ( u. s. DepartmesH:. of :rransport.aticm, 

1970, p. IV-1) .. The prog£aa involved intensive 

coun sure acthri t centered upon the problem drinker 

who dr , ~oving beyond thf: British program of i.n-

enforcfHll().nt ~hi.ch ilas then perceived as hiqklf ef-

"nitb this program it sb.ould be possible to 

not only the reduction produced in Britain 

by t IHffl() enforcement oa the higliwa.y, but in 

long run a •ore siza Ct~flu.ctio11 as a .re.salt of keeping 

lll dr t 

tation, 1970, p. II-8)~ 

road•• {U.S. Depactilent of T.rauspor-

Not only was increased enforcement 

A .. s .. A .. I?.. approaceh 1 but also is-of t 
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volved was a "special handling" of pi:oblea clrinJters once 

they were apprehended and convicted. 

Numerous deficiencies were noted with then-current ef-

forts to deal with the drinking driver problea. l aajo,r 

problem was with the inadequate leYel of detection of proh-

lea drinkers. Another concern was with the liaited awail-

ability of chemical tests, in addition to liaited eqaipaent 

and trained personnel. Third, there were restrictions re-

qarding tile use of che11ical tests, as there vere fe• pro•i-

sions for utilizing this test until after an indi Yidual was 

acrested. With strict penalities for a driY.iaq vb.ile intox-

icated offense, there was a reluctance to arrest, prosecute, 

and convict individuals for this offense. Por individual.s 

convicted of D.W.I., fines and jail sentences were often 

viewed as ineffective, particularly for those considered to 

be problea drinkers or alcoholics. Also treataeat programs 

for these problem drinkers and a1coh9lics •ere eoasidered 

inadequate. Finally, the use of license reYOCation as a 

penalty - the most commonly-used punishment - vas viewed as 

ineffective, and these individuals tended to drive anyway. 

The Department of Transportation cited a California study 

which "indicated that two-thirds of all drivers with revoked 

permits were arrested (some as many 

du.ring periods vhen their dri-vinq 

{1970, II-7). 

as ten t.iaes 

pri Tilege was 

or more) 

revo1:eti" 



To deal effectively wi the gen•~cal issue o.f dri'N'iug 

cal 

ve 

Oll 

(.by 

to ca. and th fie identified concerns, 

A .. 3 .. A .. P. approach lias init.iat.ed. It was 

that this multi- t.t..Hi appcoacb would be able to r-e-

p t':lms quickly. It intert:'!sting to note iall-

in ; , .. 
.... i:> rd: "A.S.&.P. in the laerican 

11mau.s 'as S<)OD. as possible'; and in the politi-

ition o:f 

vailed a most - b11t not all - uho gave the pro-

tioa• {197t, p. 6). 

. .. 

locat 

ca tego.cii::~s program implementation were 

ti ti<Hl, {2) Decision; and {J) Action .. 

ca tio11 the problem drinker. 

cl the highways {~it.h spec.ial en-

alcohol screening prc::>cedures) 1 court records 

rec and coordinatin•J with thH licens-

ency), and treatment a (health aBd social or-

coveaeot courses). Tke Decision com-

t f oc attention oo the ext~at of aa individual's 

ication of appropriate action~ 

on-m by the courts and t 

in.g tries to 

d ving ter dr:inkirHJ. Action-oriented efforts 
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nt as b<:>:i of tvo types - mitat:ions on dr.i v-

wa.s standanl naltr imposed) and limitations 

on d {J involved the use of a protective drug 

such as Antabu 

To t overall t.helt!es, numerous coun-

fied in program design. Identili-

ca on <)f prob dr: i who iliere un.fit to dritre would 

a pd.mary 

r g t 

of s 

I 

a h.. Evaluaticm by licensing agencies re-

r:ewoca tion nses, or: of lints 011 when and 

driv~:, was ano'tb.Hr co111ponent... The deve.lopmant 

1 counseling co1.u:ses for problem ilrin;i(e.cs vho 

and treatment 

as more 

convicted alcol:lolic driYei."s, 

al terna ti ves to the stand;.u::d 

st sanct t utilized.. Another couuter-

measun:> ~as increased forts to apprehend, pcosecute, and 

convict indi s o violated the "driving while intoxi-

ca l ly I at n was directed. to the :deve.lop-

e nrts to assist a problem drinf;ter:- illb.o 

d.r and ~ho needs to tH1ve alt<"t.Cnate means of transporta-

on. 

forts the A .. s .. A .. P .. were to be concen-

trated 

Federal 

in 1 f u 

ily at local level.. The de.sign was fm: t 

vern !1$.Hit to provid('.! technical assistance and some 
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quickly. Th.e philosophy vas that the specific activities 

and countermeasures implemented in a particalar locality 

would be based upon t.he needs of that locality. Bo•ever, 

with reference to the three categories of identification, 

decision and action, it was concluded that •it is o~ly by 

coordinated activities in all three areas that an effective 

proqram can be developed• (U.S. Department qf Transporta-

tion, 1970, p. III-5). 

As a concluding note regarding the A.S. l.P. effort, it is 

helpful to obserYe the three steps identified for i apl.eaea-

ta tion. First, a community alcohol safety organization was 

needed. This would be helpful in assessing the needs and 

interests in the coaaunity. Second, a sarver of kigavay ac-

cident experience and community capabilities was iaportant. 

This included an understanding of the abilities of local law 

enforcement and treatment agencies, carrent laws, record-

keeping systems, licensing requireaents, accident statis-

tics, o.::;aqe of roadways, and coo.rt practices. Finally, a 

project proposal needed t.o be prepared. This document. voul.d 

demonstrate community support and capabilities, local ini-

tiati Ye, planning, and preparation for program eYa.luation.. 

When conceptualized, it vas actnovledged that the program 

was comprehensive, bat also that it vas necessarf to aave 

such a multi-faceted approach if any significant difference 
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th the alcohol problem oa t.he highways. 

* .in rding th integrated approach, it 

'Was ohs<?rved that *•such a comprehensive, .integrated progca111. 

not t either in t:b.is cou1ttry or ahroad.u (House 

of atives Subcommittee on Roads of the Committee o.n 

Public works, 1970, p. 1069). 

Wbat has result. of this massive undertaking? 

Has it been de ted to effect and to what de-

what t o.f measur~?s have been utilized to eKamine 

ully the investment personnel and fhiancia.1 re-

sources in tl~e t? 

A 1979 Su of Alcob.ol 

out na on \i!as p!:epared by 

y Act.ion Projects tbrougti.-

u .. s .. Department Of Tcans-

of l5 programs, the conclu-ctation .. 

was t 

im 

for:cettH~nt pr 

t. 

In this ex:aminat 

s. 

'1 were .::ruccer;sful in meeting a variety o.f 

The sui!.mary indicates success .in the en-

as indicated in.c D .. i. I. arrests .. 

<Ul<i refHrral systems are noted as .!ll.Ot:e eff i-

efforts have been 

pub lie <education programs and evaluation 

ve10fH£•(i. Lacking in tbis report,. howev-

any tb.e r~sui.t~ of these efforts. er, 

While is noted success the development of these 

countermeasure activit 

impact 

1 did they,, in fact, result in any 

vi n 1J be.ha v-ior? 
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(1978) observe that "A.S .. A .. P. has 

provi some ind that pcohlem-driotiag drivers can 

be success lly i ied and pcocessed, but does not of-

foe concluding that the cesultiag 

troabH.::.nts (:including D. ~ .. I. schools) will have a signifi-

cant p impact on tht1 a lcohol-cI:'ash problem" tP• 71) .. 

d 

<e~'f continue stating tbat 

T syste~s appro may have a greatt?C lonq-term 
i t on the alcohol-crash problem than. the 
A.S.A.P. 1 s substantive actions will have. Besuits 

orted to date indicate that, on the vhole, the 
ms approach as ct.iced by A.S .. A .. P... brou.gl\t 

a hig r of coor(lina ti on and consistent ob-
vity iuto t of alcohol cooater~ea-

ety 
sta t13 

to the 
(p.. 77) $ 

pcevioosly existed. A.S.A.P.'s 
to prov convincing evidence 

nificant impact on aiqh:vay 
moc-e to the ;prest::nit primitive 

technolo,;;ies of dr:inking-dt"i¥er be-
i.catiou and alcoholism t-re4ta&ent tha.11 

by ~bich that technology is applied 

that, due to inadequate evaluation,, a 

nitive statement cannot 

:ness of lized by A. s,. A .. P.. .in a11eliora ting t.he 

alcohol-crash 

s ould not, however., be viell,ed as tbe consensus 

re sea regardiIH:J this coaprehensive approach.. 

ile '~ ua ve a oac aay not as helpful a.s they 

could , there ace numerous attempts to define t.he research 

tio:n more narroMly, and thereby to produce some ind.ica-

tions t program's tiveuess .• 
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examined measure of the 

iveoes of the A.S.A.P. approach has been an eKamina-

y cr.:ash stat In an early examination 

of i of A.~S.A .. P. on subsequent crash iI!.Volvemen t, 

g 

dies. of 

sprio 

t 

cally ad uate; of 

e :no c~vi 

(1976) review t•elve research stu-

nd only three iihich are methodologi-

, one sh.o~s positive results and t:vo 

.A 1919 study by the Depart-

total 1uimber of night-

time er.ashes using ta from each of the 35 A .. s ... A" P. 

ts, a find a crash :n~duct.ioa over time .. 

e orcem.:rnt activ.ith~s raUi.er than to any 

Lita. t.ion A review of these .A.S .. A. P. sites by 

in niqlrt time fatal crashes in 

12 locations. A in, the rved r*':'1duction is seen to be a 

cal. deterrence to drun.k driv.ing,. 

Tvo 19'16 stud re 1 s A ... S.A .. P.. efforts re-

similar f dings. Levy and Klein (1976) find a reduc-

t n in n t tal era.shes, and conclude tllat the A .. S .. A. P .. 

d a impact in ceducing these crashes .. 

Muir (1976) uses a fferent design by comparing fatal :ind 

injur era during th*"~ !,,. s. A .. P.. period ( l~H2 -

1.975) w h ta. for ten years prior to tlte ini tia-
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the A.S.l.P. years, 
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He finds reduced crask leYels during 

revealing a significant departure froa 

the trend that existed prior to l.S.A.P. •s iap.leaeat.ation. 

Different results are obtained in studies perforaed by 

two researchers. Haddon (1978) matched A.S.A.P. program 

communities vith similar coaaunities without the prograa, 

and finds no effect on fatalities bf the l.S.l.P• prograas. 

Zador (1976) uses a similar approaca, and finds no evidence 

of program effectiveness. Specifically, ais approach in-

volves an analysis of trends in niqhttiae fatalities for 

A.S.A.P. locations and coat.rol areas, and the results sh.ow a 

comparable decrease in both locations. Zador•s research de-

sign is faulted for methodological •eaknesses by Johnson, 

Levy and Voas (1976). These researcaers find Zador•s con-

clusions aqainst A.S.l.P. inappropriate based oa the analy-

sis b.e presents. 

In a separate article, Voas (1975) observes liaitations 

in basing conclusions upon the criteria of total craslles, 

since an A.s.1.P. proqraa is directed toward only a seqaent 

of the crash problem {i.e., alco•ol-related crashes). He 

proposes the measurement of the B.A.c .. s of dri .. ers in crash-

es as the best means of assessing l.S.l.P.•s program effec-

tiveness, yet points out that it is often difficult to ob-

tain this inforaation. As an alternative, he suggests 
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i orma tion fr.om the "roadside surY•'!f 0 

the B.A.C.s drivars using the ghway is obtained. 

In an a t to ga r th information, th.e o.s. De-

rtment of T:ran t,ation (t97~l) conductHd roadside b,reatb 

test lJete(~n A. s .. A. P. locath>ns. Prior t.o t.he 

52 d vers 

Duri the 

r tbousaod with a B.A.C. of at least 0~10. 

rs of .A.S .. A .. P .. activities, this level re-

tbousand. 

J\nother area vorthy of careful examination is vith recid-

ivis•- lly, t~e drinking and driving be-

haviot: i v u:als 11ho ve .been '"treated" bf the 

reh portion of the A .. s. A .. P. program? Ellingstad 

and ) e:tamine 35 analyses of treatment effec-

liveness, .f ten which are methodologically adequate. 

stud f i.rid that. thf2 utceatment.i• group has 

lover rearrest .ra.tes than control groups,. whereas six find 

.no d would support a conclusion of treatment 

ef 

stud Sll 

evidf:H1ce 

rest recidivism .. 

re.sea 

They conclude that "the individual analytic 

1913 and 1974 provided no owerw~elming 

ti veness as measured by • "' 

" 51) .. 

rs f urtlu~r examine tbe differeace between 

d ntecs - proble• inkers, non-problem 
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dr kers, and unidenti ed - and compare th.eir re-

ci vism rates iilith control groups. Wi'ti1 the problelll drink-

ers, conflict g results are found, resulting in "little ba-

effectiveness of overall rehabilita-

tion ~TX on the r:eci vism expez:ience for problem 

keI:'sn (p. 58).. For the non-problem d.ci.11ker.s, fei'eC 

o .. w .. I.. arrests than t cont col group (al though not sta tis-

tically s nt) suggests "the possibility that the 

A .. S.A .. P,. tre.i:ltr~ent i:ntervention may h.ave influenced those 

nou- d 

(p .. 60) .. !''or t nkers,. there are no signi-

f icant d rences in divism rates between the treatment 

and control groups. The authors note that interpretation of 

with caution, since it is not the r:esu 

knol!ln 

~nst 

iv 

i {1976) 

trea aml non-treated {control) groups 

includ g court school og:rams, 

Hntini•A. S .. l .. P .. • progra1lfts, 

Alco1iolics Anonymous 1 and 

sul am.. vations of significant reductions in re-

iv are noted afte:c t participants bad been in treat-

ment for 18 m3nt 1 but not after 30 months. 

s ftinq now to a less rigorous examination of A .. s .. A .. P,. *s 

m e ec veuess, several wr:iters focus on t.hfJ general 

prevention incorporated with comprehensive a p-
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driving 

Ho 

tr ea tmen t 11u::nle 1 

tion of 

reha li ta cm 

, 

73 

(1978) ves that, despite some opera-

A .. S .. A .. P~ a roacb to reducing drunk 

development of an early intervention 

th a coercive component.. Bose.n.bert,, Pat-

Towie (1976) ag.ree, based on their ex-

havior a self-esteem of participants in a 

t·a!f§ for problem drinking dri .. ers. l'ind-

consumption of alcohol and it4 beha-

v.ioral i nH:H~t and an improvet1tent in self-esteem, they 

SU t the A .. s. A.. progr<un due t.o tbe large numbec of in.-

dividuals om early intervention with tbeir alcohol 

t a .. s.A .. P .. in preventing alcohol-related 

problems, Bunn (1979) discusses what he sees as the most 

ul, l sea occupational alcoholism prevention 

program. Central to this progca• 1 s success are attitude 

c 

i 

ing 

vior ~odi.fica ti on, positive role mod1t~ l-

ive program design. Lyn ( 1977) con-

tw<:> ty s of survey reseat:'ch o.n the effectiveness of 

info1:1ik1 on <Hid. ed uca ti on countecmeasures implemented 

A.S.A .. P .. aia, finds little evidence support-

a waceness, increased kno~ledge, or i m-

prov2d attitud.es. .Another Virginia study pe.a:.for:aed by S<1un-

zes th.e nec(~ssity of strategies focused 
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fectively wit.h the proble~ of alcohol 

and ivin9 .. 

ters handling of D.iii .. I .. cases. Scrimgaou.c (19'19) 

notes t of fices and t.he 

or1ce an understanding of the complex. 

1 trnti cal ll\S was gained by Ute lL. s ... A .. P .. 

cs on resulted in the design of improved coart 

procedures foe handling se cases .. Glauz (19Tlj finds 

that young c<>nvicb:Hl of D .. i.I.. a.re less cepresented 

and that individuals 

wi ar:e sliglttly underrepresented in 

all a ts of A .. S.JL .. ? ... 

ly / sorRe atteution provided in the literature to 

appropriately identifying .individuals who 

be most iih.ich of sanction. A Colorado 

t ( 1976) stresses that individuals not be anderdiag-

s to r'i!chahilitat ion programs .. Ap-

l stnuients such as the Alcohol Use Inventor.y {Ran-

Pos 1977) , the Alcohol Use Predictor 

va /1 Fa 1 and Douglas, 1979} and the Alcohol 

Forl!I (Holl If Datta, Izadi, and Evenson, 1979} have 

to assist this process .. Mushill and 

Str:uckman-John£i\:>n (1977) firHl, howevel:', thau an individual's 
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prior D.i.I. arrest record most accurate predictor of 

tuce ceacrest foe iving i<hile intoxicated,. 

I 

feet £~ in 

results ga are 

nii a variety of evaluative methods u.ti-

with the nking driver 

progrant is ef-

problem.. 'file 

lictiWJ regarding specific aspects 

as well as overall i t. small ( 1982) obser11es t.hat the 

A ... s'* A .. P.. pr 

a f ic 

{1978) C<HH:l 

t~v-id.ence that 

ficant 

f urtber 

the alcoh 

not t effective as 

ty countermeasure.. Jones and Joscelyu 

t.hat " exp~rience .has provided litt 

any feasible treat.ment program ~ill have a 

on t 

that "pro methods .for dealing with 

pro slrnuld be I>t:~ga:cded a.s hypotheses 

tmtil ace a evaluated, and • 

such h~sts 

on 

The A ... S.A .. l? .. 

evaluations should most prudeat1y be condact-

practicahle scale" {p .. 70). 

uot a.11 that can be exa$!ined re-

g t rt'." lita ti Oil or retraining of individua.ls wi t.li 

pcoblems of nq ale ol and d1·iving. A vu:iety of othe.r 

pcograiris and t~ffocts exists fo.r ntr:eat.ment" of t.he con¥.icted 

D .. w. I. er.. There are several insights vhida can he 
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gleaned fro• these efforts 11 .be helpful for under-

stand 9 how best to d vith the r:epea.t offend.er. 

The ty :rehabili tat.ion pI:·og.rams (.not including 

ograms) in the literature indicate Pf-

the participants. In fact., Doan. and Brandt 

( 1979) polled both workinq with and not vorkin'.J iiith 

A .. S ... A.P. cases, and that they rate such countermeasuces 

as rno.re e-f fee than adj .ication countermeasures (such as 

strea case d t ion) .. 

vora as:'*~ss11~nts., the majority focus upon re-

., oc rec ivism, as the crit.,ec.ion for suc-

n of a 15- nour education and reba.bilita-

tion pco am in le~ Yo (1979) a d..camatic decrease in 

h 

t.ed t 

udes that 

nts aud convictions amoIHJ those who partici-

Dg ver Program. Chatham (1979) con-

e treatment of D. ii •. L. drivers is profitable, 

on a n!versal of drinitinq-z.·elated :impairment folloving 

in vol vel.llen t with Problem Drinking Driver Programs. compd.r-

iug D.M.I. rs who ace randomly assigned to probation., 

di D.i~I. c s, or group counseling sessions, swan-

strom aud 

clasm:is over 

pa ci 

ion 

ts 

{1979} find a trend in favor of t.he o. ii. r. 
ght probation. when examining rearrest or 

a subse D .. w,. I. offense,. CoAllparing 

a t day pI:ogram entitled *'Don• t Drink 
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and. Drive" ·l<;f h non-participants wbo receiv(~d a probatir.Hl or: 

fine sanct.i::rn 1 !':icGuire (1978) olnif.!rves sign.ificant.ly 9reater 

alcoho ted olations, moving violations, license sus-

nsions, and accidents among the tter group. 

T {1 8) tains some interesting findings, noting 

that di Iii foe pacticipauts is lowered foe two 

as a Ct~sult of t·tici tion i.n the edt1cation-based 

dcink g drivers coarse. Hoaever, af tec two years, incoa-

cl resu s are found if hen comparing this group with 

prov·ided that 

Tb.us, she concl l.H1es that no evidence is 

course has any lasting effect on the re-

ci vism rate. She compar<~s those who had a prior con-

wi th those vho had no prior convictiont and finds a 

fic:a.nt d erence between these two groups,. 

In a exami.:nat.ion of education prorp:allls .tor 

s, Re ( 1982) compares treatment effective-

ness of individuals randomly assi•;rn~d to a ho1:u} study pro-

q,ueut D.W.l .. 

fh,) 

g educ at 

spect to D,. w ... L. 

prngram, t<J a no-trea.tme.nt con-

hy examining 

• accident inYolvement, and client 

s sig f icant dif fe.t'ences when comp<l.r-

oyrams •ith the control group with re-

11ism.. compared ..-ith the control grou.p 

UH:.' tn~attneut 'Jr:-oups demon.st.rated a 74% reduction 
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in rec ivism the t I 1 the second year, and 113 

the However 1 finds that there is no signifi-

cant d. the home study program an.d the in-

class n approaches.,. r'urthei:- 1 he lHltes that the home 

study ram. was not propriate for all clients,. but that 

for the major· of individuals tvo educational ap-

fective .. 

and Cline (1981) assess recidivism 

rates c social drinkeI:'s with problem drinkers and 

nd s i nt ly lowtH' ca te.s for the foraer g1:011p. 

nd :i ge in attitud(~ and. in behav-ior among 

the al a.nd attribute this t_o high.er levels of 

ced nitive dissonance.• Zildjian and Beuller 

(1976) obtain d as they di.scov-er that 

viest drink~~cs made the most progress. 

0J1serve that clients over 40 years of age ~ere 

Si 11ila rl y, 

Holser ( 1979) rves th.at some socially aloof participants 

to re 

ogra m. \Toas and Nichols ( 1978) also differ-

entiate b~tween and pcoblem drinkers, noting ----------
s Cognitive ssonance 

information about 
vhen an individual has items of 

envi.ronment or himself vhich are in-
t his occurs, a state of tension, called cons tent .. 

dissonance 1 

u.c:~ or 
proper 

occurs... The individual t.yp.ically a. ttempts to 
minate tbe due to its 0 negative drive 
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drinkers onstcated significant differenc-

V\~d almost any f ona of treatment or 

to -th.ose receiving an iiapositio.n of 

tive cesults, however, are found for the 

treatment those as problem drinkers. 

Son1e sli t.ly d ferent approaches were employed to 

demonstrate lita ti on program V'eness.. Gi-Juiiace 

( 1981) , after f.?Xamining the Responsible Driving Program .._sed 

Lu c , cc,uc ludi.:~s tiiat pr:ogra ms which requil:'f! total 

sult in 

a ~ith 

t 

pation tend to 

pants invol 

ucatiou,. counselinq, and frequent contact re-

ivis:m for participaet.s... Holser {1980) 

nding cega i.ng the length o.f proqra• pa.r-

viduals wh.o volunteer for pr,qgra!ll partici-

bit a highe.r dcop-out rate,., :r.aose pa..t·t i-

d ue to a mandated court sentence were faced 

•itb conf contation aud continued problem brtecvent.ion. .. 

than p 

ately, 

niJer (1980) finds that those t1ho dropped out of an 

ed tceatment program 

graduates. 

sign if ica:ritly 11ore rearrests 

conclusion dra:vn,. inappropri-

t the treatment. resulted in the differential 

failure to con t.inue participation in 

the progca• may actually not be det.e.cminin.g factor in 

tr ea drin nq and lh:."i ving behav-io.c; tilere may 

di iog factors which caused botk the 

non- letion of the program and the higher recidivism. 
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Turninq now to evalu1H:ions drinking driver 

bili ta ti on p ms whicii fail to supp qr t the effective-

ness tbese rehabilitation pcograms, Ellingstad a 

Johnson. ( 1978} examine recidivism and find no con-

t t?.V of trea tmeu t effect for an.y of th.e treat-

ments. exam Micl.u~lsou (1979) agrees, fiading no sig.ni-

i'.ica.nt dif in t violations, D. W. I. 

con , nts accumulated, or accidents when co.mparing 

ts a controls .. In fact, it is found 

that t in the sa£e dri,iag proqEa• bad 

controls .. A s1.1.rprisi11g finding 

iv to be of a h Iler occupational 

status than flho did not have sul)sequent offenses. 

• and Struckma,n-Johnson {1979) assess 

the rt Term Behabi n Study and tail to f'ind encuur-

ag 9 11rdi ng the program 1 s Hffe.ctiven.ess with 

i pant vior$ Siilllilarly ~ Reis and Davis ( 1980) fail 

to f suffic ev regat:ding t.he effect of eiiuca-

on participants• sul:;sequent driving .be.havicu:,. 

Department of r-tation {1960) concludes that 

none of ucat trtl!atmeut programs aimed at problem 

drinhu::s to demonstrate fectiveness in reducing 

i g and i ng avior .. 
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en, Will , f'h;;:Comi~:ll, and Fl~~11ing {1978) also .fin<l 

that the its derived fcom a twelve-aonth alcohol abuse 

tceatmr~nt an" not sufficien.t to justify continuation 

of progn11ns present. f<n:11.. i'hey observe that 

strat 

datory l 

0 it 

cohol 

(p.. 1) • 

not as effectif'e as the simple use of man-

actionsn (p.. 281).. They also st.ate that 

that a superior st.ra teg y, vhic.h includes al-

trea tlih'.:H1 t as a component, mi9ht be de:veloped. 0 

Ins ht is into this finding,. as partici-

pa tion i.n the prog:t'aB averted any lice.using acti.oA for par-

tic.i nts.. vas tbe pJ::imary r1otivation for partici-

ti on, y and "1hy program p:articipat.ion without 

commitment is i 

Comt1Hnti.ng upon t.hH nature of educat.ional approaches, 

13 lew {1979} that only minimal increases of 

know le with educiltion., Along a .similar 

of Udn ng, Rosellini {1982} contends that. proqrams 

11ould hf.:; !1lCH::e £':f: ti ve tiiey involved e.nf orced so:bri-t~t y 

a stt:o ci::rnfr.onta n, as one is dealing vi th a strong 

m.. In a related study from Australia, Connor 

{1978) obtain:.'> of school and college students re-

gard bow to deal ef ively with D~l.I. offenders. Sug-

a roac include tougher legislation, jail SHn-

tences, a 

ceha li 

l revocation; however, none suggested a 

ram for these individuals .. 
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, 1978; Horw 

ace found 

cited {Michelson, 1979; 

et al., 1981), differential 

on the assessed level of 

probh~m dr s o.bservatiou is furt.her substautiated 

by Garrett ( 81), who s that a purely educational p.ro-

for a pro dri not effective and may eve11 be 

countere fe. N ho1s {1977) finds fewer sub.sequent al-

cohol-celated arrests f oc problefl drinkers who are exposed 

to int:f:lrac ve {as contrasteii to lecture) prograas antl for 

t partic g in personable yet in.tensive therapy ac-

vi Kul , Steer, and Pine {1979) goestion the ef-

f icacy educational st.rate es 

obser:ve a si9nificant irnm.ber 

wi tb problem drinkers" as 

uf t:bese individuals with 

evi.dencf:! of sotlle psycbopathology. Not only does a. pcoblem 

drinker 1 s alcohol pe.nd~1ncy need to be resolved, but treat-

ment pro.grams must al.so be directed to und.erlyin9 ,psyc~ia-

tri,c concerns.. T y that 59i of t.he prob.lea driukers 

convicted. of D .. w .. I.. d psychotic or neurotic pathol-

oqy a to their alcohol dependency. Thus, t.be ju-

d l syste111 a treatment progral!ls must. provide, they ai:-

gue, accoiuaodations this unusual popu.lation .. 

M Ba. r {1980) inquire in to upon the variables 

of age a. SHX D .. i ... I. offenders 1 and note higher li~v-

els of r.1a justment and emotional upset among 
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those a 

Furthar, 

19 to 25 w n com ced with those 26 and older. 

obt·a:!'nf(_~ that ata.le offenders ace ,m{.u:e def~n-

s , and 0 rs are more introverted. 

Some fa inrwvati'lle approaches are also .found in 

li Yanos { 1980) e a pretrial diversion pro-

gram Lndividua chargi.~d with a D .. i.I. offense .. Resul·ts 

0.11 t. no rticipant was charged wit.h an :alcohol-related 

tr violation 

Winter (1979) 

a cri cal step for 

gram, nee that is 

client is 

the nine-month followup period. 

intake in tervie• process is 

o.f anf rehabilitation pro-

point at which the coafidence of the 

tile intervention. strategies are es-

treatment programs have heen introduced 

( 1, 1982) as an alternative means of activel1 co.nfront-

a rt ici • s system .. 

Au Australian program (1978) uses the technique of video-

ta pinq ogcam participants' be.ha vior f olloving al.cohol. con-

sumption,. and exa~in.ini:J of these tap~..s with participants and 

U1 fam ies.. An al tf~rnati~e work pro.gram {Hornaday, 

1978} involves participants in educationaJ. sessions, coun-

seli , and vie pt·oject vork. The research finds e.ncour-

agemen t vi t.b. t!le n~cidi wism cate of participants in this 

program .• 
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Not only the nature of the program an influential 

variatJle for consideration" but also wort.ti exaaination is 

t ti~e in program. ls can be seen frona the pr:o-

gram ventions cited, there are enormous variations in 

the length part.ici tion. Programs b.ave been seen to 

ti on .. 

da 

f coill one weekend to a year o.f weekly sessions ia d ura-

Holser (1980) suggests that the fact that court-man.-

rt.ici nts remain in the program longer than do vo-

a d nee with subsequent success .. 

However:., th.e motivation level o.r other predisposing charac-

ns .. 

months 

m.ay be th~• actual cause of differe,ut.ial treat111ent 

!\ rg~?r: iou and. Mahoha i:: (1977) find th.at at lea.st six: 

involvement. in treatment is t1ssen ti al .for optimal 

cliEmt co:ntt!Ct. Incorpocat ing the tiistinct.iou with problem 

dr , the 1 ar that e i'en this length of treatment may 

not bt~ su c for t cliente • They suggest that 

ti•e<~ in treat.merit i.tnd not the type of treatment is the cru-

al vacia modifyi drinking behavior. Similar re-

sults ar.e oh served by ne, Steer and Scoles ( 1919) , vho 

H-" tre<itment and control groups Hith reqard to alcohol 

con.su ion i.HHi psychopathologf. After six months of tr:·,!a. t-

!'ll1:n1t, t e we.ct~ comparabln decreases for botb. groups, sug-

9 t t pass.a of time may be the determininq 

variable fo.c t 
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some concluding comments 

of research efforts focus-

t of D. w. r. offend ors, 

future evaluative at-reqar:ding 

ts are appropriate. Kern,, Schmelte.r:, and Paul (1971) 

o:bsEH:'Vt:l that those who need. an edacat.ional pco~lraa the most. 

{the you sith high B.A .. C .. s vhen :the.f were ar-

rested) are .iilOst likely to drop out of the proqram. Thus, 

ex at ion of those who a o drop out. of a rehabilita tiou 

raa essential to provide insigkt iato program ef fec-

ti veness a improvement.. Another element for examination 

is t moqra phic charact:e:cistics of t!1ose who do eater tb.e 

progra.m.. A hough the research was based in lifest Ger111anr 1 

Ku11k and Men (1978) find an overrepcesent.ation of blue-

collar workers among the convicteci <lrl.vecs, and question 

whethec tkere •af 

.. L 

a class bias in the pcosecution for a 

um and ii ind.ham ( 1981) observe signi:fi-o .. H. r. o 

cant dif s vi th the n1.uaber of prior arrest..s when ca:m-

g those who were and vere not involved in D.W.I. of-

t to invol veme:n t in a rehabilitation 

pro,1cam ... 

Lebel ( 1980) obst<u:ves that findings with regard to 

SUCtl litat pcograms are often contradictory and. in-

conclu ve due to t.lu~ ~ariety of cb.an9ing circta.fllstances sur-

rouudi t alcohol and tra ic safety control system. ae 



concl that Hducational countt:.rmeasure.s are rea.listically 

only one part a co x network designed to confront tbe 

alcohol ob lei!.., 

Zelha.a:t and Sc (1975) troduce an "Improve It Hodel" to 

Their pro-

posed l up;:;>u a continuous iJttp.covement of the ex-

ug programs rat than unidillensional compa.risor1s be-

Supporting Lebel's observation 

that rehabilitation arts are but O.;le aspect of the ef-

fort to a iorate tlte dru driving problem, they conclude 

that 

e~nduation aodels l!Hlst be used wh:ic.h ila.ke explicit 
and monitor tbe •ultiple objectives and activities 
of the nctional '1.mits of these complex program.s,. 
Evaluation of sacb, pI:'ograms in ter!l:!.s of a single 
terminal criterion, regardless of its apparent ap-
propr iatE~ness, is not going to give a .full assess-
ment the impact of reeducation cou.ntermeasures 
(p.. "!53) • 

a.t, then, is the appropriate context for c~nsideration 

(')f these rehab itation countermeasures? Is involvement in 

a cehabilitatio.n program a necessary condition for ef.fec-

tively reducing an d.ividual's chances for recidivism be-

havio:c? Alternatively, is such participation a sufficient 

condition? Seib { 1980} argues th.at such _pcograms should not 

be ovecemphasi.zed" but that they should be a required condi-

tion for 1 reinstatement .. In addition1 participation 

in sucb prograas should not a substit.ute foe punishment .. 
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Prior to reach.inq any definitive concl.usions, it vill be 

helpful to examine vhat can be learned fro• general. types of 

approaches used vith alcohol and drug educatio~. 

i LO~K !T GEl~BlL IDOCATIOIAL BFFO@tS 

In addressing the issue of attitudes toward alcohol and 

druqs, "Education ••• is the aost likely way i.a vhich this 

problem can be dealt v.itll intelligently• (Bagertf and Ziaer-

inq, 1972, P• 65). .111imerous vrit.ers have observations re-

9ardinq the value and nature of this educatioaal approach as 

the most appropriate aeaas of preventing subseguent alcollol 

and drug problems. Attention to sig•ificaat eleaents of 

this preYention approach is helpful. in gainiag greater in-

sight toward rehabilitation efforts used vita individuals 

convicted of a D.W.I. offense. 

What is the appropriate focus for such educational at-

teapts in tbe schools? Globetti {197S) coaaeats taat 

"teachinq about alcohol has failed in the aaia because it 

has focused on ¥hat the older generation tkiaks rounqer peq-

ple should be told rather than finding out 11aat foung people 

t.hemselves feel about alcohol and its use" (p. .. 98). 

larly. Robinson {1968) observes tbat. 

meabers of the older generations tend to assume 
that their concepts and ideal.s are the only accep-
table and absolutely riqht ones. Instead of try-
ing to force these on younger people, ve should 
encourage their criticisa of our beliefs and be-

Siai-
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havior: of our lavs and the way \ie seek to 
2nf orce ; and we should challenge young people 
to thi through better ~ays for people of all 
a to live safel}' .in a world where alcohol is 
easily available and widely used {p. 21} .. 

{1979) sm;;gests th.at alcohol education should be 

subject areas and taught by sev-

er al tructocs.. Th.is will allow for: different vays of re-

info:r:cing st learning.. Also pr:oposed bJ Finn is a dis-

c n of broader implications a.tHl the social context 

inq.. 'lodd (1964) observes that there a.re ni.:unerous 

sub t areas where alcohol ucation can be integrated ap-

propc iately: health ech.tcation# physical educa t.ion, science, 

driver educaiton, industrial arts, social studies, guidance 

Xh.e approach 

ould upon uute development of desirable att.i-

tu.des, 

lp prevent the pe.rsonal and social consequeDces of the u.n-

vise use of alcohol" (p. 221. 

Whilt.:i it or:tant that accurate iaform.ation be co1nu1-

to st:ridents,. i.nformation alone is not suf.ficient fo,r 

eff'ecti.w this issue. Confusion about the 

cts surrounding alcohol needs to be addressed li.itb. fact.u-

al, not emotion-laden, information .. Plaut: (1976) observes 

t "tbe practices involver! ate so deeply ingrained and in-

terlockf;d with other cultura.l pa ttecns tJiat additional meth-



89 

ods must be used to bring about the desired attitude caaage" 

(p. 195). 

This suggests a focus upon tlle reasoas aoti'l'ating drug 

use, and the proYisioa of iaf oraatioa at the students• ova 

leYel of understanding. J:f Uae educator .is aot careful, a 

credibility qap aa.y eaerqe due to dif~reaces bet¥een vhat 

the educator is communicating and the students• personal ex-

periences (Stickgold and BroYar, 1978). Kunkle-Killer and 

Blane (1977) propose an at•ospaere of free intercaaage so 

that students can explore their ova feelings, facts, aad 

ayths surrounding alcohol. Globetti (1975) proposes an in-

formal discussion group with a nonthreatening eaviroaaent so 

that students can explore, examine, and discuss their own 

Yalues, attitudes and behavior. Since alcohol use is a sea-

sitiTe topic, tae eaphasis shoald be understaadiaq rat.ii.er 

than judgmental. 

This eaphasis upon discussion groups is farther supported 

by Piorkowski (1973), •ho argues that it is aecessarf to 

have the ego-involveaent of the participants., She states 

tllat people need to "learn t1le v.alue of being real, honest, 

of facing emotional problems squarely witlaoat runuing aaay" 

(p. 37). Educators can, she believes, encourage creatiYity 

and imagination with students, and aid the• to recognize 

their feelings as an important aspect of life. Seabright 
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0 communicatiou in smallec gr9ups is gener-

urnre ef ive than larr:1er groups" (p,. 137}. The 

role of an opportunity for pa:rticipa tion is clearly enhanced 

in t small g r:oup set ti:ng. Kunk.le-fli11er aud Blane (19J1} 

observe that role-playing ver:y helpful, as it aids stu-

t expression lings a.nd assists them in be-

comi involved in exp~.c· in a aouthrea.t.eaing l!lanner,. 

Rozelle p 978) co11p.:u::es the r:elati ve effectiveness of e.xper-

and c~goitive s•all group approaches regarding atti-

r and negative con:SetJ.UEHlces e.xperieuced frots 

dr It found that boU1 approaches stu:.>w sign if i-

cantly leve responsible attitudes and fewer ne-

ve cou thau is obser1H:~d in the control 9.roup .. 

Jack.son and Calsyn ( 1917) , Davies and Stacey { 1972) , and 

Dembo p 979) further support the use of small .g.roup, inter-

actiotl .:1 

students in 

so that the participation lesel of the 

R.obe.rtson and Heath.er (1982) concl!Jd..a 

that the most promising way to achieve desired prevention 

goals is with didactic, beitav·iorally based 1)rograms iihich 

incorporate both small group discussion methods atu.l self-

help manuals.. Floyd anti Lotsof (1978) are more aggressive 

wi this pcoach, proposing th.at such educat.lonal efforts 

shoul<l emphasize th:r:i t drug-taking behavior is an attempt to 

satisfy some human choloqical ueed, and that .less se.lf-

(lest.ructive behavi,n:al alternatives ought to be used .. 
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How effective are these educational approaches? Hevit.t 

and Butter (1979) note the dearth of syst.eaatic eYidence 

supporting the effectiveness of drug education proqraas, and 

comment further 3n the methodological inadegaacies associa-

ted with es:isting evaluative efforts. Sealtri9Jat (1973) 

states that "since there has been no systeaat.ic ewalaation 

of the effectiveness of differea·t approaches, t.liere is ao 

way of knowing vi th certainty which approach would be aost 

effective• (p. 136). Randall and loag (1916) state that 

"an es:tensiYe review of over 200 publishe4 accoaats of drug 

education programs revealed 23 reporting aay sfstematic 

evaluation• (p .. 2). Further, researck bf llilliaas, Dicicco, 

and Unterberger ( 1968) shows .increased favorabilitJ toward 

the temperate use of alcohol one month after participation 

in an alcohol discussion group; .however. one fear afh!r par-

ticipation this effect vas not noted. Ia a aore recent stu-

dy, Sargent (1979) examined auaerous evaluation stadies of 

others and observes: 

Drug education often results ia aa iaaedia~e in-
crease in knowledge and drugs out after taree 
months this positive effect has near1J disap-
peared; there is also a quantitative iacrease in 
incorrect information; attitudes about dr119s lt.ard-
ly change at all as a result of drag.educatioa. •• ; 
actual drug use is not apparently affected eitker 
in the present or in the future; it neit.laer in-
creases or decreases (p. 151). 
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Swanson (1978) moderates the higalJ critical assessments 

such as those just cited, noting that there is aajor confu-

sion on the goals of prevention and treatment, thereby re-

sulting in a definition of a prograa such that one caaaot 

reasonably expect success. Bot onlf are the goals unrealis-

tic, but also inappropriate are the eYaluation aodels. He 

observes that educational efforts are •expected• to coa-

pletely alter the behavior of nearly all people. Drag abuse 

is seen as nsoaething society believes it can 

turn over to the school for •corrective actioa•• 

igaore and 

(p. 125). 

Educational attempts aust be founded on rea1ity-based plan-

ning, an approach which takes into account •hat is currentlJ 

occurring in the society and ill tile hoaes with respect to 

alcohol and drug use. 

!!_OYERYIBW ~ L&llllXIG TllBOllIBS 

Also helpful in understanding the dynaaics of rehabilitation 

approaclaes are the theories which underl.ie an indi•idual•s 

learning. The first observation reqardinq learning theories 

is th.at llere is no one aqreed-upoa understanding of how in-

dividuals learn. There are nu•eroas theories 0£ learning, 

and 1uuay of these fa11 into t.vo aajor categox-ies: stiaulus-

response theories and cognitive theories. 
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The stiaulus-response theory eaphasizes instraaental or 

classical learning. With instrumental lea.rning, there ace 

rewards and punishments which are contingeat upon behavior. 

Classical learning focuses upon a conditioned response. An 

individual learns new skills by practicing tJaea. Belating 

these to the issue of drinking and driving, one finds that 

there are negati•e consequences associated wit.a such behatr-

ior. For one con•icted of drinking aad driving., fiaes, li-

cense revocation, jail sentences, and reJaabilitatioa pro-

grams are all potential coasequences. lithia tae 

rehabilitation program itself, scant attentioa appears to be 

pro•ided to this information. Current insights about the 

program reYea1 little specific eapaasis placed upon tais ap-

proach. 

Recalling A.S.A.P., the approach used in its reJaabilita-

tioa portion appears t.o be based upoa tke cognitive learn1ag 

theory. It is intended that new skills he gained by indivi-

duals as a result of being exposed to factual. inf ocaation. 

The cognitive theorist tends to look at the coateaporary 

structure of a problem, rather than at the past aist.ory of 

the learner, for ins.iqat aboat solYing a problea. The focus 

is upon insiqhts (understanding the essential rel.ations.ltlps 

involved in a situation) rathe.r than upon trial and error 

approaches found with the stimulus-resp.(\llse tkeory. Focus-
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a.gain upon A,. s. A .. P,,, 's rehabil ou po.1:·tion, it is a p-

pa r:ent. that s cognitive theory approach is relevant.. The 

methods in the A .. s .. A. P.. app1:c>ach ace based upon the 

le of a inf or•ation, relevant insights, and 

corrent and future behavior~ 

fQ ~c; J, t!Ql NQ_£Q!,1£!~NT S 

In this chapter, an e 1:tensi ve amount of literature related 

to pr 

mined. 

alcohol i 

shifted to 

of driving while intoxica·ted has been exa-

inning with a,n u11derstanding of the vay in which 

rs driving rf ormance, the emphasis th.en 

some insights t:e9ard irHJ typical characteristics 

associated with drivers involve<! in alcohol-related crashes ... 

Att<:mtion was t directed to prevention approaches, in-

c1ud t.errt"!ttCEO~ and specific detercence efforts .. 

Traditional activities vere found to be insufti-

c to me,~t tely the domauds of this problem situa-

tion. Preveo.tion orts directed toward the overa.ll pr:oh-

lem tuation, h concern about the developaent of general 

life s lis, was noted. 

Comme:nt.s rding Hu~ typical legalistic approaches used 

to i driver: problem were then noted. Dif-

stcict laws., publicity, and actual enforce-

t.ed. 
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Specific emphasis was then pcoYided to tae Alcohol Safety 

Action Program, with comments prori.ded reqarding the incon-

clusi ven.ess of evaluation efforts about this p£ograa. OU1er 

similar rehabilitation efforts vere also exaained to glean 

insights about effective approaches. Ia a siailar approaca, 

drug and alcohol education proqraas were e.&aained. Finally, 

so11e brief coa11ents about learning theory were provided .. 

With this foundation, it can be concluded taat taere is 

no simple answer to tke question of •what worts• for reduc-

ing alcoaol-related crashes.. luaerous approaches have been 

attempted, and a variety of evaluative efforts haYe been i1t-

ple11ented. Clearly, additional in.sigllt.s skould help aove us 

toward a more clear understanding of l.S.A.P.•s role ia aae-

liorating the drinking driver problea. 



Chapter III 

RES~ AR CH !1LE'r HO .DCJLO G Y 

From the theoretical backgr1:>und a. literature reYiev pro-

• it clear that only a limited amount of careful at-

tation B OLts. Although an assessment of the effectiveness 

Of A.S .. IL.P. was as an esserrti.al area for attention 

ram 'ifas established, evaluation st:udies tla ve 

imarily upon crash statistics. Due to metiu:>dolo-

gica.l const.raints, inconclusive results ware found regardin9 

the impact of 

forts .. 

rehahilitatto:n aspect of A. s. & .. J? .. • s e£-

cur:rer1 t reliance upon these cehabilitati.o.a 

programs to reduce t incidents o.f driving while int.oxicat.-

ed, it is essential that evidence gathered so tli.at sound 

ons may be to suppo1:t, modi.f y, or eliminate such 

pcograms .. 

With the research constraints found in performiag an on-

go tecvention effort, hov can an appropriate evaluation 

earns 

Ho¥ Ga.n we u(ldress the ce.n tral question of 

ess without compcomis.ing eit.her individual con-

issues in a 

or evaluative standards? To address these 

and sensitive manner is an art, being 

based upon a clear statf.H'!H.~nt of research objectives,. Atten-

96 
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tion must then be focused upon hyp0,theses for inYestigation. 

The research design must be carefully f oraulated and execut-

ed within existing constraints. With such a fou.adatioa, 

aeaninqf ul and helpful insiqhts vill hopef allJ be g1eao.ed 

regarding 1. s. A. P. 's rehabilitation efforts. 

e'-BPlBIIG POR EVlLUATIJE BESEllCH 

The lack of definitive answers regarding the drinking dri•er 

problem is clear. What works, for vaoa~ and under what con-

ditions remain as underlying questions deaaading c1earer re-

solution if ve are to attain greater success ia effecti•ely 

combattinq the drinking driver prob1ea. l.ltat assistance can 

be gleaned froa the evaluation research literature? 

.In examining evaluation efforts, it. is vital. to acknow-

ledge that political processes underlie several dia,ensio~s 

of the drinkinq 

policy sllpport 

Baker ( 1971) 

driYer proble•. The issue 

is, quite realistically, a 

of £and.lag aad 

political one •. 

regardless of 

observes that •a life 

whether the savings 

saved is a life saved -

coae throaga cancer re-

search, infant mortality studies, i•proved health and lav 

enforcement, i11proved conditions in centers of poverty, QC 

more e.ffective ailitary veapons• (p. •iii). Tl.le Congress is 

concerned with the total national program and use of ce-

sources, thereby relying upon political decision-aating to 
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detei:mine 1 , ar Baker, rational anal1sis 

t n ew.ot 1 r~action is nt:1cessa.ry to attain ef fee-

courses of action. "On both etldcal and political 

s, stand 

will result" (p. 108). 

How can one obtain such. a ttdemonstz:ation 11 of effects? 

all, as hy Glohetti { 1975), the determinatio,n 

e vc usually been i ionistic or anecdotal in 

nature.. He t difficulty of perforiling evaluation 

st dr:ug education programs as .being due to t11¥0 fac-

tors .. , the dif·ficulty in achieving agreement 

regarding the ul ms of the intecvention efforts .. 

Seco a re methodological t,lroblems in detecting 

ch in avior and attitudes. 

Another problem vith evaluative research is that most 

stud s med in t drinking drivcer f.ield have focused 

upon t.s. Ttle nltittate 11oal li quite clear 

uci Ute i ur:ies and deaths resulting from drinking 

and driv q .. Various programs have been cited waich demon-

pro veness 

In terms of dD individual 

fairly Is this 

ter several t1tontits o.r:. years .• 

ticipant's life span, this is 

best that can be done? 

br a.ttention to another political consider:ation~ 

Evalua ve research are to demonstrate the 
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need for continued funding of proqraas, and this often en-

tails a restriction upon the nature of the studf. "There 

may not be time" to await long-tera results, as assessaents 

are needed immediately due to the iapending a11ocation of 

scarce resources. 

Evaluation should not be perceived as an end in itself, 

nor should it be done simply to justifJ tlae coat.in11ed exis-

tence of a proqraa. If the 1.s.1.P. prograa is vorta hav-

inq, the results of the eYa1uation should speak for t.hea-

selves. The goal of evalaa ti on should be one of i•proving 

bot.h the efficacy and tile efficiency of tlte proqra:a (tile 

"Improve It• Model already cited). The eYaluatiwe effort 
' should point out problems and difficulties in the iaterven-

tion utilized, and further suggest ways of resolwing these. 

Can one define the effectiveness of a proqraa seekiag to 

reduce the problem of drinking driYers? Etzio•i (1964) sees 

effectiveness as t..he degree to which. a social syaea 

acaieves its goals. As we define goals, it is itq>ortant 

that they be reasonable, clear, aad measurah1e. 7o estah-

lish a program such that one cannot reasoaablf expect sue-

cess is foolish. Still, a qoal of e1iainatiaq the drinking 

driver problem is unrealistic. Bore reasonably, one :aay 

have a proqram goal of reducing the problea to tJae extent 

possible given liaited resources. 7he researc• goal then 
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comes one of examining which atlproaches are most ef fec-

VF;:; 1 and t tK~ con tioas undfn· ~ldch these approac,hes meet 

their 1 .. Wi in ttm global goa.l of reducing this pcGb-

some shor-t-h~rm ob:jectives should be established. 

then 

measu.r.es are ad 

How, tht:~n, 

aga.iast wb.ich effect.ivenes.s 

lie measure thf~ effectiveness of the i-

fi short-term objectives? At the outset, one must ackn(Hf-

l<? dge that 

of d 

( 1978) 

gram's o 

praLsa1 of 

no 

t.es 

mot stud 

of evaluation exists .. A variety 

shGuld used .. Tripodi 

tJ of evaluation strategies~ 

This includes social accoautinq (a;n ap-

cedures), administra ve audit, and time-and-

s wi.11 be helpful in exaaininq 

s of the intervention. ~ocial Re-

surveys, and case stud , is used to develop, modify, and 

expand knovle causal relationship vatterns and expla.ila-

tory 

nal 

ons Ci.U.l cesult such cesea.rch attempts .. 

Co~!~il!ic s~rategies ace helpful in appraising 

re tive va Of t pro~rcam in celatio11 to its costs .. 

General accounting, cost. accounting, cost-benefit analysis, 

and cost-e ness approacb.t~s are of assistance in cost 



101 

considerations. In essence, one finds these approaches 

helpful in addressing the qeneral evaluative coasiderations 

of effort, effectiveness, and efficiency. The i.nforaatioa 

provided should reduce uncertainty, a desirable goal for any 

orqanization•s efforts (Thompson, 1967). 

Two global vays of evaluating on-qoiag prograas a.re sag-

gested by Wholey, Scanloa, Duffy, Faku•oto, and J'ogt. (1976) .. 

Field eiperi11ents rely llpon the careful specification ~f 

tceataent and control groups, while experi11eatal deaonstra-

tions emphasize control over the input and process variables 

without the use of control groups. 

The issue of control, noted earJ.ier as si.9ai.fi.cantly 

lacking in D.W.I. offeader research, thus looas as central 

to the evaluative research process. How can a researcher 

control such eit.raneous elements as staff biases, preexist-

ing factors, and experimenter values and ezpectations? 

Further, within the use of D.i.I. rehabilitat.ioa prograas, 

how can a control group be establisked whea the concepts of 

"fairness" and "equal treataent" remain centra1 t.o t.he cri-

minal justice system? These ethical concerns re1ated to the 

withholding of treataent to ce£'tain indiYidaaJ.s. 

Gibbons, I.ebovitz and Blake (1976) provide a partial. an-

swer to this answer, observing that we are not yet at a 

point where controlled experiments can be nsed. We are 
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9 '1'ith hu!iian "subjects•• in situations of illajor siqni-

F • ··"' i.cance own V€:s, and thus have limitat.io:ns .ia 

pula n<J va bl es .. Gibbons et al. concede that 1 at 

th nt, it necessary to use relatively "•eat" methods 

ans11ers to our: research guest.ions.. They 

t, qrowing out several 

a better b11sis for confident conclu-

sions than would the result f i:-om one metkod alone (p,. 

319)." Ho• one researcher s th.ese approac.lies into a 

u1 e 11a l ua ti ve 

In overview 1 

tive research .ign must be based upon an adequate under-

stand the overall program goals and the spec.ific ah-

A thorough understandi11g of e;x:istinq li tea:ature 

~m topic is essentiaL. The qtiestions to be addressed by 

the re ~:mdE~dvor should specific, yet l.i:iaited. 

I to the extent politically, eUlically, 

nc The objec-

ti ves t. resea r.ch itself should be clear and reasonable. 

ve 

methodology to evaluate 1. s .. 1.e.. to .be off er ed. 

in f lowing attempts to meet these standards .. 
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t e >:JOal of gathering evitience regarding the 

t s of th<f:' litation portion of the Alcohol 

A ct ion P.Ct>ject, it is essen al th.at tb.e research oh-

jecti ve.s lJ defined. With this in aiad, five objec-

l:Lshed foe exa nation: 

f u.~dame.ntal ~uestion is 

wb.H involvement in Uu:: i.·ehahilitation poi.·tion pf 

pr:ogra1a actually ma a d iffece.nce ... 

focus not upon the entire A.S.A.P~ approach, 

as th i.ucl public education, interactio.n with 

judges, and tl'airdng of local police officers in ad-

ion to inter-vent.ion efforts with drivers convicted 

of ing intox:icat.ei1.. The •;:tru:;stion .is wheth.-

viduals vh.o participate the reila.:bi.li tat iun 

prog.rattt a.re 11Kn·e likely or less likely to be rear-

dr 1.v ing while int ox ica ted than t.hey wo11ld 

have had they n1ceived a traditional sanction 

, loss of nse, jail sentence). 

.its success or failuct::,. t co11ponents assist and 
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ts a~~ter t 

UCl. 

holi important 

program iu itteeting its stated 

inking driver problem? 

factor of the 

fol:' 

time 

iihich between one's court sentencing and the 

inq of the A.S.A,.P .. progr.am? cur.rent research 

ef s do iwt uately identify distinct elet1iH~nt.s 

as po l influe.ntial factocs in recidiPism. 

Ade-

qua te a on s to be paid to subjective as 

1 as objt'.~ct:ive fact.ors operate vit.b. the indi-

vid !ire ing drivers and vh.o interact 

rec i 

as 

and t 

attitudes and 

cipants,. 

progra.1t.. 

insig.bts 

Snbjecti ve 

personally 

Objective factors at:e 

t<.i and their co:ccelation to sueli vari-

sex, and residential status .. Whereas 

otber factors such as education, inco~e, and race may 

rest, this in.formation is c!l.crent.ly not 

ava for both A.S.A.P. and non-A.S.A.P. iadivi-

dna ls. 

4. 1.SL2£Q!ig__L!iLSLJ!~~j,tatixe,,. .. 9.!!41itati11!1!,,., and i.!t:ero,£""" 

!iV!'Li!f?Se§2men:t of th~ etf~gti!f!n!i~-21 .. ttte progr~Jh. 

tional e ts focus upon quan ti ta ti ve aspects 

of progca.w .fecti veness .. It is argued that an exa-
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min o of both quantita ve (objective) and quali-

tative (subjective) ats# aad bow these iaterface 

one another, will pro~ide fresh and insightful 

tives of d.ttempts to ameliorate the drin n9 

ilri V>' .. n: m.. In pacticul~.u:, insights qai ned from 

approach should helpful in under-

sta ing A .. s. A .. P .. •s impact and effectiveness. 

5.. :r_g__g!.J!!.ine a._E!~iet1 q~ -~:gd~t?~!Hl'.S!P·iie.~li.~les .~2-£!~.,t­

~IJ.!1 in!,L..hO!!_theI._J!al Q.e qitfe~!!tiall.Ll.m~oct!);n~_!!ith 

!:~2f!1'1£t-1SL the_~f.tiyti V~B~~?. oLJ;;;~i:.!l.ts;.c!tlllti'Hi 2.J;:Q.-

9.£t!Lf2l!ud_w-ith !· s~i'!!.~~ It may be fot.md~ for exa11-

t. ic treatments may be more effective 

under n conditions or ~it..h certain .individuals .. 

'1' g:cm.rp-suppor:t factor incorporated iiA t.he A .. S.A.P .. 

ort may have greater impact upon so11e pa:rtici-

the co itive information. pcovided 

inore meaning to oth,~rs.. Also of interest are 

other if icant personal or: professional changes 

(e.. ., vorce, marria9·e, loyment, 1.rnemployment) 

o f:'a at the of t.he A ... s ... A .. P,. program .. 

~ith these ob 

nwna·t wor 

nee will 

ti ves in mind, an increased ui-

, 
sougfrt. 

with the dri ing drive£ 

and why or: why not" will be 

thered to i•prove atteapts to 

, awl ultimately to re-

m found on our nation's highwars. 



106 

BESEAR£!LJ!YPOT~~ 

Emerging from these objectives and the review of t.he litera-

ture is a hypothesis. The central a1potllesis to be ,tested 

!n this research 2~qje~t is t.k~t tie resiai!i&I; rate t~~ 
those inn•iggals vllo 2§.[ticip1ted io th,e A.,S.A,P,_, progr@• 

was less than that for.those 1@0 4ii net Plkticipflte d.a ti!@ 

erograa. This hypotkesis is proposed because of belief that 

the educational process, particularly when i.Dcorporat:.ing a 

small group approach, vould be effectiYe in altering atti-

tudes and behaviors. 

Underlying this central hypothesis, seYeral sab-hypothes-

es were proposed. First, it is hypothesized t.bat the longer 

that an individual had to wait to begin the proqraa (the 

•treatment") from the time of conviction of driwinq while 

intoxicated, the higher would be the chances of being a re-

cidivist. This emerged froa classical reinforceaent theory. 

Specifically, a reward or punishment:. va.s e:a:pect:ed to 110.ce 

effectively associated with the appropriate behavior if it 

followed that behavior closely in time. 

A second sub-hypothesis is that those with a previous re-

cord would have a higher recidivisa rate than those vit:.aout 

a previous record. This was offered because it appeared, 

based on the fact that an individual exhibited recidiYist 

behavior, that there was an underlying predisposition toward 
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drinki a.nd d v g behavior, a that this was not dealt 

ly by tbe previous approach. 

Throe a tiona l hypot..neses a re offered for e~amina­

directions of sub-hypotheses are offered tio11. TlH-'1 

primarily for a umentati~e ~H1rposes and are based more ui•on 

int. t.ive lllation than theoretical grou11ding,. rt is h.y-

reci 

be 

ni 

tha t younger participants would have a lo~er 

r:ate tha.n the oldec pacticipant:s, .because it is 

t e younger in.dividual.s 

beb ral patterns~ 

would be more o~n to 

It is hypothesized 

le rt.icipants .would have a lovec recidivism rate 

than male participants, as it is believed that fetaales WOiolld 

be morH recep ve to .sucb ltew 1eai:ning. It was .belie-ved to 

icult to alter the dr king and dri1ting ,behavior be more 

which often vitnied as •~macho*' behavior for the mal!"3S.. 

ly I it hypot.h tbat permanent residents tirould 

have ,a loW$'JC recidivism rate than tcans.ient residents, due 

to the that gceater loyalty and obli-

to community. 
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RESEARCH DESIGN 

The research design to be employed to assess the effectiy~­

ness of the A.S.A.P. rehabilitation efforts eaploJs a loose 

triangulation approach (Jick, 1979). Denzin {1978) defines 

triangulation as "the coabination of aetkodologies in the 

study of the saae phenomenon• (p. 291). The decision to 

utilize observations from more than 0\'9 tiad of source is 

based upon an attempt to overcoae tJae aet.ltodological 

constraints encountered by previous research e£fort.s. As 

noted by Gibbons et al. (1976) and cited in the prewious 

chapter, na consistent set of observations on program i•-

pact, growing oat of several kinds of •weak• research teck-

aiques, provides a better basis for confideat conclusions 

than would the result from one method alone• (p. 319). In 

this research, the CJ'l.D~ral concept associated with trianqu-

la tion, multiple methods to study the same problea, wi.ll be 

used. Triangulation in its strictest iot.erpret.at.ion, ault.i-

ple verification of the same point, will not be e•ployed. 

SeYeral distinct elements were identified for independent 

examination. Each of these coaponents, when considered sep-

arately, should yield information regarding tae research hy-

potheses. When integrated and compared, additional insigat 

should be provided. 
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Two glob loyed. A •'.iUa11titati ve 

ogy, ty cal 

to tlu~c evidence regarding recidivism patterns,,. 

Th a Qualita-

ti'lre attempts, a evaluation technique, were used to 

.hts of individuals intimately 

involved \iith rebabi lita tio11 process,.. 

Pr to g theSf2! t.wo approaches further, it is 

important to identity clearly the indepundent and dependent 

variah 

two d tinct man1Hars .. First, a fundamental distinct.ion 

ts between who enter the l .. S .. A .. P.. p.cogram and 

those vho do not enter the A.S.A.P. progra~. 1.s.1.P. offi-

s observe that pr-oxim.atel:y 301' of those iudividua1s 

conv d of ving while intoxicated do not participate in 

the A. s .. A .. P. ram. 

the driver•s license, and/oc a jail sentence .. This 

t ith ich is co:a1pa.red in this analr-

sis. 

The second set of 

c:la 

are imp<:,rtant,, yet of secondary importance to 

inction noted. 

into two g rou .. . 
suhvariables can seen 

demographic variables and 
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Demog.t:aphic variables include tlie 

of •s age, the bload-alcoh.ol 

concentra ti at the of the arrest, the offenrier's in-

t.he offender, and the education-come, the marital status 

al atta 

var 

t Of 

or: 

air a 

a 

0 cler .. O.nly the first two of these 

Intervening variables available for all pa.£-

court delay, nmiU'.H:~c of prior D .. W .. I.. of-

prior reek 

ropHr 

driving offe.nses, and .:rium-

ving of fensas. Intervening 

only for A .. s .. 1. P. participants were t;h(~ 

ram,, and the apsed time to t.he completion of t.tle 

coucse .. Intervening v<.tria.bles available ooly for 

non-A ... S .. A .. P .. 

fine i 

nsion. 

H: should 

only upon 

, 

availa ty. 

A .. S .. A .. P,. pa.rti 

pants were the jail term serv~d, the 

Ute length t'.)f tbe (>perator• s lice:a.st1 sus-

noted that the subvariab.les vere based not 

but also upon inf ormatioa 

ically,, variables to be examined for 

nts were also int.ere.st fot: non-A ... s ... A. P .. 

ts, t ~ere known to be unavailable. 

e QQEe!lQ.~nt_!.aria!.?1!£ for consideration was recidivi2~ 

An individual ll!as de ned as a recidivist if a conviction of 
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drivinq ~bile intoxicated vas received ter completion of 

t sed sanction,., ic consideration vas qiv;en ta 

th('l! timfo: tor: imro - a recidivist wiUdn one year af-

ter cmt1pletion of the sanction or a recidivist vi thin two 

ter co~pletion,. aecidi v ism also is defined in terms 

of other 0 such as reckless d t'i vinq and i m-

d.ci f'or eitCb individual, identification as a 

£g£!...q!.!i§!t or a no!!.:.£ecidivi.st !las also 11ade. Also cons.id-

was the Q~t teg!,__Qf recidi Vifil!t (i .. e. 1 the n1.:u11her of 

post-re 

timt:.• 

tio11 offenses occuring cl11ring the identl.fied 

OlH:> and wit n two r:.s) foe two specific g,coups. 

First. 1 t. ci uts in thf.~ A .. s .. A. P ... program who partici-

Lev1:1l II of the program were examined.. Level III 

participants are not identi for examination due to the 

fact that 

req.ui 

tici 

were dia9nosed as p.roblem tlriok:er.s and th.us 

pth tr.eatr!lent. Second, non-A. s.1 .. P.... pac:-

A seco.nd soul::ce of focmation cegard.ing A .• S.A .. p,., effec-

ve.ness i!la.s from personal iuterviews with p.coqram 

part ipants ... were 

lita tion exper.ience .• 

erv.iewed before and after the 

Thro use o:f these two-time 

t inter:v , percept.ions regardi:ng what was ex-
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encr.Hl by A .. s. ! .• P.. partic ts was gaiued .. Discussions 

OU t about U1eir conviction, vhf U1.ey 

chose to participate the A. S. A"' P. 

viewed o:verall program, what aspects of the progra,li! thef 

un {1 to be ef and f ecti ve, how they viewed too 
of program, wha.t they helieved ,11akes a di,ffer-

ence ng their nting and driving beha¥ioc, waat 

tho \VOUlrl be effective with other individuals, and 

other re vant co~tponents.. Appendix A provides the ques-

wi th t participauts during these two inter-

T source of insight ifas individuals who partici-

ted A .. S. ll .• P.. program in the past,. I asked for 

ing ir in volve!ilent in the pro-

\ias not ef for , and other overall matters. See 

for the q:uest add.ressed to these partici-

Fcnirth, assessuu:wt of the pco1'1.ra11 ef.fectiveness was gatb-

ered tram those individuals hiced to teach in the l.S.A.P. 

attit es, evaluatio.n of the program's 

assessment. of what is i:nfluent:ia.1 wittl pro-

partici nts "as gathered,. overall insights reyardin.g 

what t y vie~ a.s appropriate manner of dealing vitb. in-
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di 'Vidu;,1,ls conv b}d of drinking driving ~as also gained .. 

as the outline of questions for these 

p leaders. 

F l ly 1 comparative information, interviews wl th 

D.i.I. ders w d uot participate in the l.S.A.P. 

m H~~re st~en as helpful.. primary intent of Uu:~se 

us was t.o assess U1.e .reas<ms held by these individuals 

for eir non-

M;-1jor in to 

ef iweness 

ion in 

<Jaineii incl 

tlu:~ir sanctions 

rehabilitation prog~a•. 

their assessment of the 

a.ad their impressions of 

pr:ogram,., Appendix D provides 

tifi 

For each 

pt:'o9ram rti 

d of individuals .. 

e inte1: vie~s involwing current and past 

ts,, as as non-participants, na.mt~s 

vere randomly selected until relevant factors of age and 

.sttx vere t' 

vidua 

st~nted... Por t current participants, six iu-

the two t locations ~ere select-

, althou.gh ur 111ere called for .. The additional two 

indi vidUit. were included so that a minimum of fow:· indilfi-

duals would re 

from i. 

O<Jram and ;;Jne-

contacte d to 

n in the event that there were withdrawals 

scheduled.. For both the pre- and post-

intervi ews, identified individuals were 

termine it liere willing to he inter-

lss taoce was asked of the A.S.I. Progca11 Dicec-



tors in .facilitating the scheduling of these interviews; 

specifically, letters requesting the assistance of program 

participants were sent froa tae Program Directors (see Ap-

pendices E and F for samples of these letters). 

To gain the necessary inf~aation reqardinq tJae ef:fec-

tiveness of tlae p.rograa, quantitative (rec.idirisa dat.a) and 

qualitative (individual interview) information was gathered 

from tvo 1.s.1.P. prograas found in the Coaaoavea1th of Jir-

ginia. To examine only one program lfO.u1d be Jaelpfal, yet: 

limited in applicability. on the other hand, to exaaiae all 

of the programs vitllin one state, or in all of tae turtr-

fi ve states where the program ltas been iap1eaeated, was not 

feasible. Targeted for assessaent were prograas in the »ev 

River Valley in southwest Yirginia and in ,lrlinqtoa Couty 

in northern Virginia. These two proqraas 11ere caosen be-

cause they represent different populations serYed. The lev 

Biver Valley prograa has a aiiture of rural and collegiate 

individuals. The Arlington county prograa serYes an urban 

population. These tvo locations, t.llen, becoae aa additional 

independent variable for consideration. 

This research design adds to the existing literature 

which evaluates the A.S.A.P. approach in several significant 

ways. First, in-depth perspective regarding the program is 

gained through use of the participant interviews. Specific 
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heretofore not systeaatica11y qataered, are pro-

the interviews with current participants, past 

participants, non-participants, and group instructors. Sec-

ond, nnique inf oraation has been gathered fro• an approach 

vhich emphasizes the interaction between tae quantitative 

and qualitative approaches. Traditional resea.rcll efforts 

have had a sinqle focus and have emphasized a quant.itati Ye 

assessaent. Third, this research directs attention to the 

effect upon recidivist behaYior of several i.adepeadent 1'aci-

ables. Past research approac~es have suggested soae factors 

of relevance, primarily previous driving wail.e intoxicated 

offenses. Particularly innovative is the giving of atten-

tion to the variables of elapsed tiae betveen seatencinq in 

court and the beginning of the reaabilitation effort and 

what critical events may aave occurred duriag the iapleaen-

tation of the A.S.l.P. program. .Final1y, the coaprehensive 

nature of t.he overall approach provides a holist:ic perspec-

tive of overall effectiveness, as well as t.be individual 

contributory components, of this rehabilitation effort. 
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~!!£!! IHPLEBEITATIOB 

Data for the quantitative component. of the project were 

gathered by comparing l.S.A.P. participants and non-partici-

pants.. As mentioned, the dependent variable is recidivisa. 

case records maintained in the 1.s.1.p. offices and court 

records were examined for necessary in£oraation. Procedares 

establisked by State officials were f olloved ia gatheriag 

and utilizing this information. 

To obtain a research population of sufficient size, re-

cords of individuals for a three-year time period were exa-

mined. Considered vere participants vao coapleted tile u.n-

dated sanction in tae time period f roa Septeaber, 1977 to 

August, 1980. This allowed for a two-year fqllovup of re-

cidivism with these individuals. 

Selection of A. s. A. P. participants was based on se•eral 

factors. First, they needed to have participated in the 

Level IX program. Second, their coap1etion date aust ha.Ye 

occurred during the identified tiae pei:iod. Tkird, they 

needed to have a Virginia operator's license, since follovup 

recidivism data vere not available for out-of-state prograa 

participants. All individuals who 11et the identified crite-

ria in the Bew RiYer Talley were considered. This resulted 

in 474 individuals. In Arlington County, the available pop-

ulation was larger. To aaintain sample pope.lations of an 

approximately equivalent size, about 301 of the available 
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Arlington files were systematically 

two of every three file drawers. 

size of 533. 

elillinated by exa11inin9 

The result was a sa,ple 

A similar approach was utilized with the non-partici-

pants.. In the Bev RiYer Valley, no records of these indivi-

duals were maintained in the A.S.A.P. of.fice. Taus, tile 

names of individuals vho did not participate in tile A.s.1.p. 

program were qathered in the six court districts served by 

the A.S.A.P. program. All traffic court dockets for the 

specified time period were examined, aad aaaes of non-parti-

cipants were recorded. A final sample size Qf 226 was ob-

tained. In Arlington County, non-participant iaforaation 

vas available in the l.S.A.P. office. Since taese files 

were maintained by offense date and interfiled •itk the 

A.S.A.P. participants, names of non-participants in 

relevant time period vere selected from l.S.A.P. recoEds. 

tae 

A 

total of 129 individual.s were ident.i.fied for t.he final anal-

ysis. 

For all of the A.S. A. P. participants, tlle infor•tion ne-

cessary for obtaining recidivism data vas available in the 

individual files. To obtain this, an individual•s opera-

tor's license nuaber was necessary, plus, preferablJ, date 

of birth. The required iaforaation was not fu.lly available 

for the non-participants, particularly in the Hev Biwe.r Val-
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ley. The court dockets contained only an individual's naae 

as identifyin9 inforaation. An indiYidua.l•s operatoc•s li-

cense number was usually recorded on the sum•ons prepared by 

the police office at the tiae of arrest. In soae locali-

ties, it vas not qeneral practice to include this until 

mid-1978. Another problem vas vita aissinq traf£ic susaoas 

- records were missing or had insufficient identiff.i.ng data 

for obtaining follovup inforaation for a total. of 153 indi-

viduals. Thus, althouqa the fi~l. non-participant SAJUlle 

size in the New River Yal.ley for whoa identifying in.foraa-

tion vas available was 226, a total of 379 iad.iYidaals had 

actually been identified as aon-partic~pants. 

To obtain the recidivism data, as well as eaca indiYidu-

al •s prior driving record, information was obtained froa th.e 

State Department of Motor Vehicles. Coaplet.e driving re-

cords vere requested for all individuals for •ho• the appro-

priate identifying information was avai.lah1e. Par l.11 of 

those individuals for vboa records vere reqaestea, inforaa-

tion was not a vaila.ble. It should be noted that 11henever a 

notice of •Information Rot Available• was received, anotaer 

request vas aade to verify that errors had not been made. 

Fro11 those requested, 

97.31 of the A.S.A.P. 

driving records ve.re obtained for 

participants in the Rev Biver Valley 

and 98.SI of t:ae partici,pant.s in Arlington County. For 
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non-participants, records were obtained for 91.0" 0£ those 

in the Nev River Valley and 98.51 of the individuals in Ar-

lington County. The resultant saaple size for examination 

is 1362; had information been available for all individuals 

identified as D.W.I. offenders aad convicted of the appro-

priate charge,6 the sample size would haYe been 1407. 

Another item worthy of note is that the dri•inq records 

obtained from the Departaeat -Of Motor ~ekicles u~ilized ao 

standard way of indicating the fact taat an iadividaal par-

ticipated in the A.S.A.P. program. Por aost of the indivi-

duals, participation in A. s. A. P. was clearly indicated. 

Among these individuals, a question appeared vitll. regard to 

the completion of tae A.s.1.P. progra11 for 21.61 of thea. 

Specifically, many of these participants failed to have re-

corded an A.S.A.P. pr09ra11 completion date. For others, a 

conviction of Reckless Driving was noted wita no A.S • .A.P .. 

reference although the offense date aat.ched the D.1.1. of-

fense date. .Further, no indication of any offense which 

11atched the offense date was found on nuaeroas driYing re-

cords. For all of these cases where there was any question, 

the A.S.A.P. files were re-examined to verifJ coapletion of 

the l.S.A.P. program. 

• Prior to July 1, 1982, individuals charged vita I>ri•in9 
While Intoxicated who successfullJ completed the A.S • .L..P. 
pro9ra11 vere typically actually found 9uiltf o~ a lesser 
offense such as reckless dri vinq or iaprope.r driving. 
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For: litative a ct of the research, interviews 

in accordance Mith t design summarized in 

L. A:3 a dy noted, current participants wece L"dn-

d y en for coutact. In the Mew River Valley, a 

total of f m.u:teeu inili vid uals were contacter1 by letter, and 

seven rtici 

vi 

both interviews. In Arlington County, 

ten n~ceiv letters from the A .. S ... A.P. Direc-

tor, and five rt pated t.tu.~ interviews ... 

Interviews: \I h i i vid uals who participa. ted .in the 

1\.S.!t .. P .. at t two years prior to research imple-

menta.tion Wfire contacted using a similar procedan:e. 

were ran mly se from tb.e pcogr<t!I files# and let tars 

from A. s .. A .. P. Director were sent.. In the New River 

ley, eight indiv uals were contacted. Of these1 f~ur 

to inter:viewed. In Arlington county, ten indivi-

d.ua.ls were conta.cted 111· letter., and four were interviewed ... 

In v ua intervieved ~ert'? provided with a form enti-

tled 1* State~ent of UndE~rstan ng" (see Appendices G and H). 

outli tbe ta tions, the res~arcb.er• s oblir:Jd-

tioos, the goar:antee auonymity, a:nd the qe.neral. proce-

dures to used. 

Int(~r t~ws a occurred witb those ind.ividuals aired to 

serve as instruct.ors of t.he Level II progra.11.. .In the New 

vec Va , one individual currently serves in this capac-



121 

Nature of Non-A.S.A.P. A.S.A.P. A.S .A.P. Instructor 
Interviews Current Past 

Participant Participant 

Number of 
Interviews 1 2 1 1 
for Each 
Participant 

Participant 
Variables Age and Sex Age and Sex Age and Sex Not 

Applicable 

Number of 
Individuals 4 6 4 All Per 
Location 

. 

Total 
Interviews 4 12 4 Varies Per 
Locality 

Total 8 24 8 Varies Interviews 

FIGURE 1 SUMMARY OF INTERVIEWS 
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ity, and he was intervif~wed. An interview was a.lso conduct-

ed with an i vid who y served as an ins·truc-

tor:.. T 

to instruct 

Ar l in9ton County program employs four individuals 

Lf~vel II program, and each o.f these p.cofes-

sionals aas interviewed. 

identi 

vitb 

Public 

f 1na1 of interviews identified for research, 

enders, posed problems. I:ndividuals 

but it was d ult to i11a.ke contact with them .. 

ly, it was necessary to identify and •ate contact 

viduals by utilizing public records only. 

includ1.-1 the court dockets and telephone di-

rector: • Th~ n.ames of individuals who did not participate 

t A .. S.A .. P .. progz:am dur:ing the time period of September, 

19"!7 to Au " 1980 1H1re compared with those listed in cur-

rent hone directories. :When t.here (!las a match of names 

(a vhen tbece vere not multiple listings in the telephone 

directory) , a letter (see App I} was sent to request 

In the Nev River Vall>ey, stance in the project. 

nin1~ individua 

lett~~rs .. 

met t. cr.itecia and vere sent 

, onl.Y o:ne could be inte:rY.iewed (the oth-

ers actual had ti patecl in A. s. A .. I? .. , vere not intec-

ested, no longer: were ,1t that nt1 , oc were deceased).. In 

Arli ton Coun , 'f teen dividuals met the criteria and 
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were mailed letters. Identical resu.lts were obtained, ex-

cept that none of the individuals actually contacted vas in-

terested in participation. Thus, this co•ponent of the re-

search design vas not successful beyond a single Bew River 

Valley interview. 

COBC.t.USIOI 

The aethodoloqy developed and iap1eaented is thus a combina-

tion of a quantitative and a qualitative approach. Each of 

these elements is seen to provide i~foraation he.lpfu1 ia 

better understanding the effectiveness o:f l.S. l.P. •s rehabi-

litation efforts. Of additional siqnficance is the i.asight 

gained from the integration of the tvo distinct tfpes of ap-

proaches. With such a multidimensional approach, aeaniaqfu.l 

and significant results are anticipated. 



Chetph;r IV 

UiTI'I'l\.'rIVE ASSESSMENTS 

As \le turn to an exa nation of the research results, it is 

rH~l 1 to recall basic research questions to be exa,-

mined. 'f central hypothesis to be tested, as stated iu 

pter III, that "t!a~ r~cidi!.i2.m ~g,te foK .... l;.@ose ;indi:!i-

f!.ll!!l§:_!!~.Q-~S,rticiEat~LiLthe l.t . .s .A. .. P 1 Erogt,a.!l i~ less tll~!!: 

that...f2£_!.l!2§~_!f.ho_!!Q...Il.Q!_fil!rti£.iRg~e it}. tie £~Qg:cam:..~ Also 

of interest an identification of those fact.ors which may 

result in a lower reci vism rate among pa.rticipants in the 

A,. S .. A .. P .. 09ram and among those who do not participate in 

th 

of 

of a 

resoarcb iijn calls for an assessment 

program n9 both quantitative data and i.nfoc.mat.ion 

LitativP: nature .. 

In th 11 examitH~ the A ... S .. A,. P .. program fr.om 

a ntitative perspective. This assessment. tn:oduces some 

u g Ulis program, as ve learn what factors a.r~ 

correla with, and can ultima.tel:r pred.ict, success., where 

"successn is d ined as ng a :non-recidivist... . The n.axt 

cit<1pt<:H~ examines tbe A .. S .. A .. P.. program fro• a qua.litative 

ve, i ng the lings and experiences of 

group instructors .1nd. pro9·ram participants. Interactive in.-

t will so be gleaued in Chapter V as these two basic 

ap integrated. 

124 
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Tae current examination is undertaken in five parts. 

First, the overall research design is suaaarized. Second, 

basic descriptive information is provided. Tae third compo-

nent exaaines the differential recidivism rates for the 

1.s.4.P. and the non-A.s.&.P. programs. Fourth, tae ques-

tion of vhat items are correlated vita recidivism for both 

program participants and non-participants is addressed. Fi-

nally, ve direct attention to those ite!IS wllich are aost 

helpful in making accurate predictions regarding •saccess.n 

For all of the items exaained, we euaiae Ute coabiaed saa-

ple of 1362 individuals froa both the lfew aiver Valley a,d 

Arlington County locations. There are times, however, vhen 

the findings obtained differ by location; these are observed 

vhen applicable. 

RESEARCH FOUNDATIONS 

With the fundamental research guestion being based on the 

differential recidivism rates between the participants and 

the non-participants in the A.S.A.P. prograa. the type of 

program emerges as the basic distinction found ia the inde-

pendent variables. For ease of understanding, this break-

down is summarized in Figure 2. Variables are of two gener-

al types: Demographic variables and Intervening Yariables. 

The demographic variables include the offender's sex, ag~, 



INDEPENDENT VARIABLE : 
WHETHER A.S.A.P. OR NON-A.S.A.P. 

Demographic Variables: 
1. Sex of Offender 
2. Age of Offender (years) 
3. Occupation of Offender 
4. Blood-Alcohol Concentration of 

Of fender at Arrest (%) . 
P-l 5. Income of Offender ($) . 
< 6. Marital Status of Offender . 
Cll 7. Educational Attainment of Offender (years) 
<ii !Intervening Variables: 

1. Court Delay (days) 
2. No. of Prior D.W.I. Offenses 
3. No. of Prior Reckless Driving Offenses 
4. No. of Prior Improper Driving Offenses 
5. Start Delay (days) 
6. Finish Delay (days) 
7. Location 

Demographic Variables: 
1. Sex of Offender 
2. Age of Offender (years) 

~ !Intervening Variables: . 
< . 
Cll 

1. Court Delay (days) 
2. No. of Prior D.W.I. Offenses . 

~ z 

3. No. of Prior Reckless Driving Offenses 
4. No. of Prior Improper Driving Offenses 
5. Jail Term Served (months) 
6. Length of Opr. License Suspension (months) 
7. Fine Imposed ($) · 
8. Location 

DEPENDENT VARIABLE 
RECIDIVISM 

Operationalized By: 
1. No. of D.W.I. Offenses First Year 

Following Program 
2. No. of D.W.I. Offenses Second Year 

Following Program 
3. Total Number of D.W.I. Offenses 

Following Program 
4. Whether D.W.I. Recidivist First Year 

Following Program 
5. Whether D.W.I. Recidivist Second Year 

Following Program 
6. Whether D.W.I. Recidivist Either Year I 

Following Program 
7. No. of Reckless Driving Offenses 

First Year Following Program 
8. No. of Reckless Driving Offenses 

Second Year Following Program 
9. No. of Improper Driving Offenses 

First Year Following Program 
10. No •. of Improper Driving Offenses 

Second Year Following Program 

FIGURE 2 SUMMARY OF INDEPENDENT AND DEPENDENT VARIABLES 

I-' 
N 
0\ 
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occupation, blood-alcohol concentration, income, aarital 

status, and educational attainment. .Intervening variables 

inclnde court delay, prior D.i.X. offenses, prior reek.less 

driving offenses, prior improper drivi49 offenses, start de-

lay, finish delay, jail term served, fine imposed, and 

length of operator•s license suspension. 

Several factors are available froa the .inforaation gath-

ered for all individuals: sex, aqe, elapsed time froa tae 

date of offense to tae court date (hereafter called court 

delay), location (Bev Biver Valley or Arlington County), 

number of prior driving-while-intoxicated convictions, naa-

ber of prior reckless driving convictions, and nuber o,f 

prior improper driving convictions. The reaaini:ng variables 

were available only for indiYidua.ls in one of tae two pro-

grams. 

The dependent variable for examination is recidivisa. As 

seen in Piqure 2, several different operationalizations were 

available. The primary eleaent of interest is an iadivid u.-

al•s driving-while-intoxicated conviction record fo1iowin9 

completion of the prograa.7 The type of program - 1.s • .a.p. 

or non-A.S.A.P. - is seen as the l!.gic independent variable. 

7 When the label "program" is used, the emphasis is upon th,e 
sanction imposed upon an individual. It is aot liaited to 
the A. s. A. P. prograa participants. 
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In operat n.ali the dent va:riable, several fea-

tures ar a tion. We wish to dist.ingu.isll between 

the number of Dw I. 

t nu occurcinq 

f::!S occ1u::·ri.n.g the first year und 

sec(rnd year folloving program c'"l11t-

pletion (reflected in measures Post D .. w .. I .. -First Year 

and Post D.i4I.-Second Year). rationale foe this is 

diffe;a;:en t recidivism rates at '\!le su that may 

for two years.. We might anticipate, for exam-

, t t. 1 irapact an ~1ducational program tor 

even a flue) would rlecrease w.itlt the passage of time,,. 

A subtle d inctiou is .important for 1u1de.rstaading Utese 

determinations of recidivis•. d iscu.ssing o.ffenses a nil 

ccn1vict.io.ns, referenc{~ is to an off(~.nse wilicli occurs during 

the specif d time pe (one or tlio years following com-

i on of t } ang for w.hic h a co nv ic t.ion is subse-

Tbe combination of these two variables is 

which is si•ply an addition of Post 

D.i.I.-First rear and 

Also of inte;;:est t 

D.W.I.-Secood Year. 

number of i,.3giv;i,d\u1.;Ls co1uicted 

of D .. W .. I. contrasted w.i th the number: of D. a. L. gff~n.ii-

d as a reci 

Year), the 

overall (Hee 

tions are ob 

t periods)" An individual is t.has iden-

for: the first, year {Recidivist-First 

year (Recidivist-second Year), or 

i'otal) one or more D .. i .. I. conwic--

during t: specified time peciod. 
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Similarly, information is qath.ered for reckless driving 

and improper driving convictions. Post Recltless-.First Ieai: 

and Post Reckless-Second Year reflect reckless driving of-

fenses occurring during the first or second year following 

program coapletion. Post Improper-First tear and Post :Ia-

proper-Second Year reflect iaproper driving offenses occur-

ring during tae identified year after completion of the pro-

gram. The rationale for including both the reckless driving 

and the improper drivinq offenses is taat we suspect that 

there may be a more generalized impact of vJaatewer sanction 

is employed. Specifically, oae•s involvement in an 1.s.1.p. 

program may also have an effect upon other tfpes of driving 

behavior. Since this information vas readily available,. it 

was deemed worthwhile to exa•ine whetlaer, in fact, there was 

such a "carryover" effect. 

Througa the subsequent data anal.yses and interpretations, 

all of the dependent variabl.es identified are of soae inter-

est. The primary items for examination, howeYer, are ~!!@ 

g,eaasizing t.he De Jf,..I, offeases, since tllis is tile behaYior 

about which primary attention is being addressed throughout. 

this dissertation. 

Torninq now to the independent variables, some explana-

tion is required for the grouping of the data. Por aost qf 

the statistical analyses used, all of tJae gathered data is 
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ori "' .. .j.astu.on .. Some analyses, hovever, 

requ soll!e l 1 grou To determine the specif~c 

groo ngs, the distr tion of the data •as examined and 

ca d. hy a combination of easily identified 

(•:>. .... g .. , months) and co1Hreuieut proportio11s. ~rhe pnr-

of doing was to have a li.11i ted n wmber of 

grou with which to •ork. For ffXample, with t.he v.i.u:iable 

of el tiJ:Qe from date to court date (couct de-

y) , r.st catHgory of a delay a.p to 17 days was chosen 

beca.11se .it udes roximately one-t.hir:d {J4i) of the 

sa popu.latiou; the secoad catf:~go:ry (18-37 days} was cha-

inclnd.es auother on'i<~-thi.rd (32~) of thl~ sam-

third cat.eogry (38-60 days),, \il1ic.h contains 161', 

use it had a log-ical ending poiat of two 

mant ; and the ot t1!io ca tegori.es are based on an id<.rnti-

division t. of n in-i:~t y days (6 t to 90 days. and moce 

than 90 ys) • Another example h~;;lpf u.l to illustrate how 

t.he cateqori:es 11ere selecte1l is witr1 blood-alcoaol cone.en-

tration :: Ua~ first. cateqor:y (up t.o O .. 14) contains 36S 

of p ulation, the second group (0 .. 15 - 0 .. 17} has JO:l., 

divi on was selected as O. 20 .. 

T annual income category of less Uian $8, 000 was 

the population were at Ulis .level .. 

seco gr:o / from ,oao to S13,000, represents 311 of 
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the popu tion. The 

20% t p ulati<m, and Un1 final grouping wit.b 14}i con-

tains in widuals with an an:nual in.come greater th.an 

$20 I (},. 

ca used with the marital status precisely 

parallel those !iih are used iu 

The st 

E'or t categories, Udrteen percent of the o.f-

f euder:s were 20 ars old or younger .. Twenty-£ our p€rcen.t 

\iee.n .20 and 24 1 17% 

29 39, 1 .39 59, a only older thau 59 

s old. 

ucaticn categories ·~ere upon interest in cer-

:ra qcr.>ups,.. Those with less than a high school 

ed comp sed 21% of th'-~ offenders, those vith a b.igh 

diploma were 33 those with between 13 and 16 yeacs 

of education 1"ere 383 of tht1 group, and those with aore than 

a col education ma up Bl of the total offenders. 

start y categories used on.ly the 

d time , measnred in days, to determine t.he 

s .. As for start delay, 3 of the sample waited 

ys, 3 between 60 and 120 days, 1 

120 180 vs ~ . , 16~ with more than 180 day.s.. The fin-

lay ca s h<"tve di vision points at 90 dafs, 180 
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da 27\l da The population percentages in ead1 of 

or 313 and 183 .. 

i variablr~ of occupation requires some spe-

c1 attention, as its cate9ories vere developed in a dif-

records includes the actual occupation tlf indi vidu.als.. Tbe 

ca for on:'h:~ring this information •ere taken 

D. 0 .. 1',. are collapsed into one group fol: pre-

categories eiiployed are:: ( 1) P.r:o.fession-

al, ica1, Managerial {b.e.ceafter called Professional); 

(2) Cler and Sales; (3J Service; (4) Agricultucal; { 5} 

If Benclrwork, Structural Wock 

d Manufacturing); {6) .l!iscellaneous; (7) 

Stu (8) Unemployed .. 

last variable groupings to be discussed are 

fcnrnd th the non-l.S.A.P- individuals. R@g ard ing size of 

ca wece determined by convenient dollar 

than ( 10.:& of th~1 population), 

tween $ p1,;), more than $250 (191). 

0 or's 1 S\lS categories aere based o.nJ.y on 

tho i months or less (62% of the i.udividu-

s} , between and twelve months (34,.), and more than 12 

categories for tlie jail term served lllere 
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three - no jail term (921), up to one aonth (51), and aore 

than one month (31). 

DESCBIPTIVB ANALYSIS 

In this section, attention is 9i.ven to the iqdependeat and 

dependent variables and to hov they are correlated. As not-

ed in Table 1, we find that 73.81 of the popu1ation sample 

participated in the A.S.A.P. program, whereas 26.21 did not. 

Table 1 also shows that 51.31 of the iadividua.ls vere ia ~he 

New RiYer Valley while the Arlington County prograa accounts 

for 48. 1•. 
Table. 2 provides selected descriptive data regarding the 

individttals studied, segregated by whether or not they ex-

perienced the 1.s.A.P. prograa. As for seK, aen and voaen 

are differentially represented in the tvo progca:as: 881 of 

the 1.s.A.P. participants are aen, whereas 9SI of the no~­

participants are men. The average age of all individuals in 

the population sample is 30.8, altkouga it is two and one-

half years higher for non-participants when co:apared with 

A.s.A.P. pa.rticipants (.12.9 coapared vith 30.1). This age 

difference may suqqest tllat the non-participants may be more 

•hardened" in their attitudes reqarding drinking and driving 

- they may have had the opportunity to participate in the 

A.s.1.P. program at an earlier time, yet this vas not effec-
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TABLE 1 

NUMBERS (AND PERCENT) OF INDIVIDUALS STUDIED BY LOCATION AND 
WHETHER EXPERIENCED A.S.A.P. PROGRAM 

A.S.A.P. Non-A.S.A.P. Total 

New River 471 227 698 
Valley (34.6%) (16. 7%) (51. 3%) 

Arlington 535 129 664 
County (39.2%) (9.5%) (48.7%) 

Combined 1006 356 1352 
Locations (73.8%) (26.2%) (100. 0%) 
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TABLE 2 

CHARACTERISTICS OF OFFENDERS, BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 

A. S.A.P. Non-A.S.A.P. Overall 

Sex (% male) 88.0 94.8 89.6 

Age (years) 30. l 32 .9 30.8 

Court Delay 31.1 77. 7 42.1 
(days) 

Prior D. W. I. 
Offenses 0.04 0.65 0.18 
(no. per person) 

Prior Reckless 
Driving 0.11 0.43 0.19 Offenses 
(no. per person) 

Prior Improper 
Driving 0.02 0.03 0.02 Offenses 
(no. per person) 
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by their ci.u:rent of.fender sta-

tus} ... 

(dS 

factor not true fo.r all this non-A .. s .. A.. P. 

ion, however, dS 

D.W~I. offense record. 

of th group had !!Q a pi:ioc 

Another variable to be examined .is the average lenqth of 

t. ime took to get to court.. As can be see.n ia Ta . .ble 2, 

court delay a vera 42. 1 days,. .For it .. s. .. A. P. pa:ct:ici-

pants, took a.11 aver a of 31 .. 1 days to get to court, 

wliereas for non-participants, the average court delay was 

more than double this (77.7 days). What acconnt.s for the 

rence in t her:e? Is there a cause-effect relation-

ship between tb.t~ court delay and tb.e type of program in 

which a.n 

vidual who 

volved? That is, does an indi-

sposed toltard being determined as a 

non-A. s .. iL. P. ticipaut in a different 11u1nnec (i.e .. , 

work in a more lengthy manner with a. la.Myer) than those who 

have a greater 1 hood being assigned to the &.S.&.P. 

ograta? AltiF;rnatively, does the fact that, .for whateYer 

reason / it es an individual longer to appear in coart re-

sult UH1 

proach would be most appropriate for this offender? 

ap-

&1-

t h we do not precisely know what are the causal. factors 

her•~, it is certainly worth noting th.at this difference does 

ex 
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Pr.: o ens(~ n~cor:ds also d(;monstrate some notable di f-

:rences. I ua ls who d.id not participate in the 

demo:nstratH a.n average priOI: D. i. I.. offense 

rate of 0.65 person, a the A.S.A.P. participaats had 

an avera o.oq offenses per person. Reckless d.ci ~ing 

offenses also I with non-participants hawing O. q.3 

.lL.S.A.P.. participa.nts having O. 11 

prior of nses per: sou .. Prior improper dri11.in9 offense.!S 

ifere at a rah~ of 0 .. 03 offenses per person for non-partici·-

pants aod 0 .. 02 of per perso.n foe participants. 

als are quite logical - those with \Worse prior re-

were not participating in the A.S .. A .. F ... EH:ogram. 

'Table 3 vi des de.mog:t·a.,pltic data summaries for the 

A .. S .. lL. P. pants alone, bcoken dow.n .by location for all 

pants .. we f an average blood-alcohol concentra-

tion of 0.16, an ave1:d9e income of $13,105, and an average 

ucational let1e1 of 12.9 JfHlr:s... Ge.nerallf speaking, there-

fore, thesu viduals are fairly well educated with a mod-

est inco•e level. elapsed. 'time variables .reveal some 

interesting ndings, as the mean start delay is 1tl days 

ter t nse and the mean finish delay is 184 days af-

ter the of means than an individ:aal does not be-

gin any f orma '~treatment" until nearly four months fol-

lowing t It also means that nearly three months 
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TABLE 3 

CHARACTERISTICS OF A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS, BY LOCATION 

Overall New River Arlington 
Valley County 

Age (years) 30.1 27.7 32.3 

Blood Alcohol 0.161 0.167 0.155 
Concentration (%) 

Income ($) $13,105 $8,967 $16,636 

Education (years) 12.9 12.0 13.8 

Court Delay (days) 31.12 19.9 43.7 

Start Delay (days) 113.2 161.6 70.1 

Finish Delay (days) 183.6 261.2 113.4 

Occupation ~1anagerial 24.6 11.6 34.9 
(%) Clerical 11.6 4.5 17.5 

Service 13.8 9.9 16.8 
Agricultural 0.3 0.6 0.0 
Manufacturing 23.7 36.4 15.2 
Miscellaneous 5.2 7.5 3.1 
Student 15.4 20.9 9.8 
Unemployed 5.4 8.6 - 2. 7 

Marital Status Single 52.3 52.4 51.8 
(%) Married 29.3 31.6 27.6 

Divorced. 10.9 8.5 12.8 
Separated 6.5 6.4 6.7 
Widowed 1.0 1.1 1.1 
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(an average of 82 days) elapses from the court hearing until 

this A.S.A.P. treatment actually beqins. 

Occupations among the A.S.A.P. participants are aost 

heavily weighted with two groups {Prof~ssional and Manufac-

turing). ls for marital status, a majority are single 

(52.31). The over-representation of unmarried persons as 

D.W.I.. offenders may indicate a relatively heavy need by 

single individuals to socialize in situations where driwinq 

is necessary. One may also suggest. that those indiYiduals 

vho have never been married have a somewhat less responsible 

outlook toward life, th.us resulting in drinkinq and driving 

behaYior which culaina ted in their offense arrest. 

How these variables are differeat for the t•o locations 

is also interesting to observe. The participants• averaqe 

age in the Bev River Valley is nearly five years J.ower t.han 

that found in Arlington County, reflective of the university 

student population found in this area.. The blood-alcohol 

concentration levels and marital status were the only iteas 

which were essential.ly the same in the tvo locations. 'file 

income leYel in Arlington Cou.nty vas nearly c1oeble that 

found in the New Biver Valley, reflecting the higher socio-

econo11ic status found in this Wasllington, D. c. suburb.. Tae 

educational level in lr1ington vas :nearly two years higher. 

a fact that parallels the higher income level. 
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del ctors r:eveal several interesting findings. 

It took, m time to get to court in the le• River Val-

ley {19 .. 9 days as compared with 43 .. 7 days) ... However, the 

A.S .. A.P. COUCS(c~ start lias ma11y times longec in the New 

ver Val . . 162 y.s compared with 10 days.. 

tr~, it took neacly five months for individuals in 

vt:n:· Valley to n their A.S .. A.P.. cot1.rse, ~h.ile 

it took ss than one month for this to ()Ccur in Arlington 

County.. one exp nation for this difference, and the pacti-

culacly thy period in the New River Valley, may be 

that th•21r:e a t"t.1! iudividua to be served in this loca-

ti on ... means thit t it may take long~;r for a class ses-

sion to become f laying its starting time. 

Dif locd tion an~ also found ui th.in the occupa-

tional groupings. .As noted already 1 t.kere is a difference 

tll t stu 1~1 tions, as we find that nearly 21~ of 

ipants the New River Valley are st.u-

ile this .is less tt.an 10~ in Arlington county. 

si icant portion {34. 

gton county, contrasted with 11.61 in the Hew 

Hi ve1· Val In this latter location, the Maaufactucin9· 

of in viduals dominant (36~QI). Overal.1 the.re 

are mon~ blu(:~ collar in<lividuals involved in. the A.S .. A.P. 

progralli in t Val y than are found in Arlington 
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County.. T re.fleet of the differential occupational 

and socio-econ com.position 

Ta 1~ illustrates hoi'f the three independent vaciables 

associ solf~ly th tbe non-1~.artic.ipants are distributed .. 

d f found to be $235, and it is slightly 

higher in the New Hiver Valley (uhece the .:1verage income is 

also proba 

tlcipants),. 

lower., s 

hig.ht:~r 

it i.2 lower for the A .. S.A .. P. par-

for indi•iduals vith a lower 

fiuancial income may l!H?an that it aJ:fects them more harshly. 

at cu: 1 s license is suspended fa;r an average of a .. 17 

nmnths; a I th 

on(:-half months) in 

is more str.ing~~nt (by 

Ute New ver Valley .. 

nea.cly two a:nd 

'!'he jail tecl!l 

cont UHs to cef lect the harsher sanctions in the Mev River 

Valley jurisdiction: the mean jail term for all non-A .. S. A .. .P. 

participants is O. 20 timnths°" resulting from an average seu-

tence 0.32 months for those in the le• liver Valley. fbe 

fact tbat t av<.::rage Arlington County jail term is 0 ... 01 

months is notevor tby, as suggHsts Utat !.!!ll __ rarel;f is 

this s.J.nction e yed in t particular location. Why 

th tbe case is yo.nd t.he scope of this .research, yet 

serves future at tent i:H1 .. 

Attention 

t~u:est. one 

no~ dLr-ected to some additional areas of in-

tion often raised by A .. s ... A. P. progra.m .im-

plemeotocs is whet individuals• blood-alcohol conce.ntra-

ti on::. are related to their sex ... Tab le 5 shows that J,VOrtten 
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TABLE 4 

CHARACTERISTICS OF NON-A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS, BY LOCATION 

Overall New River Arlington 
Valley County 

Age (years) 32.9 34.1 31.3 

Court Delay (days) 77. 7 97.2 50.0 

Fine Imposed ($) $235.00 $240.90 $225.60 

Length of Operator's 
License Suspension 8.17 9.11 6.70 
(months) 

Jail Term Served 
(months) 0.20 0.32 0.01 
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TABLE 5 

PERCENTAGES OF MEN AND WOMEN A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS FALLING 
INTO SPECIFIED BLOOD-ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION CATEGORIES 

Blood-Alcohol Concentration Categories 
(parts per hundred) 

0.06- 0.14- 0.17- 0.20- All 
0.14 0.17 0.20 0.32 Categories 

Men 56.9 20.2 13.8 9.1 100.0 

Women 44.9 26.l 19.6 9.4 100.0 
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proportionat y exceed men in the middle two categories by 

approximately per:centdge points. 'ihy this is the case 

is la on at point .. It may be due to the fact 

that iiiio.meu at loiiieu: B .. A. c,,. levels6 although still legal-

ly intoxicated, are tter able to operate their autom.:l-

A natively, may be a bias imple~ented by 

polic~ of encountering dr:inking drivers such that 

women with lower B.A.C. levels are less likely to get ar-

rested for a D .. rif .. l.. offense than men ¥ith a similar S • .lt .. c .. 
level.. Anot n,)a.son .for lii.glier micl-range propo.rtions for 

thlf~ women may be that simply due to their less frequent in-

volvement at lower EL. A.C. levt1ls; this means that tbey 

bE~come poctionately more involved in the middle ranges .. 

Sex not appear to correlated with other factors, as 

insiguif t correlations with prior offenses are found~ 

from the noted correlations between prior record 

and prog.car«, 

variab ar:e 

lar9e.st c;>rre1a tions among independent 

between prior D .. ii .. I. offenses and:; (a) 

( O .. 21) ; (b) prior reckless driving offenses 

(0 ... 17) ; and {c) 

was 

(p < o .. 0001)'" 

and COUL"t 

(0 .. 13). Each of these cocre la ti on v a-

d utilizing the Pear.son Correlation method 

correlation between prior D .. W. I .. offenses 

:may suggest th.at individuals who ha vn a 

si zu:tt pcior record (which is the case with one w.ho :bas 
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prior D.V.I. offenses) need more tiae to prepare an appro-

priate defense. The correlation between t.he two types of 

offenses - D.i.I. and reckless drivinq - suq9ests that there 

11a1 b!, an underlying predisposition toward neqlig:ent behav-

ior as an automobile driver. These individuals aay aave be-

come generally "hardened• to the legal systea. l'inally, the 

correlation between prior D.w.x. offenses and aqe can be ex-

plained by the simple passage of time - as one gets older, 

there is a greater likelihood of beco•ing increasinq1y •har-

dened," as well as getting caught for D.W.I. offenses. 

RE£!DIVISB RATES 

The primary emphasis of this dissertation is upon vaeth.er 

and for vaom the A.S.A.P. program is effective, with effec-

tiveness being measured by rates of recidivisa. Let us nQV 

turn our attention to recidivis11 to learn aore about the ia-

pact of one•s participation in the A.S.A.P. proqraa. Unless 

otherwise specified, all results are reported at a level of 

siqnificance of p < 0.05. 

Table 6 shovs a substantial difference in D.w.:i:. :rearrest 

rates between those 11ho participated in the l.s.1.P.. pro-

gram and those vho did not participate in the prograa (p < 
0.()001). In ~ch of the Post D.1.1. categories, there is 

approximately a three-to-one differU9!l) between recidivisa 

rates for these tvo sets of individuals. Por the &.S.A.P. 
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TABLE 6 

NUMBER OF POST-PROGRAM OFFENSES AND OFFENDERS, 
BY TYPE OF PROGRAM 

Number of D.W.I. Offenses 
Per Person First Year 

Number of D.W.I. Offenses 
Per Person Second Year 

Total Number of D.W.I. 
Offenses Per Person 
Following Program 

Number of D.W.I. Offenders 
First Year (per one hundred) 

Number of D.W.I. Offenders 
Second Year (per one hundred) 

Total Number of D. W. I. 
Offenders (per one hundred) 

Number of Reckless Driving 
Offenses Per Person 
First Year 

Number of Reckless Driving 
Offenses Per Person 
Second Year 

Number of Improper Driving 
Offenses Per Person 
First Year 

Number of Improper Driving 
Offenses Per Person 
Second Year 

A.S.A.P. Non-A.S.A.P. 

0.03 0.11 

0.03 0.08 

0.06 0.19 

2.6 9.6 

3.3 7.0 

5.9 15.5 

0.04 0.04 

0.03 0.03 

0.02 0.01 

0.02 0.01 
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pal' tic an ts, re ~a.s an ave.cc1ge o.f O .. 06 offenses per 

individual duril'HJ the t~o-year followup period; foe non-par-

s, t avecage was 0.19 offenses per individual. 

similar d. nti,'l ls are found vi th recidi visa ratings 

vior,. Tab 6 demonstrates that 5 .. 9 of every 100 A. s .. 1 .. P. 

participants show recidivist be vior during the followu.p 

15 .. 5 of every 100 non-participants demonstrate 

such behavior. 

It intere to note the differences between the 

est and second years. For the A.S.A. P. par:t.icipants, 

a noticeable increase in th.e offense ·cate with the 

e of time; for the non-participants, t•ece is a more 

tantial in offenses... Note .for A .. S.A .. P... par:ti-

pants an average of 2. 6 of per 100 A.S ... A .. P.. parti-

pants d.uri t first year aft.er completion of the pro-

gram, with 3.3 offenders pee 100 persons during the second 

}.'ear. Por t noo-A.S.A.P. participants, there were 9.6 of-

s r 100 persons during the first year, but only 740 

off enders r 100 pf•rsons durin<J the second .. The possible 

will be examined in Chapter VJ:,. 

'fiu~ important point with all of this discussion is that 

the !J .. ~ .. I .. off en st~ cate for al! cases involving A .. S. A .. ,P .. 

ogram participants le22 than it is for 

not pactic in the A.S.A.P. prograa. 
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Tur: ng to ich lifere not of a D.rL.I. nature and 

ddcb. occiu::red cmapl~ftion of the prograa, virtual-

ly no dif:ferences aJ:e observed, .. As Table 6 shows, during 

t first year aft.er pcograt!i co~pletioo., both A.S.A.P.. and 

particip.ints had an a¥e.rage of o .. 04 cec.kless 

driving offenses person.. In the seco.nd year, both types 

of part had an average of O.Q3 offenses per 

For improper driving offenses, A .. S .. A .. P,. partici-

pan.ts had. O. 02 of per p·erson both the fi.rst and second 

ars, while non-.LS .. A.!?.. had 0 .. 01.. '!'his suggests that the 

nature of an i.ndividua.l is involved has 

virtually !ill t upon subsequent recklt~ss driviuq and im-

pcoper dri convictions ... 

regard to location diffi;'!r.ences on these statistics,, 

Table 7 shows several sharp distinctions.. Far the !'iew .River 

Valley rtici ,, an approxiiuately four-to-one difference 

in program D.i.I. of rates prevail.s, whereas with 

th~~ Arl tcn1 county ticipants,, the difference is approx:-

iirntely two-to-one. Exa!llini:ng U1.e recidiwism categories i-p. 

th.e NHw River V ,1lley,, 5 .. 91' of the A. s .. A. P.. part.icipants were 

recidivists,, whereas 19. of the non-participants .were. 

ing fi(1ures in Arlington County .are 5 .. 81' and 

7. 7 6 Thus, alth.ough we find th.at tkte A .. S .. A .. P .. prog.ram:s had 

• It should noted that the total number of D.M.I. offen-
1h~rs is 119.t. a. simple add.i tio n of tht::"! number of D ... W.1. of-
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TABLE 7 

NUMBER OF POST-PROGRAM OFFENSES AND OFFENDERS, BY TYPE OF 
PROGRAM AND LOCATION 

NEW RIVER VALLEY ARLINGTON COUNTY 

A.S.A.P. Non- A.S.A.P. Non-
A. S .A. P. A.S.A.P. 

Number of D.W.I. 
Offenses Per Person 
First Year 0.03 0.12 0.03 0.08 

Number of D.W.I. 
Offenses Per Person 
Second Year 0.04 0.11 0.03 0.02 

Total Number of D.W.I 
Offenses Per Person 
Following Program 0.06 0.24 0.06 0.10 

Number of D. W. I. 
Offenders First Year 
(per one hundred) 2.3 11.5 2.8 6.2 

Number of D.W.I. 
Of fenders Second Year 
(per one ~undred) 3.6 9.7 3.0 2.3 

Total Number of D.W.I 
Offenders 
(per one hundred) 5.9 19.9 5.8 7.7 
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virtually 

location 

nts tb non-A .. S.A.P,. participants .. 

points arise fro!ll comparison bet'ileen the two loca.-

ti.ons .. In t Arli ton county setting, there is virtually 

nee between t hos~~ 'lilh.o did and those who did not 

part te 

ber of D .. i.L. per- persm1 the second .rea.r following 

may suggest that Ute i11.pact o.f the 

with the .non-a..S .. A ... P.. .individuals 111ay have 

a d Another obser•ation is that the 

non-A.S.A.P. partici nts• i vism pa tte.Lu displayed Niide 

va t h Arlington Couu't.J rates lower than the :iew 

River Valley .. Does s gest tba t the program to which 

an really does not make much of a dif-

in Arlington Countf? Definitely not, as a ca.ref ul 

examination of the in.£orliiation presi;:rnted Ln 'fable 7 shows 

tbe low divist-Total rate is due to iu.tlt.iple of-

feuses done. Specifica1ly, the nuaber of D.W.I. 2!.-
at a rate of 0.., 10 for non-1 ... s .. 1.P. parti-

cipants, it is at a cate of 0.06 for 14S.A.P. 

t.be first year plus the nu11ber of D .. w. I.. offenders 
the second • reason for this is t.hat. t.her:e is 
some overl with these individuals.. An individual count-

as a c.:ecidivist. offender: for each o.f the two yeacs is 
counted only once in the cate13ory "Total .Number of D. w. I ... 

s.n 
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partici nts (in Arlington County). when the number o.f _in,-

diviu~!.2 

non-A.S .. A.P. 

wher.eas t 

drops on to 

red, 

100 {0.06) 

8 100 .. 

rate of 10 in 100 (0.10J for 

rate for A .. s,. !. p,. participants 

This suggests that, for the 

no~-A .. S .. A .. P.. i.ndividuals, multiple offenses account foe ap-

proximately one- urth of the total o. W.1 of.fenses .. 

How do the other i pendent \fariables relate to an indi-

vidual's recidivist. be.ha vi<.n:·? Table 8 shows several note-

worthy items .. Every indi'lidua.1 who had liultiple post-p..co-

gram With t age consideration, there 

is a much h.igheT age {37.6 years} for individuals vita th.cee 

f 1.u:ther .supports the va.lidi ty of the notion 

of a ''harden~d. n D. w .. I. offender an individual v.ho,. regard-

less of the nature of treatment of sanction .imposed - has a 

high lik~~ hood 

fense. 

conti.ni.iing to coStmit the same D .. W .. I... of-

re is an incre ng h~ngth of time vhich elapsed 

the initial 

of post-pcograJI! o 

nse and the court date as the number 

Non-recidivists had au 

court delay of 40.5 days, whereas those with three 

·post-program o. w. I.. offenses averaged 8.2. 3 days. As cited 

r, it is unclear ~hat is the causal factor with this 

re lationsh.ip .. 
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TABLE 8 

COMPARISON OF RECIDIVIST OFFENDER STATUS BY SEX, AGE, COURT 
DELAY, PRIOR OFFENSES, AND YEAR OF D.W.I. OFFENSE 

Non- One-Time Multiple 
Recidivists Recidivists Recidivists 

Zero One Two Three 
Offenses Offense Offenses Offenses 

Sex (% male) 89.1 94.8 100.0 100.0 

Age (mean age 
in years) 30.8 ·30.4 28.6 37.6 

Court Delay (days) 40.5 58.7 61.4 82.3 

Number of Prior 
D.W.I. Offenses 0.17 0.32 0.40 o.oo 
Number of Prior 
Reckless Driving 
Offenses 0.17 0.39 0.50 0.33 

Number of Prior 
Improper Driving 
Offenses 0.02 0.03 0.10 0.67 

Number of Post-
Program D. W. I. 
Offenses Occur-
ring First Year o.oo 0.49 1.60 1.00 

Number of Post-
Program D. w. I. 
Offenses Occur-
ring Second Year o.oo 0.51 0.40 2.00 
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Post-program offenses increase ~ith thH increase in prior 

D.l.I. s, with the noted exception 9f three-pas~ pco-

gcam '!'hose with one or two offenses following t.he 

program d a prior D .. W.I. offense rate approximately dou-

ble that t)f those who exhibi no recidivist behavior (ii.ho 

ha.d an. av~~ of 0 .. 17 prior offenses per person) .. 

8 also shows how the post-program offenses a.re 

sprPad over: t two-yHar pE~riod. Reck.less and iut:pr:otJer 

drivinq o i ncr•~ase wi tk recidivism, except for di min-

ished occutTence o.f r.ec.kless di:-iviIHJ citarges on the part of 

thr:E~e-ti me vists,.. Those with only one D. W • .I. offense 

are evenly distributed betfil'een the two years.. That is, if 

an indiv ual exhibited a!!!. recidivis't .behavior of a D.W,.l,. 

nature, theu~ was ual lit~dih3od that th.is would occur 

during either of the years.. Holiever, if multiple offenses 

occurred, a di pat tern 11:.~merged.. Examining those in-

dividuals who had two post-pro')ram off~nses, we f:ind that 

ty percent ot these offl'HlSes occurred during the fit·st 

rs. For three post-pcogra.m offenses, one-

t rd }H:l!rt~ com ducing the ficst year.. ilhy this revr~r­

sal in rec .i vist pat.terns occurs for the 11u1ltiple of fen.de.rs 

is Ull kno~n; it remains as an interestin(J observ:ation calling 

f urtber research. 
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.Let us novi direct ouc attention to tbe 

A.S .. A.P./non-A .. S""A .. P .. program differences based on location, 

s 9 and 10. Table 9 int.roduces the 

charac 

co~paring who were recid.ivists !iiith ti1ose were not re-

cidivist, examin g these c.har::acter.istics by the pro-

gram•s location .. In the New River Valley 1 we find that all 

These men sere approxiaa telf 

two s youn than tbe non-recidivists, and appeared in 

court an average of six Their prior D.1.I. 

was slightly lot1H:H: than th.at. of the lH>n·-.reci-

di vists, al tlloug.'h their prior reckless dri vin{j record was 

much s record 1i1as O. 43 pcio.t reckless driving 

offenses recidivist, meaning that almost one of ever:y 

two in viduals who ~:!xhibi tHd recidivist behavior following 

on of A.S .• A .. P. progra.11 &lad a prior ceckl~ss 

dri offense record .. This sug9ests again that there mar 

be some indiv uals for ¥b om treatment of any kind kuown 

11 not work. 

In Arlington County, the t'(?cidi ¥ist.s were 901 Aale and 

non- divists The aftd court delay characteris-

tics shOiHJd no fen~nce.. Prior D. w .. I. offenses vere vir-

tually .non-existent for non-recidivists (0. 01 offen.ses per 

rson}, and minimal (0. 03 o,ffenses per person) for the re-
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TABLE 9 

CHARACTERISTICS OF RECIDIVIST AND NON-RECIDIVIST A.S.A.P. 
PARTICIPANTS, BY LOCATION 

NEW RIVER VALLEY ARLINGTON COUNTY 

Non- Recidivist Non- Recidivist 
Recidivist Recidivist 

Sex 
(% male) 92.4 100.0 83.3 90.3 

Age (years) 27.8 25.5 32.3 32.4 

Court Delay 
(days) 44.1 38.0 19.9 20.3 

Prior D. W. I. 
Offenses(no.) 0.07 0.04 0.01 0.03 

Prior Reckless 
Driving Offenses 
(no.) 0.14 0.43 0.07 0.19 

Prior Improper 
Driving Offenses 
(no.) 0.03 0.07 0.01 0.00 
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cidi l'be reckless driving prior record was similar as 

that found in the lew ver Vall Hy - recidivists had an av-

or age 0 ... 19 le~1S driving o.ffenses, 11hereas the 

non-recidivists had ao avera of O .. 01 o.f.fenses per person. 

vided 

ley, 

(95 .. 

lO. Focnsitlg first: upon the Ne¥ River Val-

monstrates that there is basic equivalence 

ivists and non-recidivists with regard to sex 

male) and d.gi:~ (33 .. 2 and 34 .. 3). The cecid.i-

vists took lcrnger to to court, as they had a. court delay 

of 110 .. 4 days compared to a court lay of 9J.5 dars .for the 

non-red.di v.ists.. Prior D .. ii,. L. offenses for recidivists were 

at a rate of 0 .. 60 pee pet:son, and {),. 94 per: person for tile 

non-cecidivists. Prior. reckless d.civing offenses wece O .. 55 

for recidivists, and O .. 40 for non-recidivists .. Prior im-

proper driving of 

the recicli vists, 

were o .. lO of tenses per person for 

0 .. 03 for t non-recidivists. These 

va.riations all corrt-)Sj'.H>.nd to directions of difference fo1.rnd 

:c .A .. S.A .. P .. participants, ex.cept for lowec D,. w .. I.. rates 

for di vi 

Arlin on County characteristics vere, once again, qu.ite 

unli t found in the Bev Diver Valley. 

ti on, !!:!.!. of t recidivists were male. 

In this loca-

T he recidivists 
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TABLE 10 

CHARACTERISTICS OF RECIDIVIST AND NON-RECIDIVIST 
NON-A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS, BY LOCATION 

NEW RIVER VALLEY ARLINGTON COUNTY 

Non- Recidivist Non- Recidivist 
Recidivist Recidivist 

Sex 
(% male) 96.4 95 .o 92.4 100.0 

Age (years) 34.3 33.2 31. 7 26.7 

Court Delay (days) 93.5 110.4 51.0 38.7 

Prior D. W. I. 
Offenses (no.) 0.94 0.60 0.30 0.90 

Prior Reckless 
Driving Offenses 
(no.) 0.40 0.55 0.43 0.40 

Prior Improper 
Driving Offenses 
(no.) 0.03 0.10 0.01 o.oo 
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were younger than in the Nev River Valley, but the court de-

lay vas less for the recidivists, not 11ore (38.7 coapared 

with 51 days). Prior D.i.I. offenses for the recidivists 

was triple that found vi th the non-cecidiviKs (0.-90 prio.r 

offenses per person compared with 0.30 offenses), unlike the 

reverse patterns in the lew River Valley. A siailar rewer-

sal is found for reckless driving offenses, while iaproper 

drivinq offenses were virtually non-existent. for both reci-

divists and non-recidivists. 

With the interesting difference noted between the tvo lq-

cations, we raise questions as to !!U. this is the case. Tile 

lower age for Arlington County recidivists may s•qgest. that 

a "hardening• occurs at an earlier age for those i.n an urban 

location. This "hardened• personality is further sapported 

by the fact tllat Arlington county recidivists had an average 

of nea.rly one {O. 90) prior D. w. I. offense. Precisely •bJ 

tliese differences are present is unknown, and poses soae 

questions for further attention. 

Thus far, we have provided attention to a wariety of in-

dependent variables of interest.. We nov need to tu.rn to an 

examination of hov s!gnificaat these . rela.tioyai,ps. at.@s. 

Specifically, what items are significantlf celated (at a 

0.05 level) to the subsequent D.ii.I. behavior? rhe answer 

is that, when using the aultivariate analysis of variance 
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procedure, total offenses for all individual.s (A.S.A.P. and 

non-A.S.A.P. participants) are siqni.ficantlr related (p < 
0.05) onl:I to one's prior reckl.ess driving behavior. 

Table 11 summarizes th.e variables coaaonl.f b.eld by both 

l.S.A.P. participants and aon-1.s.A.P. participants, and 

further distinguishes between the offense rate fin average 

number of offenses for individuals in each of tae specified 

categories) and the recidivist individual rat.e (.identifying 

the percentage of individuals vho exhibit subsequent. recidi-

vist behavior). While aany of the categories \lg show dif-

ferences in the recidivism rates for the separate cate-

gories, it vas only the prior reckless driving offease 

record which vas siqnificantly related, as determined by the 

multivariate analysis of variance procedure, to Ut.e post-

pro9ra111 I>.W.I. offense behavior. This significant relatio•-

ship occurred for each of tke recidivist standards used (the 

offense rate and the recidivist individual rate). 

Although not reported in this table, it is interesting t.o 

note some of the other results obtained from this multivari-

ate analysis of variance procedure for each of t.he separate 

years. Again qiying our attention to all indiwiduals 

(A.S.A.P. and non-A.S.A.P. participants coab.ined), the only 

variable siqnificantly related to the dependent •easure of 

Post D.W.I.-Total {total D.W.I. offenses) during t.Jae first 
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TABLE 11 
POST-PROGRAM OFFENSES BY SEX, AGE, COURT DELAY, AND PRIOR 

OFFENSE RECORD 

Number of D.W.I. Number of D.W.I. 
Offenses Per Off enders Per 
Person One Hundred 

Sex Male .10 8.8 
Female .04 3.6 

Age 
(years) 1 - 20 .15 12.8 

21 - 24 .07 6.8 
25 - 29 .08 7.0 
30 - 39 .08 7.8 
40 - 59 .12 9.6 
above 60 .03 2.9 

Court 
Delay 
(days) less than 17 .08 7.3 

18 - 37 .08 7 •. 5 
38 - 60 .10 7.9 
61 - 90 .10 8.3 
above 90 .21 16.8 

Number 
of Prior 
D.W.I. 
Offenses 0 .08 7.2 

1 .20 17.8 
2 .17 15.0 
3 .oo o.o 
4 .17 16.7 
5 .oo o.o 

Number 
of Prior 
Reckless 
Driving 
Offenses 0 .08 7.1 

1 .15 11.4 
2 .29 26.5 
3 .43 42.9 
4 .oo o.o 
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year is the court delay. Specificall7, th.e longer that it 

took to get to court, tke greater the recidiYisa rate that 

is found {the recidivism rate for the longest court delay -

greater than 90 days - is 0.21 offenses per person). In the 

first year, the only factor of significance is an iadividu-

al1s prior reckless driYing behavior. Shifting attention to 

the overall recidivist individual rate, 11e find that coa.rt 

delay, prior reckless driving behavior, and prior D.8.I. be-

havior are all significant for 

yea, only the prior reckless 

cantly related. It is worth 

the first year. The secop.d 

driving behawior are siqnifi-

emphasizing the fact taat the 

significant variable for the second year is the §aae as taat 

when considering D.W.I.-Total. Specifically, an offender•s 

prior reckless driving record is what has t1te 1asting rela-

tionsh.ip (at least for the tvo-year f ol1owt1p period) upq:a 

one's subsequent D.w.I. offenses. 

There have been several times when reference aas been 

ma de to a "hardened" i ndi rid ual. iii ta this th.011gh t in aiad, 

it is helpful to exaaine how the two pcograas di£fer on re-

cidivism .rates vhen ve consider oal? tlaose indi. widaals vho 

had !l.2 prior D.i.I. offense record. &ith these priqr 

D. w.I. of.fenders totally reaoved froa our consideration, ve 

retain 975 A.S.A.P. participants. and 401 non-A.S.A.P. indi-

Yiduals, (This co11pares to 1006 and 356, respectivelf, vb.en 
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all individuals are considered). Table 12 shows tae coapar-

ati ve recidivism rates for these indiYiduals. lot:e there 

are still differences between those wao participated in the 

A.S.A.P. program and those wao did not. BJ all aeasures, 

the former have better subsequent records taaa the latter. 

Thus, th~se differences canaot be 9JU?laiped pt ,tile iadj.Yisl~­

!.! !~ .. e~ior D. a.I. offense reco(d1 It is a1so worthy of aote 

that the recidi visa rates are rouqhlf equiwalent to those 

found when examining the entire populatio~, reqardless of 

prior D.W.I. offense record. Clearly, tlaere ~ progra.a 

differences not easily explained by the extent. to which an 

individual becomes "hardened." 

IITHIJ-PBOGRA! RELATIOISBIPS 

Having e.xa mined recidivist: behawior froa an overal.l perspec-

ti ve, it is important now to examine how specific indepen-

dent variables within each of the tvo proqra•s correlate 

with the dependent measure of recidiYisa. Tah1e 13 presents 

recidivist offense rates for each of th~ categories of de110-

9raphic infor11ation available for the A.S.A.P. prograa par-

ticipants. This table also provides insight regarding the 

differences in recidivism between the tvo years. 

e.xaaple, exhibit !!!! recidivist belaavior during 

year following completion of the A.S.A.P. proqraa. 

aoaen, for 

tile first 

The in-
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TABLE 12 

POST-PROGRAM OFFENSES FOR THOSE WITH NO PRIOR D.W.I. RECORD, 
BY PROGRAM 

Number of D.W.I. Offenses 
Per Person First Year 

Number of D.W.I. Offenses 
Per Person Second Year 

Total Number of D.W.I. 
Offenses Per Person 
Following Program 

Number of D.W.I. 
Of £enders First Year 
(per one hundred) 

Number of D.W.I. 
Offenders Second Year 
(per one hundred) 

Total Number of D.W.I. 
Off enders 
(per one hundred) 

TYPE OF PROGRAM 

A.S.A.P. Non-A.S.A.P. 

0.03 0.09 

0.03 0.10 

0.06 0.19 

2.5 8.0 

3.4 8.0 

5.8 14.4 
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TABLE 13 

NUMBER OF RECIDIVIST OFFENSES FOR A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS, BY 
SEX, OCCUPATION, MARITAL, INCOME, AGE, AND EDUCATION 

Post D.W.I. Post D.W.I. Post D.W.I. 
1st Year 2nd Year Total 

Sex Male .025 .031 .056 
Female .ooo .013 .013 

Occupation Professional .016 .037 .053 
Clerical,Sales .036 .012 .048 
Service .056 .056 .112 
Agricultural .ooo .000 .000 
Manufacturing .013 .020 .031 
Miscellaneous .000 .040 .040 
Student .000 .000 .000 
Unemployed .000 .000 .000 

Marital Single .018 .032 .050 
Status Married .040 .030 .070 

Divorced .000 .015 .015 
Separated .000 .000 .000 
Widowed .000 .125 .125 

Income ($) 8,000 or less .016 .032 .048 
8,001 - 13,000 .026 .031 .057 
13,001 - 20,000 .023 .008 .031 
above 20,000 .024 .048 .072 

Age (years) 1 - 20 .020 .082 .102 
21 - 24 .031 .016 .047 
25 - 29 .018 .018 .036 
30 - 39 .023 .023 .046 
40 - 59 .016 .033 .049 
above 60 .000 .077 .077 

Education less than 12 .018 .056 .074 
(years) 12 years .030 .030 .060 

12 - 16 .021 .021 .042 
above 16 .000 .000 .000 
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di viduals vi th a "professional" occupational category have 

higher recidivism during the ,second year following prograa 

completion, and students exhibit absolutely u recidivist 

behavior. Those at the higher and lower extreaes of the in-

come groupings exhibit greater recidivism during the second 

year following program completion. 

With regard to the age classification, the very young 

(under 20) and the very old (above 60) l.S.A.P. participants 

exhibited much higlter recidivism rates than did the rest of 

the individuals. 

With regard to the educational grouping, higher educa-

tional attainment resulted i.n consistently lolf8r recidivism 

rates, vith the sample of college graduates demonstrating I!Q. 

recidivist behavior. 

Table 14 displays information siai1ar to that found in 

Table 13• except that it concerns intervening Yariabies. An 

individual's blood-alcohol concentration leYel aas related 

to recidivism., vita those at the higher B.A.C. level exlti.-

biting greater recidivism. The starting date of the prograa 

appears to have made a difference, as those vao had a start 

delay of over six .months (180 days) had a recidiYisa rate 

three times greater than did those vith a start de.lay of 

less than two months. 
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TABLE 14 

NUMBER OF RECIDIVIST OFFENSES FOR A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS, BY B.A.C., 
AND COURT, START, AND FINISH DELAYS 

Post D. W.I. Post D.W.I. Post D.W.I. 
1st Year 2nd Year Total 

B.A.C. (%) 0.06 - 0.14 .014 .034 .048 
0.14 - 0.17 .016 .027 .043 
0.17 - 0.20 .038 .015 .053 
0.20 - 0.32 .028 .042 .070 

Court less than 17 days .020 .024 .044 
Delay 18 - 37 days .018 .036 .054 
(days) 38 - 60 days .029 .014 .043 

61 - 90 days .054 .054 .108 
above 90 days .000 .000 .000 

Start less than 60 days .009 .028 .037 
Delay 60 - 120 days .025 .020 .045 
(days) 121 - 180 days .028 .028 .056 

above 180 days .041 .055 .096 

Finish less than 90 days .005 .026 .031 
Delay 91 - 180 days .032 .026 .058 
(days) 181 - 270 days .017 .028 .045 

above 270 days .054 .041 .095 
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er~ces are interesting to observe and 

st.-n:·ve as a basis for 111.a.king speculations, we nu1s·t also learn 

what of sta 

-variate analy.s 

st.ical signi£icance.. Agilin using the mult.i-

of variance procedi.u:::e, and focusing only 

program grouping, one's prior reckless upon the 

driving vior again emerges as significant for a recidi-

vist c ss at for both the first and second years .. 

During the second year, one's ucational level emerges as a 

i t item. Overall, both the prior reckless driving 

involvement and occupation a re significant. 

Chan9ing t focus of our attention nov to the 

non-A. s .. A. 

some d 

viduals, We obst~.rve in Table 15 th.at sex 

nee with reci,1i vism, as females have an 

av era 

of 

of 0 .. 13 fenses per person, whereas aales have o. 17 

age cateqory suggests findings sim.ilar to 

those fo1.uH1 with the A .. s. A.. program participants; ve find 

those in the you and oldest groups (with the except.ion 

of the very oldest group) 

.Jail time sern~d provides interesting resu.Lts, as those with 

a month or. more of jail have a rate much higher than tfaat 

found th those who experienced no jail time - tke rate for 

t.hose with a lon r jail term is 0 .. 43, meaning that near-1y 

one of every tvo individuals experiencing t.his jail ti'!rlll 

will ve reci st behavior. This may not be due to the 
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TABLE 15 

NUMBER OF RECIDIVIST OFFENSES FOR NON-A.S.A.P. OFFENDERS, BY 
SEX, AGE, JAIL TERM, LICENSE SUSPENSION, AND FINE 

Post D.W. I. Post D. W. I. Post D.W.I. 
First Year Second Year Total 

Sex Male .104 .069 .173 
Female .067 .067 .134 

Age I - 20 .115 .115 .230 
(years) 21 - 24 .078 .039 .117 

25 - 29 .061 .040 .101 
30 - 39 .149 .015 .164 
40 - 59 .114 .157 .271 
above 60 .000 .000 .000 

Jail 0 .152 .055 .157 
Term 0.01 to 1. 00 .167 .167 .334 
Served above 1. 00 .000 .429 .429 

(months) 

Operator 0 - 6 .094 .022 .116 
License 6 - 12 .115 .172 .287 
Suspension above 12 .125 .000 .125 

(months) 

Fine less than $200 .185 .ooo .185 
Imposed $200 - $250 .079 .054 .133 

($) above $250 .152 .174 .• 326 

Court less than 17 days .053 .070 .123 
Delay 18 - 37 .041 .055 .096 

(days) 38 - 60 .065 .130 .195 
61 - 90 .132 .026 .158 
above 90 .229 .066 • 295 

Note All rates are in terms of the Number of D.W.I. Offenses 
Per Person 
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impact of the jail term, but rather to the caaracter of tae 

individual receiving this sentence. Vita the operator's li-

cense suspension, the higher recidivism pat.tern is found 

with those with the moderate tiae 

i.e., an average of 0.29 offenses 

for license suspension 

per person for those re-

ceivinq a suspension of six to twelve months. 

With the fine, those with the higher cateqorf of fi.ae e•-

hibited recidivism almost twice as lliqa as those aith tl\e 

lowest category (0.33 offenses per person coapared with 0.19 

offenses per person). The court delay exhibits ai.xed find-

ings; worthy of note is the fact that those with a court de-

lay of more than three montlls exhibited a aigh recidivist 

rate of 0.30 offenses per person. 

Again using the multivariate analysis of wariance proce-

dure, the court delay and prior improper driving offenses 

are the only significant Yariables in re1ation to the first 

year•s subsequent D.i.X. behayior. For the second year, tae 

significant relationships are for jail term, length of tiae 

of operator's license suspension, prior D.1.I. offenses, and 

the prior improper driving offenses. When considei:ed in 

combination (post D.W.I.-Total), the p.l'ior improper driving 

offense variable reaains significant. Also, tile fine eaerg-

es as a signi.f icant Yariahle due to the fact that all vari-

ables are now being considered. 
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Are there any differences for A.S.1.P. participants by 

location? In tae Bev River Valley, one•s prior reckless 

driving record is significant for t.ae first year, and one•s 

educational level is significant for the secopd fear, vill 

the prior reckless driving level being tke oa.lf siqni£icant 

factor overall. In Arlington County, one's prior D.a.i:. of-

fense record is significant for t.he first. year, wla.ile the 

prior reckless driving record is significant. for the second 

year. The overall pat.tern sho•s oae•s prior D.,.x. offenses 

reaaining significant, vi.th aarriage emerging as also beiag 

significant. 

Looking at non-A.S .. A. P. participants by .location, tile Bev 

River Valley shows age, operator's license s11Spensioa, court 

delay, and prior iaproper dri.Yinq record as being signifi-

cant for the first year. The factors for the second rear 

are fine, prior D.W.I. record, and prior iaproper driviag 

record, •it.h age,. prior D.11 .. J:. record aad prior iaproper 

driviuq record In Arlington county, the first year shows 

fine and prior D.W.I .. offenses being significant, the secoad 

year shows nothing at a significant leYel, and the overa.11 

pattern has the saae factors as the fii:st fear. 

In sum, differences regarding subsequeat D.1.:t. behaYiQr 

have been observed bet•een programs, and there are soae dif-

ferences based upon location. However, caution aust be used 
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in interpreting these findings. Certainly, the variables 

•ith respect cited ~ significant, in a statistical sense, 

to their differences on tb.e dependent aeasures of recidi-

vis11. That is, real differences are found between recidi-

vists and non-recidivists in relation to factors sucb. as 

educational level or court delay. But there is a .li.aitation 

vith. this insight .. A specific exaaple will illustrate this 

limitation. 

The multivariate analysis of variance done vita tke de-

pendent measure of Post n.w.t. Offenses Total shows t:aat 

of all the independent measures euained, tvo eaerqed as 

statistically siqnificant: proqraa (with an obser•ed P-value 

of 18.37) and prior reckless driYinq record (vith an .P-walue 

of 3.19). Boveve~, the a-square for this analysis is only 

0.056. This means that onlf 5.6 percent of the •ariaace in 

the post-program D.w.I .. behavior can he explained by tlle t•o 

noted independent variables. Thus, although there ~, in-

deed, statistically significant di£ferences in subsequent 

D. V .. I. behavior for various variables, tJ&ef are capah1e of 

accounting for, in a statistical sense, onlf a saa11 part of 

the variance vhica occurs •ith regard to the depeadeat vari-

able of recidivism. It should be eaphasized. however, taat 

it is not realistic to expect to he able to accouat for •ost 

Yariance in a social analysis of this kind, as we are deal-
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ing with a population of distinct indi•iduals and an almost 

infinite number of causal factors. Jet, at the saae tiae, 

ve have been proYided vith nuaerous i.nsig.ats of factors 

whick are helpful in better understaadinq differential re-

cidivism rates for each of a varietf of different variable 

categories .. 

PREDICTIOB OF RECI.DIYIST BBHAfIO:R 

Since ve find that the variance in recidivist behavior can 

not be explained at a high lewel using the analysis of vari-

ance approach, it is deeaed necessary to exaaine the problem 

of understanding this recidi rlst factor fraa a different ap-

proach • To aid in understanding and altiaatelJ predicting 

. reci di vi st heh.a vi or, an approach known as step vise canonical 

discriaiaant function analysis is used. With this, the un-

derlying concept is to distinguish, in the best vay possi-

ble, between the members of bro groups (e.g .. , recidiwist and 

non-recidivist). With canonical discrimina.at analysis, co•~ 

binations of several variables are weighted so that a single 

score is derived whica will distinguish aaoag group aeabers. 

Essentially, a aultivariate problea is reduced to a univari-

ate problem. The stepwise aspect of this approach aeaas 

that each variable is treated as if it were aeasared last, 

thereby resulting in its variance not being shared with ota-

er variables. 
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In attempting t.o differentiate bet.ween indi•iduals wao 

participated and those who did not participate in the 

A.. S. l. P. program,. one• s prior D. i. I. record is found to be 

the most significant factor when using this procedure. The 

days from the offense to tae court hearing was second, fol-

lowed by prior reckless driving record and age. These four 

factors are effective in accounting for 291 of, the 't'ariance 

between the two groups (t.he canonical correlation of th .. is 

function is 0.538), a rate which is quite satisfactory for 

social science research. Overal.l, tile deriYed fanction dis-

tinguishes between A.S.A.P. and ~on-A.S.A.P. 

with an P-statistic of 88.88 (p < 0.00001). 

individuals 

Turning DOV to those factors vaich differentiate between 

recidi visa and non-recidiYisa, proqraa is the most siqnif i-

cant factor. This vas followed by the prior iaproper driv-

ing and reckless driving offense records of the individual.. 

However, the canonical corre1ation is oa.ly 0.20. resulting 

in tlte derived function accounting for only 4.()1 of tile var-

iance. If we omit the prograa in which an individual was 

involved from consideration, the significaat factors, in 

order of iaportance, are prior reckless driving offenses, 

the time that it took to get to colll:'t, and the prior iaprop-

er driving offenses. This functio~ accounts for 2.71 of the 

variance, as the canonical correlation is 0.167. The F-sta-
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tistic for the function designed to distinguish recidivists 

from non-recidivists is 10.55 (p < 0.00001). 

How well does the derived function distinguish indiYidu-

als who have zero, one1 tvo and three pqst-proqraa D.w.x. 
offenses? It actually does quite well, as seea in Table 16. 

The post-program offenses are distinguished fro• one anotb.-

er, with the P-value and level of sigaificaace listed. 

Based on the values associated with tae variables in this 

derived function, ve can ask how vell the veigated variables 

combine in a meaningful manner. Vhen coabining the input 

Yariable values, the derived functions distiQgaish between 

individuals who have zero and one post-program offenses wit.a 

an F-value of 6.7601. The deriYed function is helpful in 

distinguishing all except those vllo aad one offense fro• 

those vho had tvo offenses. 

Perhaps we can learn aore if ve eiamine the 1.s.1.P. par-

ticipants and non-participants separately. Directinq oar 

attention to the A.s.A.P. participants, ve find that one•s 

prior reckless driving and iaproper dr ivi.IHJ offenses are t.b.e 

most significant facto.rs, followed in order by prior n. w. i:. 
offenses, educational level, occupation, marital stat.us, a~ 

BAC level. Not significant as discrillinat.ors are age. sez, 

court delay, income leYel, and delay of start and finish of 

the prograa. This has a canonical correlation of 0.22 which 
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TABLE 16 

EFFECTIVENESS OF DERIVED FUNCTION IN DISTINGUISHING BETWEEN 
NUMBER OF RECIDIVIST OFFENSES 

Post-Program 
D. W. I. 

Offenses 

1 

2 

3 

Post-Program D.W.I. Offenses 

0 1 2 

6.7601 
(0.0001) 

2. 7174 0.7890 
(0.0189) (0.5634) 

16.027 14.593 9.4036 
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) 

Note Statistics reported are the F-value and level of 
significance. 
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means that 4.8J of the variance 

cant vai:ia 

t~xplained lPf the si,~nif i-

As seen i:n 'fable 17, the function helpful in distin-

guishing a 11 levels of post.;..prograll recidivism .. lqain, ~e 

t t the deriverl fi:rnction succf?ssfully distinguish.es 

among all grou of recidivists with. a b.igh level of signi-

ca.nee. s means tb.at the value ratings associated with 

each of the va ables, when combined, resulted iD a function 

which is 11 te 

i<>rs .. 

fc:~cti ve in distinguishing recidivist behav-

witli those in div uals who did not participate in the 

A .. S .. A .. P. program, four vaciables co'11lhine to develop a dis-

crimin<.tnt functioo which distinguishes recidivists f1:om 

n.::>n-recidi vists: p.tlor improper driving offa:rnses,. fine, jail 

term, and pr driving offenses. Factors not sig-

nificant are sex, age, court delay, prior D.i~I. offenses, 

and operator's .license suspension term.. This function has a 

canonical cocce1ation of O.Q2, thereby accountinq for 17.21 

of the variance. Table 18 ws that this function is halp-

·ful in distinguishing all h~vels o.f post-program recidivism, 
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TABLE 17 

EFFECTIVENESS OF DERIVED FUNCTION IN DISTINGUISHING 
RECIDIVIST OFFENSES FOR A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS 

Post-Program 
D.W.I. 

Offenses 

1 

2 

Post-Program D.W.I. Offenses 

0 

4.2189 
(0.0001) 

2.3954 
(0.0083) 

1 

2.8397 
(0.0018) 

Note Statistics reported are the F-value and level of 
significance. 
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TABLE 18 

EFFECTIVENESS OF DERIVED FUNCTION IN DISTINGUISHING 
RECIDIVIST OFFENSES FOR NON-A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS 

Post-Program D.W.I. Offenses 

0 1 2 

2.4136 
(0.0366) Post-Program 1 

D. W. I. 

Offenses 2 2.6325 2.4003 
(0.0241) (0.0376) 

10.861 9.9174 9.0632 
(0. 0001) (0.0001) (O. 0001) 3 

Note Statistics reported are the F-value and level of 
significance. 



ularly when it comes to lookiag at those with three 

this analysis leave us? le have found that 

are some variables which have differeatial effects 

t variable of recidivism. Specifically, an 

•s prio:r i:ecort'.l and th.e court delay ace the 

most of ten .. However, 

lear that much of the varia.nce in recidl v.is't behavi.or 

cannot accountfid for: .. Clearly, this does not mean that 

which do have differential effects should 1>e 

ignore A amount of insight has been gained from ·tb.e 

ex am in at ions thus far:. our atte11pt here is pci-

ly to unde 

gram is, ii ef iwe. We have learned 11 from this 

quan ti ve analy I that evidence sugqests that it is 

tive than th~ alternative approact~es currently be-

·used .• 

9 One last a roach l!fas used to mine whether there are 
ctors which unde1:lie all of the independent vari-

Factor anal , using an ob1igue rotation. ~as 
iii se variables for the gr.·i:.1up as a whole, at,1.d 

t.hen sepai:atr~ly for A,.S,,.A .. P .. participants and no.a-par-
t.ici nts.. No major factors emer9 which are b.elpf ul fQI: 

gration uti ation with tlie other statistical 
'tests .. 



Chapt.er V 

RESULTS OF QUALITATIVE ASSBSSBBITS 

From t.he statistical analyses described in Caapter If, we 

have seen many factors whica appear to have an iapact upqa 

the dependent variable of recidiYisa. Wllat. aore can we 

learn about the A.S.A.P. program from i~-depth conYersations 

with those who have been intiutelf inYol•ed vita this pro-

gram? 

In this cllapter, I wi11 share ideas, reactions, and ex-

periences of 25 persons who have been involved in tae 

A.s.A.P. program. The first groap of these to be examined 

will be taose who have recently participated in tJae proqraa. 

As will be recalled from the chapter on !etltodology, tkese 

individnals vere interviewed prior to and f qlloving taeir 

individuals froa tile lie• involYement. with A.S.A.P •• seven 

River Valley, and five froa Arlinqt.on County, vere inter-

viewed for this purpose. The discussiol;J will thea eaphasi%e 

other individuals who participated in the A.S.A.P. experi-

ence several years ago. Pour iadiYiduals in each 1ocation 

were interviewed. Finally, attention will be gi•en to those 

involved in a teaching capacity in botil tlte Bev BiYei: faileJ 

and Arlington county locations. one instructor in the lev 

River Valley, 

viewed .. 

and four in Arliaqton county, sere int.er-

180 
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wo rll points are relevant prior to this discussii">n. 

First_, it shou be recalled th..1t this assessment is of the 

Level II program only. Participants at t.his level are gi~n-

erally involved in their first 04 i'J. L. o.ffeuse .. Second, the 

em s of this approach il'as not only to gather the inb:u:-

ghts l.~ding prog ra 11., but also to attmllpt 

to r own world. The desire was t.o learn w11at 

is by individuals .invol'led 'll!ith A .. S.A .. P .. , and to 

un a differeuce for future drinking and 

vim: m .. 

To t s gualita Vi!~ analysis, attention will be ili-

to iew~• conducted prior to inte£"tievees' in-

volvei!ient in the iL. S .. £'1. P. pcogram.. In di vi duals convicted of 

xicated approa 

atious and feelings, with many people be-

ing that th"'~Y .had b€en si le<l out for this "hacsh 

treatment.• Most viduals believed that their appreben-

a.rrest .. " A ty 1 ceactio.n is th.at their di:ivinq 

really vas not as exemplified by the .iudi vidual 

. 
"' ur k.no1.ri I wasn't .staggering because ! worked on 

wa in g straiig said: "Dr.inkinq and driving is 



difffJnmt £rom dri viIHJ while tot.ally .bombed .. u The pheno.me-

n::>n of u 

in i111a.l ha.d a 

thing t 

The ex 

court , 
rt::assi 

any problem was vecy cmullcu1 .. Only o.l!e 

"It"s a tempea:.·ment, indicating: 

d pull me r>Vt:~r; I would have killed myself 

with the police, and then latec with the 

1rocally belieYet\ to ba a humiliat-

one,. With.in the jurisd.iction of i:ng, 

lice. ral experiences of .being treated in an eve.n-t..anded 

Specifically, i.udividuals felt that. they 

tH~iUier nwre gently nor mo.re harshly than ot.h-

er:s .. Lficant a1tount of consternation was 

tb. t ovecall involwemen t lfi th the police. This 

ling 1.S t~f by the comment of oae individual who 

noted ·that 111as ntrea like any other prisone.r .. o She 

went on to rve that, "for t kind o.f d.rre.st, they 

sbcmld hav.c= ha.ti smue consideration .. " Another· ind.i vidual re-

, l was blowing my ~ind; I was being treated 

lite a bad criminal.• awakening whicb. occurred 

to 

h tnase pants that, ouce arre..sted, they began 

t.ha. t dr iv-ing w.h.ile intoxicated !.!Y:? a serious of-

- •hoM dumb it was." The fact that many of these ia-

J.ividua t1er8 handcuff ed., placed under arrest, 

spent the n t in 1 rs to have caused some intecna.1 
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tension due to inconsistent information being received (coq-

nitive dissonance). Specifically, they previously had uot 

viewed driving wider the influence as •any big deal,• and 

then were physically constrained and "treated like a bad 

criminal." As a result of tilis ea£orceaent activity, indi-

viduals typically beqan to wonder whether their 0.1.x. be-

havior had been, in fact, of a criaiaal nature. These 

threads of a questioning stance will have a signi.fica~t .ia-

pact for them later, as ve w.ill soon see. 

Within the judicial systea, partic.ipaats fov.n·d the judge 

to be fair, yet wished that greater tiae could have been 

qranted to hear their particular 111lD.ique• circumstances. 

There appears to be a belief that a less severe sanction 

would have been iaposed if onlf the judge had known ho• res-

ponsible they "really were." Interviewees find the judge to 

be followinq standard procedure, and that taey were handled 

in a routine manner like other off enders. 

When asked why these individuals chose to participate in 

the A. S. A. P .. program, the majority indicated that their 

reason was to keep their record clean.•o Other aotivatiug 

factors included the desire to ma.intaiu traaspqrtation abil-

10 It should be recalled that at this time, individuals who 
successfully completed the 1.s.1.P. prograa would ha.•e 
the D.l.I. conviction reduced to a reckless driving con-
viction. This is no longer t.he case under current V:irqi-
nia lav .. 
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ity for work pur and to <no.id .receipt of points on the 

dcivirHl • 

Expectatioos regardi.iHJ t.he A.S,.A .. P .. class were fairly 

consistent among ziost. of the interviewees.. Es~nt.ially, the 

class was anticipated as a hassle and boring.. Individuals 

that thHy really would not lear:n anytlliug tl~:Hs .. 

expec that instructors would "tell yon not to 

d.ri and drive,u and some expected intimidation to be used 

t ocess. 

they teach me? 

aatter of minutes -

one individual observed: «*How much can 

can say ~hat. you need to learn in a 

lt dcink and drive." Two individuals 

that 

that it would benefit them4 

program would be ~octhwhile, 

one of these ohserv-ed that 

won had a drinking problea, and that his 

tion for bimse 

inter on the issue of the length 

of me of par tici on (16 hours) in tbe &.s.l.P. program. 

Half t that t was l!tuch too long., although 1tf int.ec_p1:e-

tation i.s tha·t th contention was really an expre.ssion of 

th~1 ei inconvenit:mce in their pecsoual lives. 'l'he 

ot 

th€! 

of t irrterviewees ha.d faith in the planners of 

ram as t<J the f oc .slitc:h a lengthy prog.cam ... As 

one said, -"I'm sure the.re's a .reason for it - they know more 

about than any of us. ·11 
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Most of the individuals had a .fairly accurate perception 

of vhat would be occurring during the class tiae. They ex-

pected movies, lectures, and discassions with others in t.he 

class. Generally, they expected that fuadaaenta.ls and facts 

would be taught. Half of the individuals be.lieved, as one 

observed, that the course instructor would be "dril.ling the 

theae of not drinking and driving into 7ou.• 

"Belief that it •s over" is a quote vaica tfpifies the u•-

aniaous opinion regarding kov individaa1s exp~ted to feel 

at the end of the course. TheJ also expected that thef 

would be quite leary of drintiag and driving fol.loving th.is 

experience. 

appeared to 

This hesitancy regarding 

be based upon their desire 

drinking and drivi~g 

not to get caught 

again, since it was clear that "•ore se•ere saactions• vonld 

be imposed. Further, this initial experience was expected 

to be "such a hassle" that they certainly would not •ant to 

repeat even this. In a concrete sense, taey expected to 

learn, simplJ, not to drink and drive. Further, they ex-

pected to learn "how to tell if you•ve had too auca to 

drink." so11e indiYiduals, the same as those who ezpected to 

learn nothing, indicated that they had A1rea.dI learned taeir 

lesson. 

The significant issue of their expected futare drinking 

and driving behavior deserves soae close attention. lllen 
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asked what they expected for this, a variety of answers were 

obtained. Bost individuals belieYed that drinking and driY-

inq behavior is "stupid and du•b.• Several participants 

made comments such as "it already laas stopped." Others ob-

served: "If I do drink I will. b.ave others dri•e; :C vo11•t 

driYe." One individual noted that. "if I aa weaving to llf 

car, I won't 9et in it: I'll have soaeone el.se drive.• He 

further observed: "I can't say taat it's qoing to stop, bat 

it 1rill be more in proportion." overal.l, the attitude typi-

fied by "•1 drinking and dri vinq behavior aas already 

caanqed" was found with these individuals. Tae rationale 

for this change vas fairly clear and consistent - it vas a 

desire not to get caught aqaiD for this offense, because 

"it's too much of a hassle." The emphasis of all. individa-

als but one vas upon themselves - the probleas that qett~JW. 

caught for such an offense causes the!I• !'Jae except.ion ob-

served vas that he was conceraed vit.h qthers• safety if he 

were to drink and drive. 

Several extreme reactions vere found. one individual vas 

incensed that anyone else would proscribe beaavior for b.ia: 

"Who are you to tell me vhat ay liaits are? If I: feel I'• 

capable of operating a vehicle, it•s ay decision to aake 

about my ovn limits." Another individual noted that "it's 

kind of crazy that alcohol is leqal in the first. place." 



187 

Alcohol's deleterious influeace upon drivers is highligated 

by the comment: •It's not you that•s iq control of the situ-

ation - alcohol. contro.ls your destiny." One indiYidual ob-

serYed that he could not be honest with the A.S.A.P. case-

worker who decided the proqraa leYel. to which he would be 

assigned: "If I told them tile truth, I'd be in Level III, 

and I know that I don't have a drinking p~oblea.• This in-

dividual's denial is thus very high; he realizes that his 

actual drinkinq behavi21: is such that, if reported hoaestlr, 

it would result in classification as a problem drinker. Re-

gardless of this classification, he believes tlaat no drink-

ing problem exists. 

overall, the indi Yiduals were 1rery coqperati ve and ap-

peared uninhibited with their responses to interview ques-

tions. Ralf of the participants wished to participate so 

that. they could h.elp other people avoid invo.luaent in such 

problematic behavior. J: believe t.hat many wished t.o parti-

cipate so that they vould feel that they were aati.Dg a con-

tribution to others, in an at.tempt to ease soae of the quilt 

snrrounding their eabarrassing current situation. As ob-

served, individuals at the initial phases of the process 

following their offense felt like thef were picked upon, al-

though they also acknowledged that t•e police and the court 

had treated thea fairly. Expectations about tile 1..s.1..p. 
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program were aixed, yet generally few concrete results were 

anticipated. The hostilitJ toward the police, tae judqe, 

and the A.S. A. P. program appear to be related to the eabar-

rassment and possible self-disappointaent regarding the 

driving-while-intoxicated offense. Prior to the arrest, in-

dividuals had not perceived this to be any significant prob-

lem, since it appeared to the• that •eYerJbOdJ does it.• 

The harsh reality that it is, indeed, a criaiaa.l act had 

just been faced by thea, and they vere striYing to orient 

th.is within their own eaotio\ldl and cognitiYe fraaevor:ks. 

Some displaced blame is thus understandable, although per-

haps not appropriate or deserved. What, tllen, are their 

perceptions of the prograa following its coapletion? 

I!.s.i.Is OFFENDER ]]iTEBVIBWS FOLLOWIIG Tiii A.s .. 1.R. lBOGllA! 

Attitudes about the A.s.1.P. experience he.ld by recent grad-

uates of the progra11 were noticeably dif·ferent froa •hen 

they entered t.he program. .Int.ervieviag these saae twelve 

individuals again, they stated, contrary to 'the denial and 

hostility first. expressed, general approval of tJle A.S.A. p. 

course. !lost found it a vorthvhile experience. 

view these comments in detail. 

Let as re-

Of all the individv.a.ls interviewed, only one foaad the 

course boring and a waste of tiae. He noted, however, that 



learn a lot from it.. The J:emaining part.icipants be-

ved that •as a course. Oae individual adaittad 

that 0 I n*t 'IWant to .say tbat I•m glad I went thro119J1 it, 

but I od am. 0 

w did t y nd it helpful 1 Most course participants 

found tlH~ discussion a.f the physical a.spect.s of alcohol tISe 

to b£~ of major interest. One pa.rticipant stated that he had 

arned. about "t of alcohol on the body aad mind, 

ly were riot solitli.f ied,,." 

Also ceqariied. \ilere discussions if hen otber partici-

purts' points v one intervieifee no ti~d: 

t1The group environment makes the difference - other people's 

comuuHrts.," Anotht~r St.~rved: "It made yon think l!lore about 

you.r:se 

A thi agree upon helpful element of tile course ~as the 

of. a ng alcoholic to share insiqhts about b.is 

experiences. lLs <H'l.e class 11ember st.a ted, u~he he st class 

was liith t 

that t 

guy f ro11 A .. lt., showing some of the extre11Jes. I 

f 

i:uto t 

that. H Another class member stated 

more discussiou with more pe.rso11al 

lives of 

know {like A.A.J. 0 

Two 

so 

tici 

.. 
course were generally observed to he 

.first., thf~ films tL..<>ed appeared to most par-

s to be outda thus vere not well-respE->eted. 
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It was observed by several i iduals that the act.ing and 

technical quality of mauy of poor that 

t tO H 

The 

treatment of 

bard" to get tlw point. 

t conc~~rn vas the technical, el.abora te 

al aspects associated with alco-

l use. One participant t.ed that "they should slip 

some sc nti tecminology.n 

This not to iraply t.iH1t these were the only things that 

were .not li oi: that particir:iants bel.ieved should be 

cl1<Inged.. Mo.st of te.t:"Wievees suggested th.at the for&at 

the course be structaced.. 'l'b.ey appreciated the op-

portun.it:y for log 'llitJa other group participa.nts, 

und t s 'Was li mi tl~d.. 'l'he dialog foraat, noted. 

one person, "let. you. talk about yourself so t.b.at you can 

look at yourself and ask, 'do I hatre a probl.e111•n It tiras 

also sug .by two indi:\fiduals that the foraat be :varie('i 

frmil Yeek to ~eek: "It was in a rut: we'd have an iceh.reak-

er, then a mo then a discussion .. " 

instr.'uctor' s role appeared to play a very i:ll,portant 

.rt .. Those par 

an indivi 

pa.nts Jibose instructor was a recovering 

that this was vital to their learning, as 

l 11 can reflect more or1 what it is .really 

k:e .. 0 Se1rt::ral pa rt ic.ipants observed that their instructor 

l!'as not lly command of the class, and needed to he less 
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ient for the course to be Mast iud.i vid.uals 

pt'f~C ted tlle .style 0£ their tx:-uctoc, observi!lg t.na t 

ph zing the ing style of their instructor, hal.f o.f 

ts und bim or to be boring and 110t well 

organized .. 

of tim.a of t coucse, .ital ti ally gene.rally 

viewed to be too long, 11as still seen as too ionq by three 

of t interviewees .. remaiuder saw it as an ac-

ceptable 1 with. one iudi vidual ob.se.cving that 11 to make 

it te:r would hurt the pl::esentation of in.fo1:11ation,." 

Several individuals interviewed had participated in 

an alte 

{i of t:?igh. t two- .houc sessions) had been offered.. Ona-

aimoasly, they believed this to undesirable,, as their at-

t.ention span Mas not good during the end of each co11.rsf:' .ses-

si.on tbi;: important :factor o.f group d.ynam.ics did not have 

a to velop. 

Although in ng to obsec11e that most of Uie 

ts basically positive feelings about the 

course, the c t question revolves around what they ac-

tually .h~arnr~a. Generally, the participants con.eluded that 

dr vir19,, and alcohol usf~ in general, are larger 
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lems than they bad first cealized. 

rea t t liere not being singled Ol!t for t-his "pun-

the you119 man who stated; "I. 

h~arned n narrow-minded .. 

ci.nq the feeling of ooi.ng picked on .. " 

~ost t.icipants agreed that their drinking and dri viug <1as 

a stupid thing to nor:inking and driving is not wb~re 

it's at pcetty serious P.articipan ts 

lear:nnd ~ow not to dl:.ink and drive, bow to be avare of their 

ibited bebavior, iUH1 how to deTe.lop alternative !lea.BS of 

behavior so that they are not faced with such problematic 

vioc (of dciving vb toxica ted) .,. The qeaeral ef-

f ects alcohol on t.he body, as well as va:r:ning signs of 

the onset of alcoholism, were also observed to be a11ot19 the 

main s d as a .result. 

tb.t:; coucse itself to the overall experieAce 

ginning with their a an.d ettdinq with the course, in-

with cega to their dr:i n.kin.g and driving heh.av-

ior.. One cib~d the A .. S.1. .. P .. CCH.U::se as being !!IOSt 

si t, as it provided .Pertinent information and ~a.s 

T'W'o in div id.Qals found the experience 

of hei s a police officer and then arrested for 

D .. W.I .. to t raost important factor.. for one, the expec-
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ience of he fi nted added to the arrest signif i-

ca nee.. One pant no that the couct experience had 

bt:>eu the most influential: u"Wh~HI l went to court, I was sit-

ting with 

jud 

of these fHiH::>ple ifh.o looked .like derelicts ... 

dirt; he made soae st.ronq state-

me.nts, and I lt that I t t deserve that .. But yes, I 

did .. " One i.ndi v ual !'.'~."!fleeted the feelings o.f two o·thers: 

11 G{:: in jail the sing lemos·t effect on Jte.. I 

up; I was there alone - it wasn't. a ga:ile, not Ti. A. 

lot of t go 

law-a ding cit 

h.adn't gotten 

iii somet 

accu1rnla tion 

pact upon him. 

w t ;:1ctually 

ivid s? 

overvh ngly the 

f oc a seco 

througl:t you.r: head - you see yourself as a 

a, but nav you 1 ce scum, you•re low~ If I 

in j 1, I would have felt. like I got away 

One iud.i vid.ual observed that it was the 

1 of the cited factors which had the im-

to be makinq the difference w.itla 

project. into the future, it is 

ti ve conse•1uences of getting cau.g.ilt 

in.f luential in their current 

decisions to monitor drinking and driving heh.av ioc,. 

Tb<~ is, lfi th two exceptions, n,ut upon the tragic 

loss of 1 

sult of 

by an 

or personal injury 11.hich mi::Jht occur as a ce-

ing d v.in9... 'l"his is poignantly illustrat-

vidual who stated t.hat he wou.ld not drink and 
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drive because he was ''scar:ed. of being locked up for l.iie for 

k i 

tial 

loss 

jor i 

somEwne .. 0 With him# the ei!ph.asis is upon hi:§ poten·-

libecty _, and not upon the potential 

This self-.focus has l!a-

A.S.l.P. coucse. 

s.-:~ interviewees had seve1:al 0th.er noteworthy observa-

tions. S>i~veral course members observed that an effective 

rent would the of public ridicule - this could 

d by ing the names of individuals arrested 

O. W .. I .. 

a.ls that t 

in the newspapers.. Numerous ind.ividu-

problelll, is a broad soc.ietal ODe. ·?his 

l illust.rat~:d b 1 one participant vb.o had seen parents 

a.nd fr Hd hack from parties smasiied,, thus ma.king 

11.a~ k that drinking and dt:~iving isn•t that big a deal .. " 

s that educdtion ha§. to i mp:cove,, and that effoct 

to 

that ttt .SOG 

changed." Another 

to p 

one neration was 

quot 

If as it 

prevalent 

ted t.o get invol-wed wit.kt the families so 

a. ttitmle of a wbole population can .be 

in viJual agreed that social change is 

uc~~ the problem,, but acknowledged that 

not enough to solve this. 

is helpful to brinq this section to a 

an underlying feeling tbat was quite 

of indilliduals .. One young man 
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stated: "It was a thing that I got caught, because oth-

I s 1 WOilld doing it .. I• ve been fo.rtunate to 

tten caught ore any accidents .. n 

pr:ovi d t individuals who recently 

ted the A .. S ... IL. P .. course ha11e been helpful in undeI:-

s a witk them.. However,, a ,in-

itation with this insight that tJ:iey have just .recently 

completed the course. Only t passage of time w:ill reveal 

iii hat 

What 

.f 

it will actuallJ make on their behavior~ 

ter vi in vidua 'ilrh.o participated in the 

!.2 th.e prog.i:-aa effective on a long-term 

and what do indi vid. uals .c~::ocall about. their pro gr am. 

ences several yeal:s latec? 

ons, we now liWVf~ to an examination of interviews vitb 

former parti ts the A.S.A.P~ program. 

f!~;t_A. SJLA• P .!,._Pl!RTJ.£IPAN'r Ili'!:RRVIf;.iS 

As l recalled, a total of eight indiYiduals, four in 

eac.h location .. , were intervie who had successfully com-

pleted the A.S.A .. P. program several years prior to t.hfi~ in-

t.at:vie~.. T ons nnrealed that t ce:o.tral message 

Ua.e cou.rse - don 1 t dri and drive - remained vi th. thr~m .. 

Although t in viduals genet:ally did not .cecall specific 

s of t course which were helpful oc not so helpful, 
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t have one or two main ints of learn.lug ttiat. they 

at trihu.ted. to I.et us now t.ur:n to some specific 

individuals, and note the r:ela-tions t 

i p tween their: responses and those tteld by curreat 

rt ts. 

Reactions to judicial process in which they had been 

invc>l were t it f<tiz::.. ru fact, one i:n<lividu-

noted that the court had been too lenient with him:. T"'o 

interesting points e•erqed. 

the sa.11,,HC'!' type of sanction 

One intervi1.::H1rne observed tnat 

to apply to all individuals 

- he ved that those in influential positions received a 

less severe sane Two interviewees were upset with the 

ct t t had obtained the services of a lawyer, atainly 

they did not r•~a 

enter the A.s.1.P. pro9ra•~ 

a lawyer was :not needed to 

Th~ hostility directed to the 

court 

ev 

c;e found with. the current participants was not 

at all with these pa.st paz:·ticipants., 

between cu.rren t and past participants 

was found, however, i:espect to reasons for becomitlg in-

volved in the l. S. l .. P. pro~ram.. Specifically, t.l&ese past 

ici nts wanted to h.;J.ve a cle;:u1 record and desired a 

severe sanction (vhich could be obtained bJ participa-

tion A .. s.,. A .. P .. program),. one individual observed.: .wr 
va to out liihat I was cloing to myself; I coultln' t 

n this on own, a11d net~ded a class to help 11e." 
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p<1.n ts entered the program with f ev 

<:Htpectations.. .At the time, the p1:og:cam was generally a re-

ti ve new one,, t. hey did !Wt know of other partici-

s in t.hc p.rog ram.. \lho b.ad some ideas ge!u~rally 

th~·ir 

not d 

ms, lectures, and d.isc11ssions .. 

was :cned these indi vianals as a result of 

ram participation? .As observed,, the message of 

ng n9 vas clearly beard,. Otte individual 

n y:. and driving - they just 

flat n • t mix .. n content messages recalled by 

dividua included ho~ to have hett.er control of 

drin.ki bou to be careful, 

even t 

es t.o 

how "everyone thinks the.r r:e 

drinting,•t how little it 

how alcohol affects the lly intoxicated, 

body, and 

the 

inf or 

warni11g of alcoholism. At least half of 

obs.::n·ved that tliey already knew .much of the 

d du.:ciug the A.S .. A .. P. experience - the 

couCS!:1 sert'ed to reinforce t 

•t 

en 

'rurn 

L. 

l ali:eady knew .. *' One participant stated: 

nk I'd l<~arn as much as I did." lonetheless,. 

you.r ad up .. *' 
now t<) the raan.ne.c which the material was pce-

ovec whelming assessment vas that it was done 

ough the process could have bee• con-
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dfrnsed moct??, this l!ias S(Hm as not desirable.. Gue iudividu.al 

commented: aMuch repeat f was done .. But it's better to 

drill it in 1 ly touch on it .. I saw no overkill." 

The disc groups, when offered, ltlere viewed as helpful, 

al thou t tui:-es and moviE:s aided in opening up the 

for d ons ... ~ost of the time, boa.ever, 

at us. 0 In fact, one .interviewee noted that 

nt 1:::e was only one occasion when everyone talked - we got 

30 secon person .. u 

Ho.i about t of the course? Only one indiiridual 

sta i.t was too , ~ ith the r-ema.inder indicating 

that it was one ticipant uot.ed that nto get 

any good out of soou:1thinq, you got ta spend some time with 

it.• He went on to say: n anything, make it longer: .. 'J'he 

it, the NlOt'e you' 11 dread it or the more 

you'll learn,.u 

reac to the courst:~ was tltat it was wocttl-

rt nt no that he was never bored. 

pactici ts observed that having a mixed group - .both young 

an ii rticipants - was important. one young man st;it-

that t course made bim »t a lomJ look at my Ol!1n 

I at t 14<.tS hap ninq,. I couldn 1 t drive,, I lost 11y 

j my en just wasn't wocth it. ! began real-

i ,.,.. coul5!_ have J.. an accident, and killed some-
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body, and that I was just going downhill,." Reflecting on 

anot!un: person stated *'you his invo t in the course. 

t l 11clty one bE.~ca use you a.re here .. " 

Once , tile '] uestions vital .for careful assessment 

are not ho'll much ey enjoyed the course or what ti\e.y 

learm~d, but th.er course was effectivto~ with 

their be ha vi or.. Prom in-depth interviews, it appea.r.s 

that t cotu:sc~ was. indeed, ef.feeti ve.. In.di vidual.s t:·eport 

ing and ilri vi:ng behavior, a.nd often their 

ovecall alcohol cons111«ption p•1tterns, have .been altered .. 

Pa c n i.n the course "bri11gs you to a realization 

about d ing and drivin9 # that you• re actually wrong. 

!om: mi trick you .. " To look for altaraati.ve meiins 

of tra.nspor:tat after may, accordiag to oae indi-

v ual., *'be an convenienci'~, hut you come out ii\ the lo.ug 

.run. u This not to i y that all in.di 11.iduals are one 

h 

npor most par 

has to 

d.on' t it 

the chances do a 

ha 

vell- ra 

ef tive with not. drinkinq 4rtd driving: 

t 

ts .. the idea of not drinking and dri vinq 

but t 

r to 

head somewhere .. I won't say they 

cb.ances may be lower.ff Indeed, 

lower, since attitudes and. be-

the A .. s .. A .. P.. coarse seem to be 
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Pttshi a bit beyond this, it helpful to understand 

the nature of why individuals choose to not drin'i. and drive ... 

As observed. with t c1u:rt::nt participants, the primary mot.i-

va.ti.on was 

parti 

n11asslf3sn 

h tion and embarcassment associated with 

in tile program.,. They also did not like the 

the me, cost, and dr.i'l'ing privileges. These 

ctoc-s d 

-r.ad 

to the 

not c€H!lf:!I.:<Je during the discussion with those who 

ly completed the program several fears prior 

view. It ap.peared that the .notion of not drink-

ving ~as :well-ingrained.. Certainly, the experi-ing and 

ence been ari embi.u:rassment, costly 1 and, at times, un-

p sant .. 

<1.nd atti 

en 

t s 

llut. ~as only after some time that inforaation 

conuiun throughout the course ha.d app.ar-

ra ted into persona 1 li.festyle.s., and there-

ratio.uah~ for their behavior was no longec 

at a conscious level. "Since 

t~e course, I aa very aware myself; it J!.!!~ served a pur-

to chang<~ .. 

i.et us 

wen~ qai 

It• s usefu 1 

r t, during the course, nr started 

But took avhile for it to take effect .. ,. 

now shift our attention to other in.sights that 

these intervi~Hi'S,. one participant <>bserved 

d never been taught anything about drinking. 

to ow some things about a legalized drug -
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~11at you' re taking and what it does .. 11 Another: person .n~-

jails .. Thus, A .. S.A .. I?.. is an escape valve.n overall, t.he 

att 

succinct. comnu:::nt: n nking and driving kinii of crazy ... " 

l.S.l.P. experience fro• a 

totally di erent peCSfH:.~ctive, '4e shift. ou.r attention to th~'.! 

course i nsti:ucto.cs,. By way of intcodaction, .it should be 

ence - t n.1.u11bec of i ndi vid uals they ha<l tauq.ht in the Lev-

el II progra1u from 200 to 5,000 .. 

All tors intertriewed .believed that most 

pcogra• partici s view it favorably. Although tb.e 

ic.i ts wled to them th.at they iiould .rather aot 

same participants also state to the instruc-

tors tba t tht:1y t something out of the cow:se. The re-

t t usually takes care of this. Looking fu.t.th-

er at part ipants, the instructors noted that the 

of personal victimization experienced by th.e 

rt.ic r • 
\.1. .• e .. " at the beginning of the pro-

ail! are al as the cours.::~ proceeds .. Tbe y soon realize 
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ple an:l! af f.::ected by the driuk . .ing and 

this i tial outlook. 

appnM.ches are seen by instructors for 

tb t s o:ue eaphasizes the individ.u-

a ta ing about their ex.pt:)riences, their ange.c., and their 

d 

sent 

ous 

ou and 

ti) dea 

unf ess.. It based upon the belief that 

ring vith other courst:~ participants is (~.S-

with. anger and frustrati.on. Some 

is believed to be hel ul for addressing and ade-

tely (J with one's ow.n fee.lings .. 

A Sf~cond a assn1Mes that the material itself will 

k down It is upon the belief' that a.n 

i:ndi al s to d.(~al JW'ith one's OY.ll fee.li.lH$S alg,q!f!. .. 

Disc on with others not .helpf u.1 for working through 

this resistance according to this approach; the presentation 

of 1 and .its cognitive assimilat.ior1 is all that is 

nec,,-:;ssacy. 

Tvo additional ohsf~rvations l:·egardiI)g the nature of the 

and r 

uL. First, oae instcuctor noted that 

nee has 

nt attitude expressed by the parti-

level of awareness has been higher.-

lowe.r:,. cautioning that tttvo 

groups do not constitute a trend, 0 he speculates that there 

an inc national cousciousness regardinq the prob-
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le ms associated with d.J.:inking and driving. 'l'he second con-

cern th the t centers around the classification 

:r t program .. Pr io.r to participating in t.he A ... s .. A .. P .. 

wb.o ~ ther: t Level II or LeY(~l III program is 

most 

dr nerally ma:nda ted to participate in 

Level III 

Of coursf?, t re are .some individuals for whom a diagao-

sis f ficult. w t.be:r:a~, the tendency hs been:, accord-

g to instructors, to assign th.em to the Level II 

s causes sev~:!ral problems in the class, as 

act ly decreased decision-making 

ab ity, a shorter •e•ory span, and a higher degree of deni-

al regading p i ty of tlH~ir: 0111.n dri.nkitHJ probleti. 

To compound issue, several instructors report that the 

A ... S .. A .. P.. ca.s~~ work~rs have pucpose.ly moved the "dema.cca tion 

line'' Leve II a III so that there is a qr.eater 

ten y to ere on the o.f underclassification {i.e., 

when in doubt, uitely assign t.o Level II). The ratio-

ua for t ment appears to he a conce.rn w-it.h le'ja.l 

rcus ons associated with o¥er-cl.as.sification .. It was 

d by sen~ral instz:ucto.rs that if individuals a.re 

cl into a Lev«'~l I.II program whe~, in fact, they are 
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only of a Level II nature, tht'!i:e are rrnmerous potential 

problems due to the ad tional costs in time aad money. and 

possibly 

It was suq 

was a i 

essment 

stii;rma. involvt0d with the Level III prog_ram .. 

that the umove11ent of the demaccat.ioli lilie11 

l judgment and not based upon an unbiased ass-

most. appropriate treatment for these indivi-

Tur nr,nv to the coursce content,, the i.nstructors a.re iu 

sic t ti'i.th the pa:ctic.ipants :with regard to tl\ose 

ts w ch ace most b.Hlpful. cite the physical 

aspects of dri and speaker from Alcoholics Anony-

.QlOUS to t 1 ul prog:ca.11 ele.me.ats.. G.roup discus-

the instructors as imparta..nt tor 

'l'his 1 us to t focmat 'There is a 

r marcat.ion a!!loti<J the inst.cuctocs a.bout t.he JRost ef-

manner leading the cor1:cse. One approaca empha-

zes tbe mation that to be comm1.u1icated to the 

partici 

with t 

Group me simply need to he present.ed 

alcohol, and it then becomes their re-

ty to integrate this on their own. As one in-

structor succinctly st£ited, niufot·mation itself is suf:t:i-

c ot to m e n 



205 

The alter.native a roach emphasizes the group process as 

an i ortant element of t coi.tr:se ... An informal, relaKed 

is t 11ay to approach a topic sucil as this,. An 

{) td U1 time to answer t.he variety of ques-

tions raisHd tal fur course tiveness,. Individuals 

in tecpretin.g the i11for11ation tilat 

provided .. d by one of the 1n-

structors: uone must coraproaise, since there is a trade-off 

bet\l'een amount of infoclila on presenb:1d and. qroup dis-

An a. of illanner in which the course is con-

ducted due to the variety of individuals present .• As 

noted above, are some inditdduals vho a.ct;qally silould 

be valved in the Level III program. l1111:thet, t.b.ere is a 

ran of h acation, , aud attitudes 11ith in-

di by this mixtut:e o.f individ'aals 

is that 

t so , and simple enough f oc il-

I ated in one grou,p p.rocess and dis-

n class. vaciety of individuals present 

J.ilaS te to me .. All ty of individuals vere pre-

sent., h amounts of denial of driukin.s1 1a·o.blems be-

valent .. There were no clear stec·.eotypes of 

individuals {based on variables such 
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termine Khich participants had a larger 

drinking , a.nd foe whom s11bsequent recidivist heh.av-

ior ¥ould ely to OCCl.U:,,. 

All of t rHO! iustcl1ctors tkat it is iaportant for 

t instructor: to ome trusted as a resource. The in-

st cue tor n to develop a personalized style, yet an hon-

n.ess .. 

Another i ortant a t of the cou:r:se cited by the iu-

structors is that valuation must occur,. 

r is {lone w.i thin 

nment, it dee.med impoi::tant for the parti-

cipants to take a c , hard look at the~selves,. 

Ano vation by several of t.ne instructors re-

volved around the of con.fronta tion. '!'his was seen as 

.J tr:ic t to d<>.. as it was important that the trust of 

maintained. 

noce a comment an responsible na.turoe oft.en iaplies an 

t to other class members. Confrontation be-

as the com:sl~ proceeds.., as the class partici-

nts have 1u.u:e info.rmatio.n about ·the trustworthiness tlf the 

uctor: ... 
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A f ow add nal comuu:nts about the fo.t:.mat of the coucse 

fnl .. t~ost of .instructors agreed that a longer 

t They 

to just to a sixteen-hour p.rograa,, at altho!Agh 

ve that mon:~ t ~ould oo helpful i.n interpreting 

t fo.rmation to t.h~ par cipants,. It would also provide 

au oppoct ty for pa rtic.i ts to experiment further ¥i th 

bavior (i.e., not drinti and drivinq). Half of the 

instructocs eference for a sl!lal.ler gr:oup .. 

Cu:rre y, eut:ollaent averages betiifeen twenty and 

tweuty-f part pants .. 

wou1<1, they believe, be i!Or:e ideal and more effective.. A 

several mont following completion of the structured 

com:se .. vould pr: an opportunity for folloeup •ith 

duals as t y hopefully become involved :with new be-

ng of. t experiences encountered vith fa-

ly # co-w fri and tbemselves would be .benef i-

cial in l with obstacles to e.t.fective personal 

11 

tEHJration of a d ior of nat drinking and dri•-

.. 

pro 
ago. 

m was twenty l:tours in dur•tion until two years 
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Do these instructors view the course as effective with 

t Overall, they believe that it is effec-

ti Ve"!.. T nted assists the participants in 

mak: 'l'he instcuc-

to.cs point out, l.ww~!Vi:H.'..',. th.at although the experience t1iU1 

~ .. s. A .. P. course is good foe the participants, other fac-

tors com th it to "mate the difference" with their 

nking and behavior.. Ori.e instructor st.a ted that 

it is nthe na tinn of legal aspect and the inform.a-

ti on t difference,." This instructor 

n t of getting caught is a signif i-

cant behav cal determinant for participants. Another in·-

structor a that it the negative co.tlsequences, howell-

d a particular individual, 

motivates .. 'these may be th.ft cost, kavi119 to come to 

sses, someone (the judge) to vhom they must an-

swer, the nee, or tiu~ personal humiliation. *l".be 

of Hhav eedom taken away0 is of central i~-

A Udrd instructor: ag1.·ees with this, cal.ling the 

i1ential t n the :.:>mack. n This is w~atever factors 

lp a pa cipant become 0 painfully awareft than an error in 

made. 

Some t insig l to summarize the 1n-

si inst.r:uctors. one critical aspect of 
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the entire process is t the instructors themselves be 

h a fing opportunity at least once a week .. 

In way, they can tter unde.c.stand wha. t :is happening 

t ir group, aml will become less resent.fi:tl of the 

A .. s. A .. P.. x:ticipants an1.i the ove1:all A .. S .. l .• P.. process .. 

An r conGf.:ru is ~ith how 0 n.m1-complia.nce*' is handled. 

Non-co11Jplianc1.ll occurs an iudi vidual i.s removed from the 

is du.e to such things as non-attendance or ar-

ving at class ~hi "u11d{"r the influence ... " Greater 

su ppor:t c led for the A .. s. A .. P,. case workers and par-

ticularly j icial syst.em, as it is the belief of 

several instI:uctors tb.at aon-complian.ce is being t.reated too 

9~ , that this counterproductive to th.e success of 

1\s no:b3d a y, propriate assessment is essential to 

the success a gro , hotb for- specific 11.isdiagnosed. ind i-

vidua (for ~ho~ education is 

a.nd 

simiplf not sufficient to ad:-

others within the g.cou.p .. 

you an".: that. UHOJ<Y can assimilate <u1d synthesize the 

inforfiation. 1' An elaborate sc.ceening device iiihich incorpo-

rates marl ta1 , emotional i.ssues, and chemical de-

lpful, but it was observed that is 

not within tile current law in Ute state. This 
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uctor also acknowledged thE~ problems inhei:ent in diag-

nosis ,;,\nd f tion b on self-:ceports, uotin~ that. 

not: valid for those with cb.emical depan-

ms .. u It was f urthec ohsecved that, 41 to do de-

q must involve the family,*' not-

g that some count do uire f aai1J involvement to get 

to t A.S.l.P. program. 

noted by several instructors to be impoc-

tant ... lo ca m.ust. similar to a classroom so that 

ractor the information is vie¥ed in a profes-

l a.nd c 

e m tu.re of class participants shou.1.i:l be such that 

no major iiabalance .. Foe example, having only one 

le iu the not •1cceptable according to two in-

structors .. ration.alt~ for this is tkat these vomen tend 

to k.ed on by the other mea.bers. 

instructor:s be th.at. it is i•poctan·t for each individual 

to have several others toward Mhom attention can be directed 

in a conipa ra and perhaps even helpful, 

on the class, t.b..is coli\parison and po-

tential t not possible. For similar reasoas, in-

structors note t.ti.at a class which is heavily •eir;iated with 

er or younqer individuals is not believed to be .healU1.y,. 

What is most tive 

t and i challenging behavior will occur .. 
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In O'\H'.~I:' "f the r:uctors ve rich insights a.nd 

va~ied h t A .. S .. A.P .. participants .. T.hey ap-

to 1: style, altllougi1 the content of th.e 

course is nera u orm. They are realistic with r:egard 

to tht~ m~gativ~~ attitudes held by many the gronp par:tici-

pants... I do 

istic with 

with tl.u: participants .. 

to be aovea •ore 

vi 

that the course actually :has 

That I the part.ici pants a&;•peaJ:ed 

the overall neqa ti ve experience {:from 

to pa.rticipa te in the class) t.ba.n 

the quality of course or t.ruction .. The actual cog-

tent of 

1 ul to p.::irticipants as the instruct.ors wish to believe .. 

mean that instructor:s shou.ld lower the con-

scieotioosness with which t J roach their roles .. It 

dues s • however, that t should be a .bit more rea..1-

istic with regard to impact t.hat specif.ic elements of 

the course are actually having. 

~Q~1QSING_!~~!~~2 

Having summa. 

ti iuvol ved 

v>:.~ our 

d in Cba IV? 

perceptions and insights of those La-

A .. S.A.P .. p.rogram, how do th.%0:.se 

ing the <:iuantitative analyses de-

Holl do these two types of re.search 
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inz1uiries reinforce each otber in proYid.inq an even deeper 

understand g of t a ecti veness of the A. s .. A. P.. p.rogram? 

most of the information provided in t.litese two chap-

ters is dist ct, re are several areas which do oveclap,. 

one has to do with the se~ of the individual participant in 

t From the quantitative analyses, we found tb.at 

there w.as a fou:r-to-one difference in recidivism rates when 

comparing .meit arid women, t.Vith the la tt.er far less recidi-

vist .. 

in 

global 

we lJer:e to a tti:.~tlpt to iila ke predictions from the 

alotH"!, th 

on the women 

, as tbe 1i1omen 

t 

would not have been appropriate. 

" no such, ge:neraliza tion could. 

si m.ila.r to the men fro11& a 

Insi consistent when examining the age 

terviews conducted Mere primarily with 

uals, and a very high denial of &DJ drinking 

r1 

young indi 

m ~as found a.Mlong them. This pa.rallels the higher re-

cidi rab.:> und (:uwng young participants iu the A.S. A. P. 

pro,~p:am.. I would. suggE!St that their personal denial result-

in a rce tb.a. t many of t alcohol-related problems 

a voi nee ba. vi ocs citeti the course :ware viewed a.s 

not 

resul 

icable to them,. and. subsequent recidivist behawior 
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re doHs all of t now h~d ve us? Hav irtg suamai: ized 

t i ghts gaineJ fr:mt \Tariety of interviews, jje have 

incr~}aSt:'d our nding of ~hat actually makes a diffei:·-

e.nce w 

a. cons 

have 

I 

A,. s. A ... P... participant. Clearly# U1ere is not 

nt n A. s .. A .. p,. personality .• n Some generalizations 

ted, a some aspects of trie arrest., court, re-

neat ional ve been ge.neral.ly vieiied 

as having an impact. However 1 much of the process appeaxs 

Individuals r-espoud different.ly to vitlu i 

various as ts the overall process. Even they mar not 

Doe:::> t 

t.ion 

ons 

had, or 11ill have, an impact upon them. 

leave us in a hopeless situation, with no direc-

f utu,te? Df~finitely cwt. So111e specific conclu.-

ful recommen{lations follov in Chapter VI .. 



Chapter: VI 

CONCLUSIOIS AID BBCOH!BIDATIOUS 

At the outset. this dissertation, a social problem facing 

th'<3 tes was defined.. ically 1 the unneces-

li and prope.cty associated with 

and iving was cited as an issue demand1ng careful 

attention. At.tempts have undertaken foe litany feat's to 

deal with ua dri v::inq while into1:icat-

l'h·~) n res*?arch qi.u~stion posed in Chapter I was 

whether rnna:bilitation efforts l!l:it.h convicted dcunk drivers 

are fective .. Do in.tecvexrtion activities, in fact, 

m:m the jnb 

in tecest was to 

ich they purport to do? Also of defined 

si1}bt into th~! type of indi vid u-

al .for u rehabilitation efforts ax:e most effective .. 

In tht~ cout: se o.f dissertation, I have outlined the 

and the variety of efforts that have 

ta n with varying degcees of success to deal with 

iith t d ga currently found in the profes-

sioIH.ll .literaturH rega1:ding the effectiv:eness o.f the Alcohol 

A Progt:am ·rehabilitation component, a mu.ltidi-

mensional research n was implemented t.o provide ev:i-

towacd. app.ropr:iate interventhnis. Insiq.ats 

ta and qualitative nature ~ere gained in 

Ch IV and v .. 

214 
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What. now, have we cned alrnut dealing effectively with 

What conclusions can dra ~n f:com the 

research resu s, g d, wlaat recmu1eadations 

em iraplemeuted, will enhance these ctu:rent ef-

forts to result in •eet g the desired goal of reducing t 

and rlriffing in a_ manner IWhic~ .is ef-

fective a reasonable? Finally, some tu:oader applications 

will 

tm:n. 

l~s statfHi c r III, the central hypoUtesis to be test-

rec vism rate for those individuals vbo 

partici te pcogram: is le&$ th.an that for 

o do not ticipate in th~~ program. t• 'This h.ypothe-

sis ar:ly by the results cited. iu Cha.pt.er rv, 
as t a thz:ee-to-one difference in recidivism rates 

wlu:1'n com ri A.S ... A .. P .. program participants with .noa-parti-

ciparrts.. Ov<~r a two-year period., A. s .. A .. P.. participants in-

cur arrests ving w le oxicated at a rate of si.x 

one h.und t vhi le the rate .for non-participants is 

teen coAlclusion is further sap-

po the .results of e variety of interviews conduct-

, as pants or:t having incorporated a lifestyle 

of extn~me care wit.h t ir dri ing and driving behavii:u;-.. 
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Underly g U1·E~ cen hypothesis was the ~4ue.st.ion of 

wlrntlu:r.r it "1as A .. S .. A .. P. progra11 that actually made the 

cli.f ence with these individuals .. 

!iihen answe:cing th questio.n, as the pacticipaDts ce-

porb~d. that, whe:ce<lS they did rn somethinq ft:041l the pro-

ence iuf 1 

that it was the overall aegative experi-

1.. It vill be .recalled that a.spec ts 

tke process sucb as t arrest, th.<:~ tille .spent in jail, 

cost, a associated humiliation were most signifi-

cant .toe t lives .. In sum, it appears that the .. hassle" 

of tlH:: "smack" as one .individu.a.1 

was the aspect which. actually itade the di.t-

fer~:mce with r: s u.h 1.arn t be ha vi 01: .. 

Does t.h tiH:.~an that the !.S.A .. P.. prograil itself is inef-

fective? 

did !!tl 

E hatically not, as it clear that those who 

same e ment.s. They, too, had expeciences vith ar-

rest., ja.il., costs, and humiliation.. T.hey did not experience 

t same ~!.t.gn.! of 0 le11 associated vith the A .. S.A.P .. 

ram, d;:» tlv~y were not obliged to attend eight classroom 

on a regular- basis. They were, b.owever, faced trith 

a d erent ty 0 ," as they typically had their 

t.or 1 s license sus several •onth.s. 
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Anoth{~r: caution th respect to over-speculating about 

arative effectiveness centers 

lence of A. s .. !. P. attd n.:>n-A.S .. A .. P.. pop-

ulat In this particular: research design.,, equivalence 

GO not ved. As repo.rtf!(l in Chapter IV, the non-

partici ts d a hi,;:;her incidence of prior D.W .. I. offens-

es. In fact., some theS(,~ individuals 11a1 have :pa.r:tici-

in A.S.A~P- program as part of one of these 

T is .not sufficient to explain 

n A .. S.A .. P,,. and non-A.S.A.P. recidivist 

pulatious a.r(1 controlled for prior record (by examining 

on 

tici nts .. 

a clear: d er-e.nce recidivism 1:at-es wl1en compacinq part.i-

ci s ticipants, and the nature of the prvgram 

oc non-A .. s. A,.. J? .. } is the pri11.ary differential fac-

to.r b accounts for this~ There may, in fact, be so!lle 

r tors which .account for: the differential recidivism 

rates so tt.• to rationale underlying wtiy an 
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to 

v ual ci 

2Hl 

not c.hoose, or was not given the opportunity, 

A. s. A. P.. progcam.. The fact that these 

greatly a.s individuals seans that countless 

other ables are The presence of other factors 

inf ully c from the u.a.ce. 

iha t are the illlpo.rt.ant aspects of the A .. S .. A. :I?.. rehabili-

tative d.p are from this research? 

th-e~ act]!~! fm1ctions, .catbe.t: £.~!ii!:~l! functions, tba.t 

the vel II program is cfor•ing. I bave sa••arized these 

ttty dist of quantitative and the qua lit.a tive 

data .. 

, 
the program.. An individual, once agreeing to participate 

in the 1 is faced with being a non-compliant. pa.1:tici-

t are m.issed. 'There is thus a sense of 

forced pa ipation. inconV"enience associated wi t.h 

SHssions, when combined with the per-

ceived tion of the program being a "waste of t.ime0 

wi tb ••no new inf or mat , 0 serves to constitute a sanction 

which 

T 

pro 

will d{~ 

tu re. In 

hy participant as punishment .. 

function is th.at the p11blicly-touted puri.lose 

is to ~ducm these individuals so th.at they 

from driving while intoxicated in the fu-

ion is shared and a ttit.udes are challt:=:sit9ed 
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within the framework of coamunicatinq a •not driD.kinq and 

drivinq" message. 

This research shows a third aajor function vaich is not 

publicly observed. Realizing that it is the problea drinter 

or alcoholic vho causes aanr of tae alcohol-related kigavay 

crashes, the A.S.A.P. program attea,pts to a<W.ress tile iss_i!! 

of alcoholism within tile course. Infor•ation about a.lcoho-

lism and referral resources are provided so that partici-

pants can be aware of danger signals and how to deal with 

them. This acknovledgaent is also observed vita the iaitial 

classification into a Level .I.I or a LeYel II.I progcaa. 

The final coaponent of what the program appears to be do-

ing is to geter otlter~ in the general public froa dciving 

vhile intoxicated. It is hoped that the participants• it'l-

siqhts and their overall negative experience will eYeatually 

become public knowledge, thereby instilling in thea tae idea 

that one should no~ drink and drive. 

This overall delineation of four program functions is 

provided as a sum•ary of 1.S.A.P.'s role - as perceived bf 

me - as it relates to drinking and driving. The first tao 

functions, punishment and education, have been t.lle priaary 

items addressed in this dissertation. ls previously noted, 

it is not clear that tae education, itself, Mt.es the dif-

fere.nce with the prograa participants. It is, rather, a 
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d of thr0~se two items whic.h is successful in having au 

im individua The third and fo~u::t.h functions 

{alcoh tification and public deterrence) ltave not 

iqn, but do reaain important 

tor: cou n th f u tu.re recommentl.a tions .. 

Let us now turn to t sub-hypotheses vhicll were devel-

One of tlt~~se centers around the OpHd in C 

til of me: t t it t to 9et. to cotu~t from the dat.e 

se... It will he recalled that .it was hypothes-

that au iediwidual has to ~ait to be-

the program, tke higher will the ckances of being a 

emerge to produce a 11ixed 

a siqn.i.ficant difference in 

st." 

conclusion .. 

court: 

non- rtic 

Se'h:>ral findings 

First, the.re liii!S 

participan:t.s and 

participants, 

C(,.rnct lay ms.:.1 d :not make any significant difference re-

g su t i visr1t.. But:., the cou.ct delay ili!i 
ma a d ff:~r<:HH;e :for t.h~~ non- rticipants... In fact, court 

time e as the most g·nif icant factor dif:fereatiating 

f o 

di vists and non- vists for the first yeac of 

wup,. W 

underl 

it was the court ti11e itsellL or some 

factor which in turn resulted in a delayed 

court which the.n caused a lower recidivism .rate for 

non- i:tici I is unknown. 
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at an individual has a to do a significant ataouu t of 

t io.n pr: to the couct date, and thus asks for a 

cour:t delay fore the judge the case. The need tor 

lay may. in fact, to a prior offense re-

the elapsed t.ime reflected by the 

court f, may be the aost significant cau.sal fa.c-

tor for The fact remains that 

a between the court date and s11bse-

t recidivism beba.vior among the non-participants. 

A second sub-hy s was that flthose 11ith a previous 

record a hiq vism rate than those 1i1itno~t 

ious 

the l.S.A.P. and nou-A .. S .. l .. P. rticipants. iith the 

A.S.A.P,. tici nts, prior dril'iug behaviot: 

as t most si icant factoI:" foe prediction of 

sub For non-participants, prior 

wece important foi: first year of-

D. \ii,.I. and improper driving offenses 

wert\ s the second yea£. 

th al n stressed in this disser:-

ta tio;ci,.. s , an individual Allay have au outJ..ook to-

d not refl~1cti'1e of the a cautious dit'i v-

a.vior may be of an unsafe nature, th.as res11lting 

in at.ions for reckless and improper d:riving. !'his same 
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at tit may carry over into the be ha vi or o.f d:ci ving after 

inking, as the individual may ~ave great.e:c .be-

the abi ty to maneuver the automobile than 

actually justified. 

of thret!! reU1ainia9 sub-hypotheses is nov pre-

It vas hypothesized that age would 

vislit patterns -

factor with regard to snbseqJSent recidi-

did not. emer:ge as t.rua for th.e & .. s.1 ... P. 

participants .. 

d not e11H::zrge as statistically significant v ith resp.ect. to 

the behavio.r. 

on the otber ,, the hypothesized .. tower recidivism rate 

for. women - 3 ... 6% of the .women had a subsequent 

divist vi or. Part of this 

the men demonstcat.ed this 

may be explained by the 

fa.ct tJiat men have more difficulty in alt.acing their life-

style than do women~ 

so n assoc.lated iii th m.e:rL. rt may also .be the case 

that. men have a more ult time in learning about. the 

i•portaoce not drinking and driving - i.e. 1 their denial 

o-f d.ci inq and driving heiug a probleJa may be hiqhe.r than 

und. with Vl'.Ul(Hi .. 

oue•s status as a 

erationalized v 

manent or- tcansien t resident lllas op-

an vidual held a full-time ·job 
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or was a student. The occ ion variahl(': 1 ovecall, did af-

.recidi11 tbe student t.us recidivism rate (0 

one h unclred indiv idua.ls) sign.if icant.ly less 

than t overall mean recidivism rate for A ... S. A .. P.. partici-

pauts. 

t r conclusions can be drawn from the data and 

tions have 11 presented! One item found '1ias 

t increase in the recidivisfi rate for 

witb t passage of t.ime, :ffhereas 

non-participants.. . A possible 

f~.x a.nation this t.hat im.pact o.f t.he educational 

aspect of the A .. S ... A.P.. prograAI is begillning to diminish. 

Foe th.e~ ram :rt.icipants 1 the first year follovinq the 

t t 

of associated wi tbe experience,. and the spe-

ic co itive 

information impac:t may fade as a deter-

rent, t resulting io a higher recidivism rate. This 

by the interviews witn past participants, as 

only a points of inf or ma ti on that they 

ly bu to the ll.. s,. A ... P.. course .. They did 

1., ~ever, the ov•H:all theme of not. dcinting and d.ri11-

i ience that they had undergo.ne ... 

t non-par ti pants, there is only the negat.ilre exper-

il:HlCE• as ined by them (fine_. court record,, arrest., etc.) .. 
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They .se(~k to a void this type of encounter ill the 

future, aud ps to learn new wa of doing t.ids o:n. their 

011:n .. is ;not. to suggest that., in the lo.n.9 run, it is 

to d.ividu.als l.earn to cope with driakiIHJ and 

ving on their own. simply a por:isible scena.cio of 

<>ccur.ring which would explain these changes in 

vism rates over time .. Furtbel: i1ltensive follow11p .ce-

per.iod time vould provide additional 

iu this issue .. 

t:H~ r:esearch result wortb.y o.f attention centt:~rs 

around or. D,. w .. ! .. offense record .. This appeacs to be 

a 1na j or factor w h assi men t to the A .. s .. A. P.. program,,. as 

well as an overall mining variable for all indi vidu.als' 

r:ate. This suggests that there may he iadividu-

als h.:.i ve a propensity to drive lfi:dle ir1toxica ted, which 

may to an under lyiaq d.r:inking pcoblem .. 

i viduals !!lay be what known as a "habitual often-

tions o.r a currentl:r used may be effective wi t.h 

to driu and driving bettavior .. 

a bit uaore carefully t.h.e variables which 

have an ill ct for fut11re .rechli visa rates .. 
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pr ogr:al1!. rtici nts, one 1 s prior driving of.tenses, ed uca-

tional vel, occupathrn 11ere t.he items vh.ich di.stin-

guis d reci vists from. non-recidivists.. Let us review the 

f o.r fact.fJr .. 

'1ith pt' 

ely to 

currentl.t 

l.S .. A .. P ... 

at ti and 

one who has 1!1.0re prior of tenses 

by the A. S.A .. P... .pr(•gram as 

noi:ion here is. of one who is more 

and an uca tional approach. such as 

ult challenge in altering the ite a d 

v.iors of an indi vid\lal such as this. 

educational lev{;~l is revealing, as the greater educa-

tion an ua.l b.as, the likely he or she is to ex-

hihi.t re vi or.. In fact, t.hose who had compleb:-!d 

ces recidivism... Tais is indicative 

of the rallel.s oot:weErn the societal educational. 

and the L1cational roacb used ¥ith tae A .. s. A .. P. 

iduals with high educational at-

ment have quite saccessful in this effort, and can 

e t.ed to intfi~ ate t i:nformatio.n presented in the 

l .. S .. ! .. P. pt:oqram to a greater 1iegree .. 

occ 

(lowest 

manufact1.u: 

foun(l '!Ii 

a 

I 

I:~"vealiag, as tb.e highest success cate 

found 'ilitb, in order, aq.cicu.ltural, 

cal and sales.. Ttae lowest ra.te Mas 

those in profession<1l occupations and service pq-



sitions. The on vation 'Which ~ay be appropriate b.ei.e 

Uu:~rf..! proba.b a high correlation bet.Meen one• s 

occupation and one•s educational level. To suggest Wl\Y a 

pal:ticular occ Lion dema~strates a lower recidivism cate 

v<luld he pure con tu re .. 

For the nou-A,..S. A .. P,., participants, prior improper driving 

and iJ.nposed fine have been s.bovn t.o .aave the 

i t un di vism.. Increased improper driving 

less viug 

bationary per-

rates ... 

'l' h re 

h cou have bee.a reduced from D .. w.I. or reck-

succussful completion of a specified pro-

) a:re correlated with highe.c recidi'lism 

special inf ormat.ioa.. :I' hose vitn the lov-

est {bt~low $200} had a recidivist rate of 1.5. ii; those 

llfi ne {from $200 to $250) had the lowest re-

vism r-ate., icb was 10 .. Individuals receiving tile 

most SE~Vi'.:~I:'€! fine also had the hiqaest cecidivisa rate 

22.0,. Th gests tha.t. a low fine is not. as effective as 

a fine. The negative resalt.s a.ssociated with 

the ki may not actually be related to this sanc-

.f iiay re.fleet a decision 1tade by tile judge 

that unJE:.'!t'lying factocs with the D .. ii .. I. offender needed to 

by a •ore severe f The higher recidivism 

ratH rJAay be a. result of these prior factors wa.ich influenced 

the individual's hehavio.c in spite of the fine im.,posed. 
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Tb.1::~ settinq M ch the program was located (New Biver 

Va or ArH ton county) does ~ot appeac to make llHJch of 

a d ecence th~~ :recidivism rat.es. In both locations, 

one• s ior r1;:~ck d ving offense / educational. leYel, t1.nd 

occu tion a.t·f; found to be th.£"' most significant ·va.riables 

ce tt:> t:ecidivism. In Arlington county, t.b.e pa.rtici-

t•s mar:ital status also appea as a si.gnificant factor .. 

Y4i t non- icipants, fines and improper driving of-

nses were tbe most significant va.riables correlated with 

recidiv • A an itional .factor in. the New Riv-

1:;H:: Vallf.!y .. 

significant, as 

mained the same for bo 

ferences in location,. hocwever 1 are aot 

imary variables of significance re-

locations.. They are simply subtle 

factors ovido additional informatio.n regarding each 

if ic locali t)' ... 

lect inte.r a i th individuals iiho r-

ticipa ted in the pr:o9ra1:11, a variety of conclasions can be 

.. 
that it was a st.an izecl ef.fort vb.icl1 a variety o.f dif-

ferent i ua were involYed.. How,, one mar a.sir., could 

such au e or:t successful with the variety Qf 

motiva 

t f t 

participants? Indeed, this was a 

t researcher follo~ing completion of 

interviews with cur.cent A .. s.1 ... P. pa"rtici-



228 

Sur pd.sing # part pants emerged with a fairly 

homo neous attitude to11ard U1e issue of central impoxtance:: 

g and nee the prog.ram is com.prised of a 

va 

tial llfitb. one vidual !lay have been different from. those 

lll~ll't: l ticipzuit .. Precisely vhat makes 

ce individuals is not known, even 

t.o them. In an overall sense, it is t.h.e tthassle" factor -

com•on in its i• t upon a.ll - which is believed to be 

ul. 

!no rel« conclusion is that there does not appeiu: 

to an n lt .. S .. A .. P .. ouality." It ¥ould be nu:y easy to 

summa. u A .. s .. A .. P .. participant, as well as the 

uon.-part t, thr:ough use 

vari y les .. Ho11en1er, this only qoe.s to demon-

charactec of aggregate st.at.i.st.ics .. The 

clearly demonstrated that., vhile there were <.>ver-

vid.ua1 ptions, no o.ne type of pee.son is 

dominant. 

ua witl! a vax:-iet.r of educational back-

occupations, and oth~~r factors. .Ea.ck of these in-

dividuals was involved, whatever the .reason, in a simi-

lar use .. Each appears to respond to the program in a 

manner, lllith ultima te1y a sinlar outcome (i .. e., 

no v m) .. 
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ica.ut is the fact that individuals 

prog:t«im aI{.'! at diffece 

sion toward becomilHJ an ;.i.lcoholic.. . Some 

pants are strictly social drinkers with no probahili-

ty a 

dr:i.vinq intoxicated was a rare occ\u::rence .. For otb.-

ers, ing to el'lterge a pattern of probl.t:Haa.tic 

dri program, as n.oted ea.clier, does aa.k:e some at-

b:> t t.o deal with th.is issue of alcoholism .. The denial of 

.individuals thin Level I.I pr-ogra& with regard to their 

own l alco ism .is quite large, as evidenced by 

s., observations of the instructors., 

and g ni<~d fa:om personal lnvolvement in o.ne 

COUI:SH One conclusion eme1:qit)g f:roa this is that. 

ought to be provided to the overall issue 

of alcohol 

ti1H? 

attention .. 

Numerous a itio.nal conclusions emerge reqa.rdiDg the 

int.er views wi U1 the pa.rticipa.nt..s and 

tors,. ~~man.ate from observations cited iu Chap-

tee v, and, when co•bined th the conclnsio.ns just cited., 

serve as the f oundat f oc num-erous recomme.adat.ions reqat:d-

ing the Alcohol Sa.fety Action Program. 
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Nume.rous pr:esc ptive elements are based on the literature 

and t reseitrch conductefl focusing on attempt.a to 

deal with e d:r:inici.ng iver,. The proble11 of "drinking <HHi 

ivi.ngn is a 

solutions .. 

o,tle., an.:l one far which th.ere are ao 

intent of the overall A .. s .. A .. P. prq-

, with of its components., a.as been to a.meliorate the 

drinking d ver proble•. The recommeada tioas which follaii 

a.r:e of an 'HI rove It'' character .. 

g found the re.b.abili tatioa portion of t:he 

A .. s. A .. P.. p uot really nrt~habilitatet1 :R.!4! apIYears 

t.o at lf~a.at a favocable impact on Level II of-

s, it __ ;i§._<l~2.!£ab!~-B.ot. :...._ t:.2 •• r e~ lac~..J!~~L4":.fi1 ~lQ 

!!uilg__.!!J!2!L!haLal.&£:a.dy_~J:U?:§ta+~-to_!!e a m:u1.nd §l{Ucture~ It 

ac'k.no.wled d \llany of tbe reco1u1e.ndations may not 

t"! llrcen tl y fa 

tJ:H"':!Y an: incl 

central to 

9· 

tJ1.e ptu:vieif of the A. s .. J\,., P... program; 

here since t progra11uaa t.ic agency is 

related to tir inking and dri v-

Tb.e recolf•mendatiou.s which :f ollo:w are of fou.r qen~ra.l 

t ~d:ministrative Mechanisms, La.W'S a.ncd Policies, t 

l.5 .. A .. P .. 

each of 

d 

wi 

so~e 

Beco111men.dations within 

ne dealt wi.U1 in ti..u:tt,, and will he acco.m-

ting and elaborative cor1ments .. Some 
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cor;;11Hrnts with less specific reco•me,nda-

specif'ic recommendations .. 

Ad:miJ.ti!i:t-Btiy~...J!ruJ.hanisJ!e 

!!~£Q!!!:fill!ll!!iQ.!! ___ j.;_ __ !__~g_~l,inea.t}.on o;t_o1,?t;io~§' __ g_nd 

§!lH;?.OCi!!_!.ed costs and CQ!l~'l!!~!!£S!LSh2.~~-2~:Y:.il!~-·fot_s.ll 

il!:!i!J~dus.!fLg!~st~g_~ d;,:i ving wtrile int21!£!J:ea.. There 

o n a ut what the alter.natives are, and wbat 

costs a.re. Awareness of the facts by those arrest-

as t-,y the public, w:ould minimize this 

co.ncern .• Part tlds recoWJlmentlation includes fair ittdica-

tions regard g One advantage 

of i ll~~nting this recomtlendation is t.he increase 

ceiv~g f 

rently, .muctt of 

te:m is being, 

program .. 

individuals. . Another is that, cur-

nega ti v'~ ling a.bout the jadicia.l sys.-

ha unfairly, directed to the .A .. s .. A .. :e. 

R~£Q!!U!filH!!!t.iQ.n __ _£L Classificat.!.2n_j&;.\;o a.g. A.S 11 4_ .. P.. .2£ 

!tfll!-A~S .. !~-EI:OJira•_sbQY!,q _be done_lli,J,.izng,_§.tanda.rdi~~d 

ft!!d in-de,E.th_£ri!;.~ia.. Any fort to enhance honestf • .rath-

er t n. , du tH:l the p.t:ocess shottld he cousidered .. 

Inco:q>ot:ation of family into this classification process 

may helpful, as it may vi fu.cthec behavioral infQc-

mation about the pote nt.ial client and involves them in the 



232 

ocess .. ther~~ is a quest.ion dS to whether 

an indiv ual should be classified as :Level II or Level III, 

a t to be made. The iadividaal may 

d in Level II initially, with completion of t.he 

A.S.A.P. ogcam ing based upo.n the extent of participa-

tioo in Level II com with a prognosi.s of future prob-

a.vior 

n a of a standardi:&ed alcoholism. 

assess me irist.ruraent .. 

and acti1al g.roup assignl&\ents based on t.he out-

come of in di vid.ual motiva·tio:1:a and/or level of alcohol prob-

v.ided 

t.ent, 

Careful and clear standardization of the 

tion approach will prot~:t nt.unerous iadil'iduals .. 

really 

y at 

i.u 

focused assistance will be pro-

vill be "protected" to some ex-

will actually receive assistance; 

and viduals, whet.her they be participants,. instructors, 

or t general p lie, will know th.at the assignment p.roc.ess 

r'or individuals who do not participate in tae 

m or not make 

i:> ns of a tr,aditional variety should be im.poserl .. 
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For iu viduals who have h.ad their operator's license sus-

ot: , strict sanct.io.ns should result for vi-

ions. cur.rently 1 many individuals do not viev non-com-

pliance.or 

, they 

ginal ter:as 

vi.n11 wi out a license as se.riou.s offenses ... 

tbat if tb.ey d.o not co.mply with the o.ci-

m, there are no major conseguences .. 

for: th.is may include a much aore strin-

9e11t t: .. ~, 119 thier operatt)J.: 1 s lice~se s11speas.ion, and a 

jail term.. P , distinctive license plat.es •ay be is-

sued for: t automobile, .res11lting it caref111 attention t.o 

the driver is, in fact, licensed to drive. 

J!eCO!.!!!.~Ud~!i£!! __ !!,.:_ ___ Pa~lliiEiU.it~. in_!.b.e . As.§.~~~rqga;g 

shoulS}__fur1Q._fulli_iilLco:sts. of thg_QJ;.2~~u1d 1,hou,tq_[.f!~ 

~i!~_l!_!!Q.;~§.gu_fine :in £lllditio!l. to thi:s J!.LQ:9.1".~J@. co§S.:!. 'fb:e 

purpoSf! t separate f t.1onld to dEHIOustrate that 

is not punitive, but educat.ional and re-

hahilitative in nature. Funds received from the .fine co!.lld 

be di1.·ectly investee! int.o ot.ber efforts aimed to preve 

n .. &ii .. :r .. ty.. Further" in this way, individuals are res-

f or: y r tiu:'!ir 011n ntreat.ment" or «:r;:ehabili-

tat.ion," aut1 

laint ld by the 

ma immed te 

s not become a bard en f oc or a comp-

l palilic,. For individuals unable to 

pl:o¥isious for delayed pii y-

me.nt o t() so that they a.re not. d.epcived. of the 

opportun y for such a rehabi ti~n opportunity. 
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!!.~£Q.!!.ill.~!1SlS!ii2Il._~;_-~!gjli f ic ant a .t ten ti2J.L§h o~ ld b~~!:Q.!.14.~i:! 

to_ll_~Jli.rrn .. !:he Cf:H!£t h~Hll.lli sc!tedul~9-~i!-1~.@_gru;:li~~-1~5Hiil­

blg_1im~.1. As fmu1d with. the quantitative assessment, the 

ivism rates are associated with lorigec court de-

lays.. While t may not 11eau that this is a central causal 

factor, it im::u.mhe.nt upon th(lSE committed to redu.c-

inq the di vism rate to s.b.orten t.his elapsed ti1ae due to 

inherent !!terits of a relatively quick remedy. The lon-

d t.im\'.~ also a l<>st opportun.ity to iapress :the 

er. with t illlporta.nce of their D.W .. I.. behavior, if 

not a lost unity to tf;r them from sab:Sequent beka.v-

!ci!~_s.nd_J:_olicie§. 

!~CO!,!!£!ld~tiQ1L.§.i_ __ F'oLall ,.i~dividu~12_£Q.!i1f i~ted ()f D .. i.:J~L 

!h!LQJ!~ato._£.!_e_l.icenSL§hou.ld be at J:-gi),§~ .&estt:if;ted. There 

may .be ci.rcul!l!'itances ~hece individuals onght; to ret.ain the 

to d ve for soae tuations, but cest.riction.s should 

upon. ever .. ps to h~ighten t.he "has-

t.orH experienced by the fit, thereby deterring them .f com 

such .ior in future .. 

to ve a li.Htjor impact with those Bho t'ticipa ted in the 

A.S ... A .. P .. 'l'he hassh~ - or the "s:11acktt - is differ-

indi vitluaL. !ndivid ua1s become hiqh.ly con-
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and I:f:~stricted their regular lifestyle if a si,,Jni-

t part of tnei:c behavior is const.cained,. "rh.is is pre-

y what the A. s .. A. P.. pcogram 2..ill1 to be doing - con-

rt of t.he individual's lifestyle that was, at 

least in the past, contained in it.. such a coasistently en-

element will also serve to co1unu1icate a!!.!!£il that 

th conztra t being utilized, and is, iu fact, a tt,tias-

l~e£Q!!mend!!i!cm 7L ___ ftart.icie_a tion •. !:..\!. tl:le A,..Sit t~P.. _p_roq£~ 

shgglf!_!:rul!ai!L!.Q.lU!!tar .L.._but . altt~CJl!.!:i YeJ!etl.oas sboulq_Jl~ 

§J!Ch._!.l!.?!LhS·h~-- beco11es virtu.a!ll ;tanda.1:.ru;::t.,. unless an 

indiv ual bail par:ticipated !fiously., The inf or matio:u 

att it 

A .• S. P .. 

involved and thus 

developed tlu:ouqh pa.rticip~ tion. in the 

9ene1:ally valuable for the individuals 

lpful for societJ in. reducing the drink-

g driver problem. 'fhus, all individual.s sb.oald partici-

terna.ti ve available to an individual siiou.ld be ii'ade less 

•1ttr:ac ve.. £-~or example, considering the sanctions current-

ly USHd., t rnative to participation i.n A ... s.1.P .. may oo 

an il sentence, a higher fine, or an ope.rator•s 

a longer period of time. 

!~£Q.!!!1!.~naa ti(=>P--fr.t ___ gubli& emba.r.Q..§§IJ~nt for beba!iru;:_2!, 



236 

te1llQ!_§._t.Q. havs_ __ l?ll.QJ..ish§tLin the_loca1 , ~-EZ'!~i?9.1'.ers the ..... ~.~J!.9.§. 

of_!!!!. in,U.!.i!l!!!!!§.. conicw_2f_!h.li· I. This could have a 

treme: 

clear 

us deterrent effect with individuals., and woul<l mate 

t t iving while tor;ica:ted belutvio.r is an 

offense against ty and :is be.l.u1:rior that will not be to-

h.::rate 

ta.nee 

Such public attention brings qreatec: pablic accep-

the t individuals may appropriately in tee-

vene vi th oth<".'rs prior to their involvement in .D. w .. I. 

wein~ 'I 

One 

Many individuals inte:cviewed observed that they 

that. t ttaJt1es currently were not beialJ publi~>hed .. 

vidual 12~v~n observed tha t 1 even though 1.u1mes :in his 

j u.cisdict ion !.~ g ished, he was successful in his 

hheld. Clearly., this public e•-to his name 

t an additional 0 smack" factor. 

Re£.Q!1!en da tig_n._2.L_!.mliv.;j. d ~H!.li! .• .3!.tt.~~g-'t._or. f2 .. is ;t... .shg_J!l£L_Q.g_ 

E.l!I.!:ric al il,-~ 9.!!.2 ~ t:.§1.i.!l~g_ th roag,h . t ~-qs~ ot _a~ !!ii guf :{ s aJA!l._2.1:-

~t: u igk:t,_~i.ll~~t~ const.raiqts placed on an individu-

al pltysica re personal liberties, somet.hirig t.hat 

.im nt for several reasons.. Onder.lyinq this ratio-

na 1 it must bit1 ackntutledqed that tae individual .has al-

ready found to bt~ in a drag-affected state; thus.,, .he or 

sbe not fully i.n control of personal behavior. First, 

the.r:e t. of the et.y of the arrestinq officers .. 

On an emot 
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Intellectually, internal. conflict occ1.u::s due to the as-

socia con train ts wi t.h c.ciminals,, and the per-

cept n that driving intoxicated not a criminal 

act. Con ne mir~nt recomrtte:nded overni.gh t (or at least un.-

1 t. l)ecomes sober) fi:>r tNo reasons: ( 1) t.o a.llow 

the t:son to rt~sum._?J personal self-responsibility only vhen 

sober; and (2) so.en confiuei:aent has a si~1nificaat impact on 

D ... i .I .. ha vior,. 

!:..2~~Gk.._£Q~&~~!!.Blfti 

Rg,£.Q]LJ!~!l~!!.iion _ _li;_ __ !he cont.ent Q!._!h~ (.(9.JK~~ sao~l§_£~!!~in 

ft§§~!ltial!.L!Jig_§.~L!e « _!!i th__additi~U!§.~-.-~tteqtiq,;q_~i,ng 2rg-

.!.i4.e11_!;..Q_j._1ldi.1c!.d ~!_.!!~cislo!_-maki'g. .~§er-R_"ssuf~c L£.~n­

trs£! __ I!!!larg,!,ruL4riak!.P.9:c and raet_!od2 an\i {esog~ce~. _tgj;'. 

se~k ing__as§_!_sta nee. .. 

how to cope N 

How to llake respq.nsihle decisions, and 

pt~rceptions of OQ.e's .friends, family 

and peers are difficult ues for many A~S.A.P. partici-

pants, thus should be provided special attentioa in t.he 

setti:nq, 

wi t. 

A s contract which emphasizes the amount, 

and ceasons .for consumpt.ion should be established 

c rlesir:ed and actual beb.avior. One fo-

cus say au attempt to n~d uce nnH::h of the 11 ucho" image 

by IRtle participants# aud to provide a foundation foe 

pr-oblem drinking.. Much of the current co¥;).-
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Sil on a drivi prob le ms associated with it are due to 

the la.cl\. of conscious decision-making .bei.ng made ceqardinq 

.11cohol use ... Th.us, the cour&~ should actively stress tilis, 

a.ud p:ro .. i participants wit.b the skills aecessa.ry for 

effective functioning .. 

lle£2J!!fil!!'!!. ti'!11_11: - Q.1§.~!!§.§~0~ .~!UL_JJJiO.QIL24=~~J.?.!riing 2!12.i!li 

t.ime to upo.n and integrate Ute information sha.ced 

during the cou.r:se. Discussions with otbacs in t.he class 

about bow are dealing vitk tke information, or with re-

vi aviors, would be iu~lpful .fen:· participants. 

discussion should EHt1phasize f.ree i.uterchan.ge,. trnderstanding 

hy t facilitator, and processing of feelings .. 1'his 

First, most of the 

ts and. several of tke instruct.ot:s recommended taat 

tnis t was lack The instructo!:'s observed that tit is 

was the case prbaarily due to the lack of the t..ime nec~ssary 

:for , and to the priority given to the aauu1nt of informa-

ti on that ntH~ 

recommend.a ti1.ni 

to be coveced .. The other reason for this 

troll the literature review provided 

Small group processing and group dynamics in c II. 

ved to be influential in a.ltei:ing individual's bf-1-

bavioit: attitudes .. since behavior and attitudes 

are central to tbe reh litative appcoach being used, it is 

recommen that t ap,tu:-oach be emphasized here .. 



239 

!!.st£2.!.!lfil.!93!1i2!L..12: ~'ho _f OL'!.3!. t o:{ __ ~4,q_£~!.~ ~Qould vaf:I 

fr:o11 \f€:~k_toJ~k and §hould li~L~_varietL2{ ~xperieB,-

.tiaJ_ ~~lements.. Th~~ st of the cou.rse itself should iucor-

po.rate a var ty of approaches .. Participants of ten becoate 

with rou .formats, arul a qceater opport.unity for 

ng their interest and attention is 9ained by alte.cing 

a.ch .. 
first.- hand inf or ma tion would be ltighly desirable,, as this 

ma tlu:.~ application t.o their ovn lifill s.i tua-

tions. 

ic, a reh.a 

includes a varietJ of guests {a yonnq alcoh.ol-

i tated drug addict, a police oft.leer,, an Alco-

Anonymous •ember, a medical specialist., and an 

ace victim) , role playing (where participants can actu-

ally 

{ 

ct new be vior), aucl confro.ntation and feedback 

and the instructor provide react.ions to 

d attitudes). It may also include an experie.nce 

vitJ• driving under ttH~ influ.~.nce., with some course partici-

ts in g intoxicated and a.t: tempting to demon.st.rate 

driving skil 

to t 

class:coom, 

havior of not 

umh~r coutrolh~d conditions ... 

The transfer of lf.~a.cninq from t.he classrocua 

and then back to the 

in t int&:HJratiou of the desired ne-

wing while intoxicated. Home~ork ass:ign-
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meuts may i ude au examination of ne11spape.cs for articles 

and g re ted to alcohol, a rating of one's own 

I 4:1 diary vh inc.l activities (llha.t. o.n.e 

s) a.nd gs {problems and pressures faced), pr:ep<1r-

a list.in•J of ways in which loss of the driving privilege 

vould chan':J~! one's lifestyle, and ot.her experiments or chal-

to be Part of the rationale .for the '*home-

the reality that alcohol is pervasive in 

this society's social structure, and ways of dealinq effec-

tively ~ h th must become integrated into these individ.a-

A variet·y of imlivid a-

als is helpful so that tlif.fering perspectives can be shared. 

Attention must be directed to the group composition so t.h.at 

there are uot just one or two wome1i, or older individua1s. 

earlie.c, such an imbalance ca.uses proble11s and is 

not producti V(~ .for these individual.s' incorporation of the 

informa t.ion .. It is assuaed here that all ind.i~i-

rluals are of a Level II diagnosis,. Also, the size shoald 

never n indi uals so that individualized at-

directed to each participant .. 
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are n so 

ci:.rntinued, 

that the information c~u:­

and additional time made 

for group interact.ion and processiIH} of the infor-

·r~o 11H1mlatcu..:y followup ses.sions should be offered 

sen:eral i.u:rnths 

'.l'hesH Mill pro 

cuss bow ve11 t 

working, and to d 

ing co1tplt:~tion ot the regular course. 

opportunities for all individuals to di.s-

ir driu.ing and driving plans have b~en 

t obstacles encountered .in this. 

overall t allo'lfs t necessary time for g.roup dis-

cussion, and opportu.ni ties fo.r active incorporation 

of the essential lites:tyle still eleme.nts with ea.ch :itvlivi-

dual .. 

!!~£f!!tlli~Il4! tiQJLl!i;.. __ Ins~uct.o.rs. tq,;;;_,.;._th~ A1;.?t: A3.e:t.-.-co;g;J;i!. 

2h£.!t!!i_Q.!:!_!!tll..liru!.i!! ~i.!S@.~l~i . ...J!!!! ntaill~-11:[~ e~_.or iell ta. ti.o !!.1. 

2~1Llinli!;;2_tQL_th~ cl~.iq,emR!'ti::iL_.JJ!ii ,_have .9}.! .2eportg1liy 

fof_.Q.~brief!:_gg o~. at leas!;,_!._ilicq3qn~l! b~ih Tile need 

for t':iach of these elements evolves specifica.lly from the in-

terv ws.. The class participants .need to hare, as their in-

structor, an in vidnal vho is \i#ell it\formed on the subject 

., . ...,.~ ..... ,"..,ses group processing skills, and is recept.i ve mannec:, 

to them,,. 

for their 

is 

sary act 

tor must also. ho'!iiever, set. .some limits 

havior.. If this contr~l is not established, the 

il to have a tendency to rest.rain the neces-

f l:'ora occurring,. The dehriefiu9 is reco.m-
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m.t7mded for tb.e inst.L·uctors because of their manifest need 

th - t it so that they do not end up Mhatiagu 

their pa.rt.icipants, and so that they aaintai.n thei..r 

overall iveness without "burning out. 0 

First, there is the central theme of not 

drinking an(l ving .. is the reason for wkich each. of 

in vi ls is directly involved with the program, and 

th emphasis ouq•t to be aaintaiaad throughout the progr3•. 

Second, there 

of 

concern with minimizing future potential 

holism... ·?.bis shoi&ld be emphasized because 

high relationship bet ween D. ti. I. heh.a vi or 

.ic rJcinl.ing v.im::... ~o deny t:his relation-

p is to fall in to the lftra p*' and that the alcoholic al.so 

ing can h~ tolecat.ed if one does not dcive .. The 

public t>Ugkt to know about this also, a.s this helps com1u:1ni-

cate that alcoholism i.2 a problem in i..'Hl.r soci.etJ, and tl>i.at 

tfae A .. S .. A. P. ra ii is one way in v h.ic.h this is being ad-

dressed .. 
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Ev~lyatiill! 

!i!'t£Q~m~!H!S!1i2IL1.!!.i __ Cgn t.cal !.SL.tJlit_A ... S~f;:....._;£t{QgJ;;,<l! §h;Qqld 

.be_~_£Q!.~~.2,ivgL-in-d~Eth_.fl!~lq!~i.~~fort.1 This shou lil 

occur on an ongoing basis, with honest o.oser.-ations and 

provided by the p:rogra1t pacticipants and non.-patti-

pants .. Intervievs sboald be utilized., fet on a limited 

since they are time-consuming a.nd costly .. A V<U::iety 

t of evaluation., f.rom effectiveness and efficiency to 

proc;essual evaluation should be utilized.. Th.e emphasis of 

any eval ua ti ve ort sbould cont.inu.a.lly be upon improvement. 

of ex ng approach .. Alternative elements should be 

ex with ou a systematic basis to det.erm.ine whether 

tb.ey are more tive irt dealing with the r>.W .. I. offender .. 

. Also helpful t.b.e ~?valuative process is a 11 t.cac.kin9" of 

in(li viduals for seve.ral yea:r:s to determine tae differential 

im of the program in which they participated. 

Recoi.Dm~g_~t,.iQA_li;_ _ _!_. 9it.a .. l..i~§~L~J!ich. .... i2 __ ~1lf!Vteriz~-~g_ 

~!Hl!:.rdi~~fl_i!!_f2aat_~o1.ll,d_be -i.DSOl'.J:!O{f!!~i-iJ.!t:o __ 9.l.l 

A ... s,.A .. !? •.. _ECQ.:}t:<1ms... cur.cent. £<~cord-keeping is archaic and 

not conducive to efficient assessmeut .of the program's ef-

fHctiveniess.. 7\s ci in tlhe chapter on ~etb.odolog.Y., there 

were >:Japs 

f oraa 

tlu! 

t data collection process dne to missing in-

r 1 the process of obtaining and processing 

i nfor.-mat.ion wa.s a tedious and cum.bersotla one, 
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but one wh h vas :aecessa:cy due to the current status of re-

cord- ping the targe program areas.. .It is also r:e-

that d t 

about .! .. s .. A. P .. pa.rt.icipants to attempt to explain mu.ch qf 

reciili vism wfilich, utilizinq current avail-

inf or mat.ion, not. possible.. For example, participant 

testing of a variety of psychological fact.ors which ace hy-

to te to sub.SEHIUeut. recidivist behavior liould 

be appi:opriate,. 

I :would 1 to make smae additional reco1'1unendations of a 

general nature at this po~ot. .First,, it should be reaf-

firm:<.~d that th€ task of effectively confronting the drinking 

f:h:ivar· problem is appropriate fo.c more than one aqency or 

sett 'J" II classes vhich have been tae focus of 

at tentif.>n for: th dis..5erta tion are just one aspect of the 

ovEu:a:tl Alco ko.l Safety Action Program .. Simila.rlr, other 

a ef must be undertakell to deal effectively 

vi Several ·insights emerged. froJI\ this l:e-

seaccb. w fact that a comprehensive ap-

proea.cb 11~sse ntia 1. 

One idea t responsible attit1.1des about drin:tinq 

must tal.lgut early in life... Th.is is the responsibilit_y of 

ly as well as of the Eo~duca tional .institution.. It 
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can further be enhanced driver education curricula, a.nd 

im:::orpora 

procerlures. 

as a m: aspect of driver•s license testing 

Also it should be nowledged that policies reqacdi:ag 

a lcoli ol, and specifically a.bout drinking a11d d.ri vi.ng,, are 

determined in a political arena. iith sue.a a i:ealizat.ion, 

iw1di duals a.nd ocganiza.tions desirous of pcomotiag leqisla-

ticrn ac vi designed to confront alcohol-re.lated. 

proble•s should do so in a manner which will affect these 

political Associated wi·th this is the need t<> 

ing laws at all levHls and in a consistent ma.41-

To othec reveals that a lack of commitment to 

ti on,. 

ons foe, 

Failure to en.force, or to apply the noted 

laws rep.resented in a :widely publi-

ci ownt~ cau easily result .i.n a situation siitilar 

to that f ou Britain in 1967. If the commitment is 

stated to p.t·esent to enfot:ce a laM in a particular man-

ner, then t must be put in practi.ce in order to remai.n 

ccedib 

Greatly i 

sa to in 

con 

ti on u.ld he 

become involved 

public iafocma.tion. campa.igns are neces-

public about tile safety haza:rds and legal 

wi t.h d.r.ink.ing and driving• In.for11a-

to <ic'ncourage individual citizens to 

with others to .reduce the oppo,rtunity for. 
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dcinking a dl'i vi.or. '!:his will include ways of 

th others who are preparing to drive af~ec 

having tcw much to drink, what. cole one shollld personal-

ly a vt~r is intoxicated, and how to avert such. 

ua ons 

Tlu;:ouglwut this 

policy area 

ssertation, the emphasis has been upon the 

in(J and iiriving,. ihi1.e cectainly an im-

portant area for a tten on, the.ce are nu.11erous other issues 

g for evalu 

What can be 

research and policy consideration .. 

from Uds focused research which may be 

of ass ta nee for: other policy areas whece au inter ve.n ti on 

introditced goal of r:tl te.riug bu11an behavior? 

At outset, it is noted that, ~bile soae oveclap to 

incor1H:.n:a:ted with 

With the drinking 

dividual•s i 

da 

, ther:e is a variety of unique factcn:s 

the topic of D.W.I. rehabilitation. 

iwer, one nds a situation where an in-

behavior can lead to personal inj11-

or loss of life of another individual .. :i:y, pro 

Typical 

vol an 

forts of tht:i rehabilitatiou style are of a semi-

nat;1u:e.. we also find at:tent.ion being qi Yer~ to two 

traditionally nprivate1f areas - a.n i i·lfidual•s drin.king be-

havioc and one•s drivi , any parallels to other h.u-
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man b~~havior aceas, such as deter-ring individuais from Siie>k-

ing rettes or encoura<,Jing them 'to wear seat belts while 

in an automo 

One major insight. gained from this research is that, in 

order to 

to 

t 

have a ch<UHJe 

ve a signif 

in be ha v ioc, individuals actually 

nt deterrent. There must. be im-

,., .. .,,~-~s associated ~ith specified l1ehaviors 

h will motivate them to act in a particular manne:e .. 

and have a perceived T co .l.lUSt realistic 

lligh pt:obabil 

in.flnence wi indiviilual,. 

f u.l 

tive 

an i 

with t.his is the idea that it .is f '11.ct.her help-

t at. both th~~ eaotional aad the cog-

s.. In terms the D .. ~ .. I.. of fenders wtw pal:'-

the A .. S.A .. P. program* it is desirable to have 

ua.1 encounter a '*smack, n and t.lten to h.,;;u1e th.is ce-

with so.me rationally b cognitive infoc:-mation .. 

In SIH!lraary, auy be cncu19a approach •ust be assessed 

from point view of the individual .. 

A t on t current research is based o.a 

m e1t1ploy .. Specifically, the genera.l triau-

gulat.ion conce comb several weaker, less conclusive 

proa into an a designed to be more poih:u::ful. 

:r may have hcoad applications when doing research on be-
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l issues due to tbe ficulty i.n. measuring human bu-

man attitu and behaviors .. 

Related to s tbe if ic approach. of 11tilizing 

nal, in-d. th terviews to gain insights... This can be 

a !lOSt. V 

info:r11.1a tion 

appr:oach two distinct reasons.. First, 

suqqestions are gained wbich otherwise are 

lections by individuals, .including current not le .. 

pants, past pas:t.icipants, and .instructo.rs, abo11t 

t ue e nces provides .new understandiniJs of tbe 

pr making iirtprovements upoi1 it.. Second, 

viduals all. noted that no one had soli.ci tad from 

them r per::..~ona l inion prior to these interv.ievs... The 

te.rviews with these individuals, part.i-

cula.rly th{'~ course instru.ctcu:s, was i11portant to them, a.s 

ved t their observations and opinions !Jl{!.lll 

!,g~ woct )':his .is an i11port.ant. state.11ent: for ma.nag-

.as :for othe.r :cesearchers .. 

P l ly, one Gaut lo n related to the int:erpreta t.ion of re-

scM.rch results is noteworthy.. Statistically siqnificaut re-

sul tl.~ may be o btai , as occurred Mit.h. the recidivism data 

in this case.. However, the cesea1.:cher mu.st pay careful at-

t-entio.n to t extent to which. variance with the dependent 

~H?!asur:•~s explained by the in.dependent variables under 

co 

correlat 

n. ical ly, R-s,1u<.u::e and the carwnical 

values help provide tbis information .. 
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ty Action Program is an approach based upon 

designed to i£afl uence participants 

t they will not drink and. delve in. Uae fu-

or attempts to d.ea1 \!lith. the driAkio.g .driver pco.b-

lem had iH:>t in satisfactory reduction ia tlie drink-

in.g dt: problem, so an ucational app.r:oach Ras launched ... 

Th research. study demoust.rates that t.his approach is., in.-

appcoach of 

r:t:1call f ro!!!l 

00(:'! d 

part.ici 

iv.;:~ co111pa to the alternative traditional 

ling with the co.nvicted d.runk driver,. As ~e 

pter: IV, there is approx:ima telf a tiaree-to-

recidi rates when comparing 'tho.se who 

A.S.A .. t>. program with those who did not 

in the prog£am .. 

sely what aspects of the program make it effectiYe 

for w 

thoti9h it ':if! 

ve appro 

We can 

ner of 

s of individuals difficult to state 1 al-

to he a bli::.HHl of the educatii:n1al and puni-

The nature of :the im.pact depends upon. tile 

tics and background of the indi viduaL. 

that it feasi.ble to pro.mote a. h1.1man Jnan-

~-:i th t.yp~~ of problem. 

four functions of the A .. s .. A .. p,. rehabilitation pt:ogcam: 

to p:co an approach ,which atte.mpts - with some 

success - to ameliorate the drinking driver problem in this 
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t y.. P unishm~nt and terrence £or: pitrticipants serve 

as imary, licly-supported basis of the prograa. 

When one a to the deterrence of the general public 

and ttte screening mf~cbanism for: alcoholics or prohlemi drink-

ers, a. social 

than 

S<nte 

fective .. 

c:cei ved .• 

th.at the A .. s .. A .. approach too soft and inef-

On of my reseai:c.b. findings, I. d.isag.ree. 

It a measurable ef Others argue U1at A. S .. A .. P.. is 

simply a s hol of attempts to reduce tl1e drunk driver prob-

lem. It may vt=.~ syabolic value, by demonstrating to t.he 

public tba t *'something is being done ;n that '"ii'e are trying. n 

W or not {!CtY,£!.l!I. the case# th~ ~~£L.i.2 th.at 

progr<un is cul":i:ently more effective thaa the a1tenrn.-

t.ives g utilized. Tb.e need now is to make t.he program 

fective. 

d all of th , to 

ly, concerned about providing Ute st rehabilitat.ion oppor-

t.uni p e for: convicted d.riudc ving offenders, we 

forts .. 

in natllte; 

which su 

take~n to 

ongoing .cesearch and eval.uative ef-

tion has certainly not been exilausti ve 

evidt:1nce has been provided, ho;wever# 

overall app1.-oach currently being Wliier-

1 witb th.is 
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in Cba r T other factors beside tbe progra. m, age 1 court 

lay, pr record, and other independent. va.riables a.re in-

volv~d in accauntin!j for tile va.ciance in the recidivist be-

.havioc.. .rs it possib lea1:n what these factors are, and to 

work this new un1'lecst.andiu9 to imple.ment. u1 e.ffort 

which even mor:e tive1 I believe that. we should at.-

tempt to do so,. 

c arly 

ime.ntat 

support at 

SU ons 

and lon 

d are z:esearch, careful ·~valuation, some ex-

ova.ti ve a pp.roaches., and co.amitJ1eut and 

hw12~1s.. Cceatively challenging cur.rent as-

t:?Stablishing .realistic an.d meaningful short-

r~oals are essential to this process .. Let. us 

get on with it - As ~oon !s gossible. 
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INTEinf IE'W GUIDE FOR CU RH ENT A. S .. A .. P. 

How you 
ws? 

Can you 
for dJ:iv 

you 

If you i1H~n1 t 
case? 

IN'l"ERVrgwEE.S 

about participating in tiiis se:cies of inter-

e the circu•stances surrounding your arrest 
intoxicated? 

about the way the court acted in your case? 

jud what would you have done in your 

Why you choose to participate in &.s.a.P. (Session 1 
only) i12 

you th about the weeks that yo11•11 be spending in 
A. s. A .. P., what comes t:o mind. (Session l only} 1 

What a1:e you 
these 10 wee 

How do you l about 
th pro<p:am? 

to be ifoin9, 
n 1 only)? 

spHcif ica.lly, during 

l*'mgth. of time of partic.ipa·tion in 

tihii1t do you {~:x;pect to lt:?arn as a result. of th.is eXpQrience 
1 only) 1 

How do yoll 
si<n1 1 only) '? 

Khat do you expect with 
and iving ha vi or? 

How you view dr 

nish the course ( Ses-

t to your ow.n future drinking 

12 .Fot: com pa ca ti ve analysis, !ilost of the quest.ions M<ili re-
ma same from om~ session to another.. Some of the 
quest.ions z:elevant .for only one or two of the int.tn::-
v - these are app:r:opri<t tely identified., a;;.1 in 

2 
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How do you t the courts ought to view this? 

t~Oli that. ymi've bfHn1 iu the program, liow do you feel about 
A~S-A.P. ex (Session 2 only)? 

t about program specifics •• . .. 
.. .. • • course !lhl.terial 
.. .. • • the focma t used 

.. the 
-.• ~ . .. 
,. • ,. .. th*~ 

• "' • • tlte 

sentEHi ( 

in~at oviErr:a 
the ccn.n:se? 

.lb! t 
sion 2 only) ? 

If you were re 
ar for d 

should bf~ 
to you (Sess 

value of discussions 
value of information sha.red 
instructor's le 
nature of your group 

orde.c in v.hic.h U1e material 
tio:ns for Sessiou 2 only) 

is being pre-

vould. you mak.e if you were desi(;n.ing 

n thing tba t you learned in this course (Ses-

for deciding how to deal with t.hose 
intoxicated, what would you do? 

luded/excluded that _,ould be mo:n~ belpf ul 
2 only}? 

the one thi:nq through this vb.oh~ process that made 
difference regarding your awn drinkia9 and driv·-

d 
driving 

( 2 only)? 

learn that had nothing to do wit.h d.riuking a~d 
ior ion 2 only) 1 

Ho-w would you say that your drinking behavior b.as changed so 
c as a t of this overall experience? 

Do ycrn hav"~ any si1;ynif icant personal or professional changes 
occurring at the prt~sent :time? 

liow tbat you've the course, how do you feel (Ses-
sion 2 y)? 

Do have any other com1M:?nts to share? 



How 
vieils? 

can 
for 

you 

How d.o you .f 

If 
case? 

Appendix B 

l about participating in this series of intec-

clrcu.mstance.s surrounding your arrest 
intoxicated? 

about way the coo.rt. acted in your case? 

would you have done in. yam:: 

Why did you choose to part 

Did you have any siqnificant persona 1 or profess.ional chang-
es occurring at the of the l.S.l~P~ proqraa? 

you thought abou·t t11e !iieeks that you'd be spending in 
A.S.l.P. t came to your •ind? 

iihat d you t to he doi119, spec.if.ica.llf 1 during the 10 
weeks of the program? 

l about the length of tiae th.at you spent in 

lifhat. d you ~xpect to l~a.rn as a result of th.is experience? 

you tb k 

What did you 
and g 

How 

How you th 

d 

t 

you finished the coarse? 

respect t.o yout: own futi.u:e dcinking 

driving, in general? 

courts ought ta vie• this? 

participants in t.he A .. S.A.P. pro9ram 
ivio9, in neral? 

you back on your expe.r:ien.ce, ¥ou.ld you ma:te the 
i.hy? same choice to tici te in A.S~A-P.1 

overall, how do you el a.bout the experience? 
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overall, vhat are major thin 
? 

that you learned as a re-
sult thH ELK 

Please talk about pr:ogra.m itself ........ 
• • • • the course material 

•• the fo.r:aat used 
• .. .. .. t:.h~ value of discussi<:n1s 
.. .. .. .. the value of inf or ma tion shared 
• • • • the instructor's style 
.. .. • .. natuce of yo1u: group 
.. • .. .. or ifhich the material was prese.Rteii 

overa 
course? 

you make if you. were designing 

the main t ng that you learned in the course? 

you 1in?re responsible for: deciding how ta deal wit.ti those 
ar for driving Mbile intoxicated, what would you do? 

What should be 
helpful to you? 

ll(led/excluded that would have been more 
cWhat 11oulrl have been ao.ce helpful to other 

par tic ts? 

ihat is 
the 
ing 

As a 
are 

the one thing t.hrough this whole process that. made 
t diffecence regat:dirig yoiu: own .d:cinkinq a.ad dtJ.v-

t your: experienc{~ '1fit.h the A .. s. A ... P. program, 
behavior 

which you 
any changes in your overall drinking 
lie vi~ ar:e as a result of this pcog.cam? 

ovecall, how do you now l about the .A.S .. A. P. ei:perience? 

Do you any other comments? 
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IUTEL~VIEW GUIDE FOR CUlHlE~T GEOUP LEADERS 

How 
Vif?WS? 

you l about participating in this series o.f int.er-

Wily you serve dS a gcoup leader:? 

How do you 
receive 

about the sanction that group participants 
tne C{)Ur:t? 

If you !iere the jud ~ wbat sanction do you believe should 
be used? 

Ho~K you v w d.rinking and ving, in general? 

How do you fHel 
di vi•lua1s in t 

u 
o:ferall sense? 

t tlH~ length 
cou.rse? 

rticipants 'lfi.ew the course, in an 

How you think the participants view the nera.l issue of 
fh:i g and. rh::hrin<J when they enter t.be course? 

How do participa vie11 the genet:al issue of 

these: . .. . • the 

• the 
• .. 1*- .. 

ving whe~n they finish the course? 

p.roq rare itself .. 
f roll hoY t.be 

material 

of discussions 
valui:~ of inf or ma ti on shared 

• both .frolB your: 
participants see 

• • • • t instructoc•s style 
.. .., .. .. the na of Ute grou11 
• .. • .. the order in 'Whick the material is p:res<:.u1ted 

Are e some 
exam • what ty 
influenced hy what 

What Mould you c 

trends that you can comaen.t on - for 
individuals are more significantly 
of approaches in t.he coarse? 
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ihat do you the 
desi i e course? 

Wha·t sllou .be iucluded/exclud tb.at would be aost helpful 
to you as a group leader? 

What should 
to t. parti 

What is the 
process, t 
duals• d 

d/excluded that. vou1d be most helpful 
general? 

one Ud.ng, through the vhole A.S,.A,. P. course 
the biggest difference regarding indivi-
dr iving behavior? 

To wha·t ext,;mt do you believe that significant personal o.c 
professional changes in t.be lives of the pacticipants durin9 
th~~ A .. s. A. l?.. 1H:o9ram impact upon t.he effectiveness of th.e 
program with t 

Do you have any other com~ents? 



How you 
vie1is? 

Can you 
for t1riv 

you feel 

Appendix D 

about participating in tld .. s series of iatei:-

tnfi~ circumstances s~u::rounding your arrest 
intoxicated? 

out the way court. acted in your case? 

lf you wen~ the j ud 
case? 

I what would JOU have done in your 

What tors led you to choose not to participate in 
A.,S,.A.P .. ? 

d.id you 
in the 

t that you vould be doing, if rou kad ea-
A.,.. P.. prograll? 

How did you f 
A.S.A .. P .. 

about the length of 
program? 

time of p.a.a:ticipa tiqn 

Did you ha\l'e any siquificant personal o.r professional chang-
es occru::ring dt tbe time of your sariction? 

How do you view the 

Ahat do you think 
tive? 

What !iifOll 
why? 

ihat 

How do you v 

How you 

havH hel 

tiveness of your sanction? 

your sanction eff.ective or non-ef fee-

your sanction more effective? 

t to your own future drinking 

ng and driving, in general? 

courts ouqht to vie¥i this.? 

t 
the 
inq 

one thing through this whole process that made 
d regarding you.r ovn: drinking and d.riv-
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Hoif llfould. you .say that your drinking behav:io:c: b.as changed so 
far as a rHsult tl:iis overall experience? 



Appendix E 

LETTER TO CURRENT A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS 

.,_tTl'.ff J. l..Aflti<IN 
OlllECTO'R 

Dear 

ARLINGTON COUNTY. VIRGINIA 
ALCOHOL SAFETY ACTION PROGRAM 

Novenber 12, 1982 

Since you will begin participation in the Level II aspect of the Alcohol 
Safety Action Program in the near future, I v;ould like to request your 
consideration of a special research project. David Anderson, a doctoral 
student in Public !\dministration and Policy at Virginia Tech, is doing 
sane research on the effectiveness of court sanctions. As part of this 
project, he i$ intetviewing several individuals who are participating in 
our program. Your name has been randanly selected for p:>ssible participa-
tion in this project. 

Specifically, what he ""°uld like is to talk with you on tv;o occasions -
before you participate in our program and after you canplete the progr<ltl. 
Each of these sessions v;ould take approximately one hour of your time, and 
would be scheduled at your convenience. All infonnation gathered will be 
kept totally confidential, and your name will never be rep:>rted. What he 
learns fran these sessions will be shared only in an anonymous way, and then 
only months after you canplete your participation in the A.S.A.l?. program. 
Should you be willing to participate, anything that you say will not be shared 
with your group leader. Further, when you choose to i;iarticipate O'r'"not to 
i;iarticipate will have no bearing whatsoever up:>n your canpletion of the 
A.S.A..P. program, and will not be shared with court or law enforcement 
officials. 
He will be contacting you at home within the next week, so if you have further 
questions about this project, you are encouraged to discuss then with him at t 
hat time. 'Thank-you for your consideration of this worthy project. 

Sincerely, 

::Jirector 

PJL/st 
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Appendix F 

LETTER SENT TO PAST A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS 

New River Valley 
Alcohol Safety Action Program 

Executtwt Dlntetor 

Fiscal Agent Date 
Town of Blacksbur9 

Dear 

Since you participated in the Alcohol Safety Action Program several years ago, 
I would like to request your consideration of a special research :project. David 
Anderson, a. doctoral student in Public Administration a.nd Policy at Virginia Tech, 
is doing some research on the effectiveness of court sanctions. As part of this 
project, he is interviewing several individuals who pa.rticipa ted in our program. 
':vur name has been randomly selected for possible participation in this project. 

Specifically, what he would like to do is to talk with you on one occasion - this 
session would take approximately one hour of your t1Jlle, and would be scheduled at 
your convenience. All information gathered will be kept totally confidential, and 
your !l.aJlle will never be reported. What he learns from these sessions will be 
shared only in a:nallonymous way. Should you be willing to participate, anything 
that you say will not be shared with court or law enforcement officials. Further, 
whether you choose'"""tO participate or not to participate will not be indicated in 
your V,A.S.A.P. cruse file, a.nd will not be shared with court or law enforcement 
officials. 

He will be contacting you at home wi +hin the next week, so if you have further 
questions about this project, you a.re encouraged to discuss them with him at that 
time, "'hank-you for your consideration of this worthy project, 

Sincerely, 

David P. Craig 
Executive Director 

DPC/st 
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Appendix G 

STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING FOR CURRENT A.S.A.P. 
PARTICIPANTS 

STATEMENT 0 F UNDERSTANDING 

The purpose of this statement is to insure full understanding about the nature 
of participation in interview sessions regarding involvement in the Alcohol 
Safety Action Program. 

--- The interviews to be conducted are part of the data gathering process 
for a dissertation being prepared by David Anderson, a doctoral student 
at the Center for Public Administration and Policy at Virginia Polytech-
nic Institute and State University. The title of the dissertation is 
"A Multidimensional Assessment of Virginia's Alcohol Safety Action Project." 

Two interviews will be necessary - one prior to and one following parti-
cipation in the A.S.A.P. Level II sessions. Each session will be approxi-
mately one hour in length. 

No tape recording of the interview sessions will occur. Notes will be 
taken during and following the interviews so that insightful comments 
and quotations can be used in the dissertation. 

--- All information gathered will be kept totally confidential. The inter-
viewee's name will never be reported or used in any way. The name of the 
interviewee will be~ only by the researcher. 

What is learned from the interview sessions will be shared only in an anonymous 
way, with no indication (by name or other identifying information) of the 
source of what is learned, 

--- The results of the interview sessions will be compiled in the researcher's 
dissertation as part of the "Research Results" chapter, and subsequent journal 
articles may also evolve. All documents published will be in the public 
domain, and will be available for examination by the interviewees. Again, 
absolutely no identification of the individual interviewee will be made, 

Any questions or concerns regarding this research may be directed to the 
researcher or to the researcher's Dissertation Conmittee Chairman, 
Dr. Charles Goodsell (Professor, Center for Public Administration and 
Policy, Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University, 961-5133). 

The researcher may be contacted at home (961-3551) or at his office (961-6309) 
with any questions or concerns regarding this project. 

The interviewee may refuse to answer any question, and may withdraw from 
the project at any time. 

The interviewee will be provided a copy of this statement for his/her personal 
records prior to the beginning of the first interview session, 

The interviewee agrees that s/he has read and understands all of the above 
statements, and indicates this understanding by the signature below. The 
signature further indicates that the interviewees voluntarily agrees to 
participate in these interview sessions. 

Signature of Interviewee Date 

Siqn~ture of Researcher 
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Appendix H 

STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING FOR PAST A.S.A.P. 
PARTICIPANTS 

S T A T - M E N T U N D E R S T A N D l N G 

The pul:'pose of this statement is to insure full understanding about the natul:'e 
of participation in interview sessions regarding involvement in the Alcohol 
Safety Action Program. 

The interview to be conducted are part of the data gathering process 
for a dissertation begin prepared by David Anderson, :1 doctoral student 
at the Center for Public Administration and Policy at Virginia Polytech-
nic Institute and State University. The title of the dissertation is 
"A ~!ultidimensional Assessm.:::nt of Vin:;inia 's Alcohol Safety Action Project." 

No tape recording of the interview session will occur. Notes will be 
taken during and following the interview so that insightful comments and 
quotations can be used in the dissertation. 

All information gathered will be kept totally confidential. The inter-
viewee's name will never be reported or used in any way. The name of the 
interviewee '.;ill be known only by the researcher. 

\.lhat is learned from the interview session will be shared only in an 
anonymous c;ay, <~ith no indication (bv name or other identifying information) 
of the source of what is learned. 

The results of the interview session will be compiled in the researcher's 
dissertation as part of the "Research Results" chapter, and subsequent 
jout'llal articles may also evolve. All documents published will be in the 
public domain, and will be available for examination by the interviewees. 
Again, absolutely no identification of the individual interviewee will 
'.:>e made. 

Anv questions or concerns re~arding this research may be directed to 
the researcher- or to the researcher-'s Disser-tation Committee Chairman, 
Dr. Char-les Goodsell (Professor, Center for Public Administration and 
Policy, Virginia Poiytt!chnic [nstitute and State University, 961-5133). 

The researcher :nay be contacted at home (961-3551) or at his office (961-6309) 
with anv questions or concerns r-egarding this project. 

The intervi.,wee mav refuse to answer any question. and may withdraw from 
the project :1t any time. 

The interviewee <.vill be provided a copy or this statement for his/her 
:'"rsonal records prior co che beginning of the interview session. 

".'hi.e intervi<'wee Jgrec;s tiiat s/he has read and understand;; all of the above 
statements, ,md Lndicatc;s this .understantlini:; by the signature below. The 
signature r·urther indicates that the interviewee voluntaril:V 3grees to 
participate in this interview session. 

Si~n~tcure uf Incerviewee Date 

SL:nature ·.if R.esearcher 
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Appendix I 

LETTER TO NON-A.S.A.P. PARTICIPANTS 

A LAND-GRANT t:NIVER51TY 

VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE AND STA TE UNIVERSITY 

Blacltsbu'l'g, Virginia 24061 

CENTI:R FOR Pt:BLIC ADMlNISTllJ\TION ANO POLICY ' 

January 7 • 1983 

Dear 

I am writing to request your assistance on a research project which examines 
the effectiveness of court sanctions. From my review of the public court dockets, 
I noted that you have been charged with a traffic offense. If you are not the in-
dividual involved, please ignore this letter. 

'1Y research focuses on how individuals who have had charges brouiht against them 
are treated by the legal system, and haw effective they believe the sanctions used 
are. Specifically, I am examining the effectiveness of the Alcohol Safety Action 
Pt"ogram in dealing with i:hose charged with driving while intoxicated. To gain this 
insight, I am contacting randomly selected indiViduals including people like yourself 
who were not involved in i:he program. I am interested in talking with you about your 
experience, realizing that it occured several years ago. 

If you would be willing to assist l!B in this project, I would like to talk with 
you in a confidential manner. Tne time and place of this discussion, which should take 
less than one hour of your time, would be at your convenience. Your name would never 
be revealed, and no- information regarding your participation or non-participation in 
this project will be· shared with court or law enfot"cement personnel, What would be 
used in the final research report would be sta;ements and conclusions generalized from 
all of the interviews, as well as some anonymous questions. 

I will be contacting you by telephone at home within the next week to determine 
whether or not you would be willing to participate in this project. At that time, 
I •.rould be happy to answer any further questions chat you have about this. 

Thank you for your consideration of this. 

OSA/pbd 

Sincerely, 

David S. Anderson 
Graduate Student 

264 



BBFEBENCBS CITED 

n, J(>seph. 0 '1' Role of the Voluntary Agencies in 
Comba tt Alc'l holism 11 in Filstead, W • .J.; Rossi, J.., J • .; 

lei:, ~- !lcqh9!_~~g ~.ll£!!hoj, ~bleas: »ev 
!hinki.ng_~Ll!!W D!.hl!g!J&.ns.!. Cambridge, Mass.: Ballingec 
Publishing Company, 1976. 

Ar ou, lton, and Manohar,. Veli:uHiy.. "'rreating the 
Prohlem Drinking Driver: Some Not.es on the 'fime Requi.red 
to Ac eve Impact. n Bri!:,is~L Journal of Addi£!:.!.?.!! 4 
(1977): 331-338. 

And1:~rson, Scar: B .. ,,. and Ball,, SailueL. Tile Professioa ~!H! 
E.£.~Ct!£~Qf ~£9.g_ra! Evaluation:. San Francisco: Jossey-
Uass, 1978. 

Attvood, Oenc1is A .. ; Williams, Raymond D .. ; and Madill, 
Hertle.rt D. n fects of Moderate Blood Alcohol 
C::rnce.:nt:rations on Closed-Course DcivinfJ Perfo1:1nance.u 
~Q!!9Hll_RL~.!:J.~$!ie§_QJL!J&gh.ol 41 (1960): 623-634. 

*'Australian OiI Driwers Learn from Videotapes fbat. Alcohol 
I11pairs .. 11 !£.aff.!& .... ~~J.ety 78 (1':H8): 20-21 .. 

Bacon,, Selden D. uconcepts" in Al~hol an.d Alco1v..)! 
f_~oblg,!s: .... N~:}!_I!!i~ing a!!_d New D1.t'<!£1:i.<:!fillt1. pp. 57-134. 
Edited by William J .. Filstead.., Jean Rossi, and Mark 
Keller. Calill:n:i , Mass .. : Ba.llinger: Publisb.ing Compan:r', 
1976 • 

., ?~a bi la N... H An a1y sis of the Mi ni-ASAJ? Reha bi li ta ti on 
counteri!H~as11:ces: 1915.,tt ih~port prepared for the Alcohol 
Safety Action. Pro , Los Angeles, California. 1976. 

Br€nl'er, N .. , 
Performance 
~f519 n Sll!i.£2. 

Sandow., B. nAlcohol Effects on Driver 
Conditions of Divided Atteution .. " 

{1980}: 185·-190. 

Broliin, gy; art, Paul F.; a.nd Schurr, Bryce c .. 
"BivaluaU.ng tiYe.ness of Reeduction P:cog.rams fo.r 
Convict Impairt:!d .Drivers .. " in !!£gj}2h_Oru512 a.ng 
!f.~ff~~ Safet.L., pp .. 749-754.. Edited by s. Israelstam and 
s. Lambert. Toronto, : Addiction .Research 
Foundation Ontario, 1975. 

265 



266 

Buc:k:alew, L. ~. ._Alcohol: A Pcobl~~m of A~areness?'" J 01u:::!H!.!. 
g!__Algohol and JlI.!!1_!;.d uca tion 25 ( 1919): 52-53. 

Bunn, Gerald l. "Havy Alcohol Safety Action Pcogcam (llSAP) 
ile of a Winn.er - And 11 Scoring'*" presented at 

l~ational Council on Alcoholism Na tioilal Conference I.abor-
t Poraii1.. Wasningt.ou, D. c. April, 1979 .. 

c forn Depa.rtment of ~otor Vt"hicles.. nBost. convicted 
Dr Drivers vinq .. " !OU.£!!s:lr.o;[.'i:&<tffifi ~i!{~!.l. 
~g_y_ca!_!Q!! 1980:: , 18 .. 

Camecon... Tracy. fjTbe Iii pact. of Drinkinq-D:ri ver 
countermeasures: A Rev and Evaluation .. 11 ~te'ill.P9!:!!£I 
}:!~!;!g_fcog1_e!t1~ H P 979) : 49.5-565. 

tz, Morris R., a.nd Demoue, .Harold i,. !lcoh.oJr,:isa and 
~QS:.ie!_y:.. rie~ Yock: Ox.ford University Press, 1962 .. 

Citambliss, l'l'illiam ,J., *'The Deterrent .Inflllence of 
t .. ti ft:i~e_!!.!!£!._Qeling,ueqcy 12 (1966): 70-75,. 

Chatb.aUt... L.IL. "Results of HIAl.l Funded Court Referral 
Progra.lls ... '* l?n:::sented at Second National DWI Confe.cenGe, 
Roe , lhruH~sota... June, 1979 .. 

Conno:r-, B. H. u Safety - t.he Stude!it Drivers' Vieii. n 
Au2tc§!!_ian_.Joy_:&,rH1l of _lligllii~H\!_and Dr.!!9._r>eeea~!tce ,_ 5 
{19"/H): 46-4H. 

ColorMlo Division of Highway Safety "Drivin.9 Under tke 
Influence, Jlciv g ibile Ability .Impaired, Eva.l11ation 
PlurnaL.H 1976. 

Cooper, lL. tt. a Sobell, rt. B., ttDoes Alcohol Education. 
Prevent hol Problems? for Evaluation .. tt Ji:;nn:::aal 
Qf_AlcohoLf!!!!l_J!~ ~q._Ed!!cati2!1 25 ( 1979}: 54-63.. -----

Davies, .Jo.bu, and Stacey, Barrie. Teenag:ef.§._!!Dd Alcohol::. 
London: Ht.~r Majesty's Stationecy O.ffice, 1912. 

Dem..bo, a H Substance Abuse Pcevention Proqra1u11i.ng 4!Jd 
Research: A Partnership in M·eed of l§lprovement. u Jouffil 
()f_Prllii~5!!!9~tiIDA. 3 { 19 ) : 189-208. 



267 

rt A., and Brandt, Geoc D. •Delphi Project oa 
ws criminal Justice Of.ficials on Alcohol Safety 
aticrn ;;u,d .cal Countfi:tcmeasuce Effectiveness,,. n 

at MCA Annual Confe.rence, 
May, 1979 .. 

Dr'f!ii, I ... R .. a.. ttnrinking and Di:i -YiD.9: An Alterna.tir1e 
roach .. u !Yetral~a~rnl O!, llcoholl::ii!! al\~ .i/.L'.!9. 

2!!rulll9J.~1!£~ 4 {t 977) : 49-50. 

n.king Driving Accidents - Does Educa.·tion Help?u 
~!::i1!.2!!.-1!illcal~Q.Y.f!!~l 2 ( 19 78): 1352- U54 .. 

inking Di:iver PrQg.cam Shows E.ncoura9ing Results,.H 
ff..a~!!<l2!!..:{~U 79 < 1979) : 21 .. 

8 D ing Drivers and 
(1976): 1103-1104 .. 

i, .. 
Fine.., £ .. w.; Stef.:r, R .. A.; and Scoles, P.R.. "Eva.luat.ion of a 

'l'reatment Program for Dr1.rnk DriTinq Offend.~u:s.,u in 
£~~~-!..n ztl~ohql.ill:. pp. l 2 l-1 JS.. Edited by fl,. 
Galaoter. Ne• York: GEUDe and Stratton, 1979. 

nn, P. "Alcohol Education in the School Curriculum; The 
s Discipline vs.. The Interdisciplinary Approach." 
~2!!£.Y.«l_Q!!_Al£Qhq!_~g__Drug ~4~!:!.?.l! 44 (1979): 41-57. .. 

I"l , Jerald D., Lotsof, Antoinette B.. "Drug 
uca tiou: A Cultru.:al Perspective, An Educational llodel 

and an Imple11117,rnt.a on Scheme. u JS!Y.!:J!!.l of; Dcuq. Ef!_!!gat;ion 
8 ( 1978):: 368. 

Frankel, B.. , Whitehead, .Paul C .• nsociolm;iical 
.Pet'spective on O.r:inking Damagett in J .. s. Blocker, 
t\lcohol.,,1._Ref orm aud. Soci(~tt.:. il~~stport, CT: Greenwood 
Pn~ss, 1979 • 

. Puhrman, 
Comarnni ty 
1970. Ann 
Institute ... 

Speech prepared for the Conference 011 
to llcoholi.sm and Hi9luffaJ Cr:ashes, 

Arbor:, Micidgan:: :!'he Hiqhway Safety Research 

11 Ad justl!.l.ent Demand: Resistance to A lcoholislli 
h t'l. mn Population .. " in A!,cohola _l).ru.qs ·!!.fl 

pp .. 14 1445.. Edited by L. Goldberg .. 
mqvist & sell International, 19~11 .. 



8 

Geerken, t1 11 .. , a1Hi Gove, Walter I\. •ineterreuce: Some 
ica1 Considerations,. u La!__!!!!!L.£12£!~.!;LJ!.~!ie!_ ·9 

( 1915) ! -513 .. 

, w. ~*Program Designetl to Test the Effectiveness of 
t contact, lb.st.inence,, aad Chemical ~esting on 
mH ndecs in San Mate.o County, California,. n 

for: the Hall of Justice and Records, San 
Mateo, Redwood City, Cali.:fornia.. 1981. 

Gibbons, 0011 c .. ; I.eho~itz, Bar.cf o.; and Blake, Gerald f,. 
'*Prograli Evalua oa in Corr:ection.i• £tite. and Del.i~QY 
2 2 (1 9 7 6) : JO '1 • 

Glauz, vl il liam D... ucoi'liparisons of nru.ak Drivers Arrested 
Refer.:reil to T.ceatment to Those Not Arrested and 'l'hose 

1.nvol Crashes .. "' Conference Paper, .Kid'West 
Research Institute, Kansas City, fto. 1977. 

nAn Appraisal of oruq Education Programs .. u 
; Y. Israel: H. Kalant; a.B. Popha•; i. 

Scb dt.; .a. G,. Smart.. ~~~!! ... A.!lvall:c~. iQ A,lcoho1 
J!lli!_Dr!J.Hl..1'.~Qbll'lats: Y<>4t!!l'$'!L.!.!.ib. Bew Iork: John Wiley & 
Sons, Inc.1 1975. 

Go , ii. J.. ~tUil_i!f_.Kuowledg~_It,~v~la.JJ&.2hoJ:is~uil 
I_;[.g<:"l t~n:!:.-1!L!.!.tiaP.:\.!.S _\!!:. i!f la!::i!! nSA!i 2 !Q~.se,g;~~ t 
!l;;!:~2ts .fQf:_QI,iving_KllJ& Into.i~cateiJ!. Ph. .. D .. 
DismH::tation, ~the .Florida Sta Uni versitJ, 1979,. 

Geant, hacd nncug ucation: lhat It Is and Isn 1 t.• 
J.Ql!fl!al_gf_Q£!!L~duca!_io:n 2 (1972): 8'}-9'7,. 

Grasmick, Har:old G,. 1 and Green, Donald E. *'Legal 
PunisluHH1t, social Disapproval, and Inte.:cnalizat.ion as 
Inh itm:s of Ill a.1 .Behavior.*' 'I'b.~_i!m:u:njl, of Ct,~,!ina! 
!:~!.~!.~L.ft.l:.!!\n_q:tggy_ 11 (1980} : s- 11s. 

, .1.. 11tTh.e Literacy Rhetoric of Science.: Comedy and 
Pathos in ing Driwer Researca .. 0 .Anu:~u£Y 
~.Qcio!Qg!,.ca.l_~~vig ri 1 {1976): 16-34 .. 

R.. !hed C.!!ltuce Qf gillic_fJ:oltl.!!ll!e·~. 
o: Uninn::-sity of Chicago Press, 1981 .. 

Haddori, tt nsecon(l Annual William s,.. Stone t.ectuce of 
A n Tratuaa society,.*' i!.2.!!!AsL2LT£a!U!~ 1S 

(1978}: 651-657 .. 



269 

Ha n, I.E. " y of osing Controls as a 
Co~u:rtecm(~as ure Multiple DUI Off e1*ders." .!1.Qacnal Of 
§£!.fet_y,_ReS!~qI;f;2C! 10 (1918): 115-122 .. 

Ha , R .. E.; \lilliams, R •. L.; and McConnell, B.J .. "The 
ic Sa y I!iipact. of Alconol Abuse Treatment as an 

Alternative t'> a.an.dated Licens.iug Controls.." !£.Ci~! 
~!E!.illi.~_t!.!!d Prg_!_~t.iQ~ 11 {t979): 275-291. 

Hagen, R .. E. ams, L .. ; ,acconnell., E ... l .. ; and Fleming, 
c. if,.. " Safety Impact of Alcohol Abuse 
Treatment as an Alternative to ~andated Licensing 
controls... !~idru.ti_!It~J.1.2.is an,d Pre1{t.H!tioa 11 {1979): 
2 91. 

Ha(:1erly11 D 
IU:ugs a 

, and Zi~ering, Stanley. "Attitudes roward 
education. 0 ~Q~t~a1_2L~.IDI ... Edu..~\:l:Qa 2 

{1972): 63-~30. 

Hava , J .. D .. J. n Alcohol and the Driver .. n _!!ri:t.isti Medical 
) : 1 5 9 5- 1 5 91 .. !:!~ .. !U.!! al 1 { 19 

Hewitt, David Nutter, Richard lt,. nA Coapariso.n of Three 
~5!!!~!!'11 _ g :{ D f: u g mation Presenta .u 

Ed.!!cat!Q!! 9 (1979): 79-

Holcomb, IL. l... ttA le ol in B:ela tii::n1 t.o Traffic Accidents.•• 
l1.!'!!!£~a1_Q_f_the Amfil_ic~~dical_!ssocia,t!QR 1938. 

d, B .. ; Datta, K .. ; , H.; Evenson. R. naelia.bility 
of an Alcohol Sel Report Inst.rulf!lfirnt. n J.Q.!.i:aal o! 
2iY.Q.ief!_Q!L_.A~CQ!!QJ:. 40 ( 1979): 142-1q4,.. 

Ho , ~ .. A.. nMotivatianal 5yths,, t.he Ha..ndate<l Cl ieat and 

Hor 

Volunteer .. n Eugeue, Ocer:J<.m: Lane Count.y Cou.rteil on 
, 1980,. 

1 ,James c. ttsentenc g the Drinking Or.iver in 
'rh.e Homes:- 1Uternat.e Work Program .. " !l.£t:l-lla.sk!_ 

'] (1978): 235-1143 .. 

Lasowski, i,. s .. ; Cline,, T .. lt. ttAl<'Zoho.l Education 
Uates: 'l'he Cognitive Connection.*'' 

nr"""''°"ted at 25th Annual AAlfil 
Francisco, lifornia, 1981. 

nsky, Murray. ~iY.d~!rt._QJ;:.!!L!~~ Denv<~r, Colorado: 
Love hing Company, 1970 .. 



270 

Jackson, J<:1vo.n. atid Calsyn., Robe.ct.. "E•1aluat.ion of a Self-
De ment to Drug Education: Some aixed 
Results.•• Jour.naLofJl!!!!LM~~io~ 7 (1971): 15-28 .. 

D.. 1• Qualitative and Quantitative tiethads: 
lat ion Action .. n j\d@!lflo§.~&,a,ti~!!f;~ 

24 (1979): 602-611 ... 

I .. R. n11cohol and Road Acci<ie:ut.s - A Beview of 
em~" !J!e!:lllian~~! of_.ll£f!hoj,~and. D£}!SI 

3 (1976): 102-107. 

Johnson, Levy, Paul; and Vo.a..s,. .Bobert.. *'A 
Critiqut~ •stat.istical Evaluation of the 
E: veness Alcohol Safety Action .. u• Aiqig§n~ 
!Ral:t~l:!Laurl .Pt_ev~.ti2Jl 8 (1916): 67-77. 

,Jones, ~alph IC., an(l Joscelyn, Kent B. 4lCQ.~gJ._?!Ad !!li!lK~I. 
~sJ~ty_ 1978,;__!_Re_!!ew of t.hL2file oLJngwledg:e.a. 
P ri~par1fHl .for t.he u. s.. Depai:tmen t of 1':'raas:porta tiou, 
Washi t.t:u.1, o.c... 1978. 

Ke '' ~itl1 Alcohol: An itistocical 
ve .. " in AlcohoLani_ll.V.9hQLP:cg!{!~.a.s: _,!;!! 

!hi!Jti!!JL.an::l.2~.! .. Jli.I.~i-ons pp .. 5-2B. Edited by W .. J. 
Filstead.; J •• J .. Rossi; and a ... Kfdler.. Cambridge, Hass .. : 
Balli lish Company, 1976 ... 

KJ:-..rn,, .i... c.; Sc w. R.; and Pau.l,, s.. B... •Drinking 
nri v<:.H:s Uho Drop Out of a11 Alcohol. Education 
I'rogram .. 11 ~Q!!f.I!.i!Lof Stadi~s_on J.!:t.cqhol 38 ( 1911} : 

" 

l\havari,, K. A .. ; r:, P .. D .. ; Douglass, F. l."1. •A Scale for 
the irect Assessment of Alcohol Intake .. " Joucaal, Qf 
i.?.!.~9.!.fill-2.L.!1£.Q.P&l { 19 79): 683-692. 

,, y lt .. , and Ga.rmezy, .fliorma.n.. q@~'!.!:!! 
~cho1Q9.Y!.. N«~"" Yo : The Ronald. Press Co•pa.uy, 196d,. 

, E. ical Pr:o-of of a Henef icial Effect of 
D ver•s nse Revocation on Future Driving Attitude?tt 
Blutalk2!!.ol 16 (1979): 310-J12 .. 

u:rhe t4ecessi ty f<>r New Measures 
Intoxicate<:! .. -n 11!.!!J:.a~E,~J.lol 15 



271 

Kunkle-Miller, Cac Blane, HoMard. 0 A Small Gcoup 
A h i:o Education About Alcohol." ~ru!l......2! 
ll.£!!!!-~£l!£iltiQ!! 1 {1977) ! 381-386 .. 

ta Windham, G .. O.. "Comparison of THU 
Bonre s Who Attended a Level 1 

ion Program. n !1f?UZ:;:.qal of;. ~l~ghol and. Drug 
EdUC!!1iQ! 26 {1981): 11-2.J .. 

1.dUt:(~ll, Hans. u ts of small Doses of .llcoaol o.n Dcive.c 
Performance in f;mergency Traffic Situations. n Accident 
!nal1sis_~£-~!.~Hrtio! 9 (1917): 191-201 .. 

Lay, H .. G.. n Accidents - A com1umi ty Problem,." 
!!.!§.!£51!.1..~!!.-..Jou.rnal of 2J,cotul,!isl!l anq_Q.¥,;:llq: D~d.enc~ 5 
(1978): B{t-90 .. 

Leih.~l, A. anriving the Influence: A Review of t.he 
op Educational Counteraeasures.. n ~bstrf!ct.s 

;!JL Al£.Q;!!Ql .. J!J!9 ... Jl!i.!in SI 9 (19 a 0} : 7- 12 .. 

Levy, s . ., 1 and Kle , Ter£7 N.. *'N¥.Hif Hampsllire Alcol1ol 
An Effectiveness Evaluat.ion .. • Report 

Tra . .nsportation, July, 

Levy, P .. ; Vo as. R .. ; Johnson I 1?.; a.nd llein1 T • . ·a.. u An 
t~•a ion the tn1ent of 'l'ransport:at.ion: 
A .. S .. A.P .. s .. *1 ~S!:J!!!Lo~ s~t:~~.t_Rese~~£h 10 {1978): 
16 176. 

Lovegrove, A~ "Sentencing Persons Convicted of Drink-
rn:i Of An Evaluation of Provisions Preventing 
t Use of Motor Ve.hicles and an Al ternatlve Sentence." 
A"stc1!.!.ii!~-'.and !t~L~ala1:ui~rna1_0! .ftil!i!!2:l:Q.9.I 12 
(1979): 139-11"4 .. 

• Cheryl. "Trends in Public Information iit•in the 
x Alcohol Sah:!tf Action Project, 1976 ... • Virginia 

htiay a '.fra.nspoctation Research council, 
Charlottesv le, 1977. 

n A.; Sohall, Linda c .. ; lnart, Paul P.; 
ConD.ers, Ge J.; and Cooper,. Terri. "Dri'ling Record.s 
of Persons convicted Dri Ying Under the Influence of 
Alcohol." ~2,!:!£!1~Lof_;itugJ.:~§.9~-~!£qh.Q! 4-0 {1979): 
1!J-T1 .. 

Ma , James L.. uction Rehabilitation of the 
Drunken Dr i vr:c .. " 4.nu~!!.a1_of.J1.!..1!5! :t2stie§ 19 75.: .255-269. 



272 

May, Ge w .. / .cuHi Ba , William E. nu:uman and 
Environmental Factors in Alcohol-Belated Xraffic 
Ace ts." l[l A.lcohQlc _Jl:tYS£ii and ~ri,lffic. §.«!.!~.!:.. pp .. 
129-145.. d by s .. Israelsta.lii a11d s ... Lali!bert .. 
Toronto, Addictiou Rese.a rcb Foundtion of 
Ont.ax: , 

F r:Hderick L,. W'.fhe Effectiveness of a Treatment 
P t Alcokol-!nvolved ilriver .• n A•eri.9!:.!.l 
~2:.Y~Lo:f:_Q,£.!:!9._i!11q Alcoho!..A!!~ 5 ( 1978): 517-525. 

L .. " Validity of Accident. and Violat.iou 
Study of Drinking Drivers.• ~~nal_Q! 
B ( 1976): 46-41 .. 

M.e nger I r. A.. U.f'actors lu~nlcinq the Effectiveness 
of a ra:inkinr~ Driver Treatment .. « Ph.D. Dissertation., 
California Sc~ool o.f Professional Psychology, L\>S 

, rttia, 1980 .. 

, D .. s .. , and Bai r., R.. ,.The Bela ti on of Age to 
Pecsonality Adjust11ent Amoug D:WI fende.rs." ~2,!!!;_nal Qf 
£J,.in.icaL!:§!Ct!olq,9.I (1980):: 342-345 .. 

L.. Ef fective.ru~ss o.f an Alcohol Safety 
in Becidivis• of Drinking Drivers. 0 

!:!fll!~!-2.f ~ies on Alcoh,2! 40 ( 1919) : 1060-1061f .. 

Mt:~ F., a.nd Johnson,. lleldon T.. ••oet.errence as 
rol: The Le and Extralegal Product.ion of 

Conformity. 0 !me£!~n S~S:!Q!.2.Slic~l:, .... Revi~ 42 ( 1977):: 
304 .. 

, E. °Ca.n ic Judges Influ.en.ce Drunken Drivers?*' 
f!!y_tal!Q!!Q! 16 (1919): 231-263. 

lson, L~ ft:.:ctiveness of an Alcohol Safet.y 
School in Becidiwis• of Drinking Dri•ers." 
~Q!!U!~l-2.L Slmlie~LOD. ~l:c;ol}q! 4 0 (1979) : 1060-1064 .. 

f., i. •1once Again: Drinking Driver Pcoqraas. u 
J!lg_talko!!ol 19 (1982): 129-1 

tti1'.11:am, G 1 G. *'A Descriptive Analysis of Alcohol 
on ~aterials 1973-19"19.ff .J9gI.:;naA: of .• st,6!~e~ 

!1£9.~tll 41 (19 ) : 1209-1216 .. 

ller 1 ter fL • ., 
!.lCOb.Q.!, A bl.l§.~!. 

ny, 1977. 

M<1stria, Marie. !!t;~!:".M.ti~es to 
Champaign,, Illinois,: Reseacch Press 



273 

~iller, s .. I". §.~of_j;Ji.e ~effiiO!l2ll.R .... J~~t~~~!L~le~-tg!! 
!¥.!t:iableE;L)i~!!!ed_!;Q_Rf.t:ti.ciE!!i::f! .. !ll~i;,d.ing a ii~k~!Hl 
ii.£h:22Lf o ~-Q.!!LOf f eal!!~t&.J!!~JL.tl!!.i r R~1?12tl@4 , C!UHMies . in 
i\l£f!..!2.LJ!ef!9£..!. Ph.. D. Disser-t.ation, Ohio Univecsity, 
1980 .. 

Milner, G<~ra ht. n:cu<a2 au!l_Or~.!l.nu Sydney, Australia: s. 
Karger Australasian. Drug Inf.ocmation Servi.ces.. 19"1:2.. 

P.. n'l'he Callectio~ of tJa '?rend Data on 
era for Comparison flitil Alcohol 

Act.ion. Pr:oj~~ct s li:esults.. Yo lame 2." Prepared .for 
artment '?ran tation, National Sigh.way 

tion, Report No.. PB 275-11~7. 

~osber, J,,,, act, L. ~-1!il-l'9:j$i~t;~l;:.i.RtiQ!i 
fl t._f!f!-1t!l!.er .!,m~ 1;.~J,_£.t.QSlli!LtQ. ~qd res~ Drinking-nx i vin g 
Problellls.. Sacra.aento, California: California Department. 
of A Be Cont.col. 1979 .• 

I 

Project 
th.rw Hampshire Alcohol Safety Action 
on AlcohQl and Drug Abuse: 

Analy s Project Impact. u Report to the Ne~ 
ty .Action Project, 1976. Ham 

, !... "Neli Coun.t.ec11H!!asures A9ai11st. Drunken nriving ... 11 

l!l:!!!d!.U~ob2! 16 (1979}: 357-162 .. 

l"lulli1Jan, J .. ; Steer., Robert A.; and li~e,. Eric lf. 
"Psychiatric sturbances Drunk Da:iv ing Offenders 

red Tr ea t11ent of A lcoholis.m .. ii !l.&:ol.2li2~ 
£li.n1£~tL!!.g_f.L]i.I~ri~tq:J:_i!gSef!t:Ch 2 (197.S): 101-11 l .. 

l.'1 , Erlw;u::d P .. , and St.:cuck11an-Joilnson, Dawid .t.. 
'"Reassessm!!Hlt of agnostic Scref.!!UiI1g Procedures .. " 

rence I?a at MCA Porum.,. San Diego, ca.l.i.fo:rnia, 
~ay, 1977 .. 

L.. tiveneil>s of ASAP Education <UH.1 
tion ramstt pr:ese.ated at 7th I11te:rnat.iortal 

rence on Alc<.>'hol, Drugs, and Traffic Safety in 
urne, Australia, 1977. 

H ti.ana9.i.ng Di! Cases '.through Evaluatio~l .• n 
40 (1977): 8-10 .. 



tiichols, J .1,.; Ellin°JS , V. s.; Stcuckman-Joh.n.sou, D .. L .. 
nEx mental l~valuat.ion of the EffectiYeness of S.!lort-
Term litation Proqt:a.llls for Coavicte<l 
Dt.«i inq Drive.rs" in ~nt.e_in .. ~J&Qi.Rli~1:. i.fll:§lte 6. 
pp 157- 11 b 'l 1'.. Galanter.. Nelli fork: G.rune a.nd 
s t(>l.t, 19 

Pa k, c renc*.? it.. Al~ohqJ:.. Cul.tu.re~and .~Q~i.trtl. New 
York: Ams Press, 1952. 

Pell):o.i11groth, P.. Hi.hat Works? Some Observ-ations about th.a 
Evalua.tion DUI Prograr.s .. ir !h.Stl::tSLQ and ifi!llrl~/llle ang, 
filcoho;}._itnd .Qf;:i vl~g J ( l9 82): 1-1 D • 

. Pe HAlcolwl, Drugs, a Driving: Relative 
s a.nd Applied Research. 8 in alcohol&. 

a!fd _!.r::<!~{ic S~!.. .. HH-128.. Kdited by s .. 
111 and s .. Lambert.. ?o:rrmto., Canada.: Addiction 

.S:eseas:ch Fou.nda tion t>f Ontario, 1975 .. 

, Ger..:1ldi.ne... "Drug Education at its Best. -
nq anii An.ti-Dnag At·titudes .. u Jq~naJ.._QI 

Q~!19: Ed~iQ.!! :l (197.3}: 31-37. 

A.. 11 Pt:obleiii of Alcohql and Drugs: 
Nonrelatiouships trum the Point of. View 

ion.0 A.1£.Qhol an!l,J!.l£o42.l-ttru~u;~ Ihu1 
fiirtki.!!f!_ru!d N~Di.[!!£~!!:. PP• 194-199. Edited by 
iii illia m J.. Filstea(l 1 Jean Rossi, and 5ark Ke.llet: ... 
Ca•br , Mass.: Ballinger Publishing compaay. 1976. 

Pocock, Oe A .. , and Landauer, Ali A. "The severity of 
Drunken D ving as Perceived by D.rul\ken Dcivers.n 
!£.£.ll§!!tt_An~.:l;wis and .~J;~:V..@.ntiQ.B 12 ( 1930): 105-111. 

!'resident's Cot'lt1111ission on La.w Rnforcem;ent and Adllliaistration 
Just 1.<.!.§~_:Pnrc;;:? 1!~11Qrt: .O{qg,teJrn.t1ss,._ Bashing ton, 

Dian.a., a 
A l~eview .. " 

Wony, f1artin n. "Drug Education t.o 
Jm.u::nal: .. 9t. D~u9 ll:ducat:Mm 6 { 1976): 

Re , Ray;wnd E. 
ti on 
t 

i 1The Traffic Safet.f Bf fectiveness of 
.for First Offense .Drunk. Drilrers. n 

Department qf 'l'.ca.Asporta.tion, 
nq ton, D ... c .. 



275 

Be , R.E •• and Davis. L.A. est Interi• Analysis of 
i:: Treatment. Effectiveness.,tt comprehensive 

Under Influence of Alcohol Offender Tz:ea.t.ment 
on Project, Sac.c·amento, California, 1980 .. 

!. .. A. '*f'i-rst Interiaa Analysis o.f 
T cea.titent fect.iveaess .. " Office of 

1980. 

son, I.8., , 1. u11cohol Bdacatioa Course 
foe Young A Prel.imina.ry ieport .. " .a,iti§!l 
~.Q.J:!!.Il.~J,,_1.:rn_!lcohol ~1!.4. Aicobo!:i2!! t 1 ( 1 : 32-38. 

Robertson, Leon s,.; 1 Robert f!.; and Ross, B. Laurence .. 

Bo 

11 1 Sentences for Drivin!;J While Intoxicated in Chicago: 
A Judicial that Faih1d .. *' ~i!!!;g,_!io~i~tI .Rev!~!. 8 
{1973):: 

nso:n" R. c. llcoh.ol Edu.cation credible and 
E " in l(!:Q.Cee4!);AtI1;? gJ !;!_~_28th, Iqt~r1a;t.ionq_l 
£2!!9.t:!t~c§_Q!!_!1CQ!lo! .. and_Ucoholis!! pp. 120-12 l,. Edited 

1968 .. 
ler and ft. Bajcbrowicz. Washington, D.C.: 

ii ... J. ~-!lc~;i._£.._lh!QA&hlic._=:i, New X.ork: Oxio~d 
Pr<~ss, 1979 .. 

nnoing What•s Indicated: Dii!I as 
n Al~holis~;_....th.~. l!at,i!;UH~.Ll~g-azite 2 

Bo c;, 1L..; z:s011, n ... G .. ; Prom iseL, D ... l! .. ; and '.lo¥t.ie, 
L .. H... nEvaluation of holism '.1'.reat.f!lent. P.roqrams fo1· 
Dr k g Dr: " 'l"r~nsportili<?.!'t .l!M?egrgh Rfi!.COrg 609 
{1976). 

P.oss, H. Laurence.. Jm.f&J;.;t;J.Q.g.JJ!~Jlt.iB~:1.·ng_p.rii(}&'.:. 
Lex on, !'\lass .. : Lexington Books 11 1982 .. 

It.. LaUt"f-~nce... *'The E.ffecti vene.ss of Dr inJti.ng-and-
Dri "liu9 n and Great Britain. 0 in llcoh.2h 
ra:l}<J.2 ... _!!!!L"t:c~f;ti.SLSaf~ll'!. Pf:~ .. 663-678. Edited by s .. 

lstam a1ul s .. l..a.mbert.. Toronto, Canada.: Addiction 
.R€~search fu t.ion. of , 1975 .. 

and Blumenthal, tt,Q.r:ra.y .. 
in otat in a Legal Setting." 
§.ocio!9.9.!!i!: 10 {1975) : 150-155. 

1'S.ame Prob le ms 
'I'be American 



276 

Ross, H. Laurence aud Blumenthal, ~array. "Sanction.s for 
th{~ g r: An Experil!U!ntal Study .. 11 ~9.!!CD.a.l_of 
Leqa!_ Stu.~ 3 (1914}: 5.3-61,. 

G. R. 11..!E§tl"iilti<.!! .az!;g £rul!li. ti Vft-il:S!ll.::..2roue 
!£.EI.Q~,kg,t;L£2-Al,c2~ol Eg~ca:tion .f2!;: .. Col!@ge ,st.agents 
Ph .. D.. Dissertat.ion 1 University of Flo.rid.a, 1978 .. 

Rusctu.Htnn, P.A.. 0 te 1 and Adf.linistratiwe Act.ions :fa.ken 
1 t-1'.''aul t .Drivers .lnYolvi:H:i in Fatal Traf fie 

li~Htl-1!~2,!!.-~av._2. 1918: 18-23 .. 

Saal , ,Jam1.:1s H .. and TrorJ·iHUl, John E .. 
i~Interorgan tioual Impediments to the Reduction of 
Alcohol-E:elat~~d ffic liortalitJ .. " in ft9..cee@!J1g_s....Q~-~ 
£2nfe!!U!£S!._m1 ~9,~J!.~i.ll_J!!!i!llQ:llS~_!;;.Q \;tggtto.l~s.1 t:!i! 
H.j,ghwu_~rash!!§.:!. Edited by Lyle o ... Filki.ns and Naomi K .. 
Geller, Tbe university 

I'i. : H ty Res~arch Institute, 1970 .. 

Sa , S ; Holman, Martin; Wynkoop, 
Characteristics ot D .. IJ .. I. ... Individuals 
Drinkers." !J&2!!Q.l, ._D+111.gs a\[1g 

pp. 175-180.., EdH:ed by s .. Israelstam and 
Toronto, Canada: Addiction Research 

of Ontac • 1975. 

s en t, ~ar:ga J:et.. J!~int,i,n.•:1 ... :~U!d j,lstQQ9}$.iS§LU-ll~!-£·a.lia;__A 
fow~i: D.elat i.2.J.!§ 'Ih.~Q:t;'.h R.el.bourne, Ausb::alia: LonqlliU:& 
Cheshire Pty Limited, 1979 .. 

Saunders, Ila 
Adults: A 
Dri 

Hilrunk Drifling Among Youtb. aod Young 
ption a Pilot Study for Reducing 

:Ori ving Amo1L1g Young People in Riciuaond, 
Pa p at HCA Annual Co.nfereuce, 
D .. C.,, l~ay,, 1979 .. 

Scblot~eim, Hans Eart.mann.. uQuest.ions in the Matter of 
D:i:ivi<:~r• s Revocation. n Bl.Y.:t.g.J,kq!!:ql 10 ( 197J): 
6 79. 

, flare A .. ,. and Cahalan., Don. "Evalu.atioa of 
Ale olism Trea ti1u,:mt .l?rogram,fi ... a ir"' !lak!ol a1u.l lli2.l:l2.l 
fI;:ill~ms: ~f§!.!._l"'l;Qkiug:_!!~d i!iew l,)ir~ctio~:!. pp.. 229-266 ... 
Edited by if ••. L. Filstead: J .. J. Rossi; a.ad M. Keller. 
Ca , rt<1ss .. :. Uallinqei: Publishiqg Co.mp.any., 1976. 

ltz, n. nRef <>ns 011 the Practice of Revokinq 
D t a P:r:obat Pt~ciod .. 0 ulut;;~lk~Q]: 



Ser ur, G ... 1. "Alcohol y Action Project and the 
courts.u .in Alcohol ~robletf#~ pp. 203-213 .. Edited by D. 

n, Nev York: Holmes t ~e.ier Pablisb.e,cs,, 1979 .. 

t, Carol I.. ff A Look at Soae Current Programs .. u 
~Q.!!£.!Htt._Qf_Df.!.!S.L"l=:du~~ ~i,Qn 3 { 1'913): 127-139 .. 

, H,. nal DriYer•s Education Courses as an 
!l te r.na we to Rt? VO Uri vers' I.ic.!<H1ses. •• .Slut:altQ.qoJ:. 
17 (l 0) : :3 9- 4 8 .. 

al, H. A. 11 Weeke'!:Hl Int.e.rv~3ntion Prog£a&: 'rti.ree Years of 
S UC Cf;;> SS i n -U1e Drinl!.i Dr.iver.*' Report 

at t Sta.te University School of 

0 D ... W. I. Inte.rvention: Rcacbi~9 the Problem 
" .Alc2!!ol !!£a.1th_!!td lifisea1;..g.l!_~g:[!!l 1 (1982): 

St d,, Arthur, and Brovar, Alan.. *'Undesirable Sequelae 
of Drug Ed uca ti on,.'" Cont:~f!Eq~11£I_I!.t!!g f.f<?b.l.@!a I 
(1918): 115 .. 

Straus, 1$ Prob Drinking iu the Perspective of 
social : 1'Ht0-1913 .. ~ in Alc:oh.,g,l agg .!lco~ 
Probl.em~.;,._Jiew Th,!nking aqg New Q:i,rgqj.ioa§ pp .. 29-56 .. 
Edited. by \L ... l .. Filstead; ,J..,J .. Rossi; and M. Keller. 

c , nass .. : nalli.nger Publishi11,9 Co.11tpany, 1976. 

*'Study Shows Success of mew Yock Drinking Driver Progi::am .. u 
!g\.t:fic_aaf~!.Y 79 ( 1979): 16 .. 

'No Win•: Drug Education 
JoUtJli!!_of llc1!:lfl~!ll!!~a.t.i,u a 

SW'anstrom., ff .. J .. , a.nd Ring, G .. "Report on fhree-laar Study: 
fl Paper pr~sent.ed at 2ud 
Rochester, Minnesota, June,. Hational D. w,. L 

1979,. 

Thom , James D. 
acG.ra!ii-Hill 

llecisions About Alcohoi. ~1 
Co1iu11ission of the States.. 1977. 

Ot:Y.§.ni~~ tions in Agt.,iou... Nev York: 
COl!l{HUl}1 1 1967. 



Tri 

278 

'*The O Drivers Course in Iowa: An 
of ivi.sm .. n Trg_ffl.:<:;. Quau~rlz 32 { 1918) : 

Coi) on Prevention.. 1i!HUH.t..1.~~~edj.Q.!1§~ 
, Maryland: n. s.. Depart•ent of Hea. lt.h,, Education 

I 1977., 

Trip i, '.l'ony; lin, llip; and. tein, Irviti ... 
Di{L~£g_!!tJaLdQ.£ia! Progrru! Ev4lJH\~.:ii9.!!~ Itasca, 
lllinois: F .. E. PHacock Publishers, I&c. 1978 .. 

a. s .. Depai:t11tent o.f Eealtb and HlHilan Services.. ~ft~ 

~!!!!£i~i .. i~P9&:L tQ tlll!~~' Congr~ .... ~!:!L.A!£g.hgl. aa'!l 
ttealt!b. tiashlngton, o.c.: !iatlonal Institute on Alcohol 
Abuse a A , 1981. 

u.s. Depar Health, Education and Welfare. 
Alcoholism. The Secretary's committee on ll.ctiholism. 
iashi-t'On 1 n .. c .. , 1965 ... 

u ... s. of Health, .Education a.nd ilelfare. ~,!11Hmar1 
!f..CO£~edi.p.g§_Qt...t~!LI~iR<l{ir!t&_<~Qnf,ru;;,~LGi .. PJ;:§!ellt.;iqn .. 
Rockville 1 Mary lard, l9T7 .. 

u .. s. tment Transportation. Y:.oqh~~ .aag_;fi.,i.ghwax 
~3!:&.~!Llll~;.._Lg~'!l<t;'!.~ -2.L..1rut_~il!L2:t. t.!e lao1.J:edg~ 
lashington, D. c., 1978. 

u .. s.. t. of Transportation.. !J&o.hod: .. Jia~t.l: .Actio!l 
f~Qj!t~l_s Evallla ti on tie!hQ.dolggI a1d .~Q!.f!.all Pi.;ogXati! 
!!!2!!.£:.t. no~r No. HS 801 896... Washingtoa, D .. c .. : u ... s. 
Government ting , 1979. 

u .. s. tment. of Transportation.... llc.2b.ol .. aag !!i.S!1H.I 
§.5.{§:!:.ILA-.!!el!Q.f.t to the coa1.n:~22_frgm tk@_~:i£.r1J!.~all .. 9~ 
U!!!!.!?12.Qt"tation:!.. ~as.hinqtt>n, o.c.: Gove.cmae.nt Priut.irHJ 
Office. August, 1 

o .. s .. Depar of T.causportation. filuuiacx :2t .. J~at.iona1 
.\J.:~2!!01_§.af~!Y-Ac.t~QQ_froj~<;.'t~ DOT No. HS 804 032. 
Washi ton, D .. C .. : u .. s. G<>vt~rnment Printing Office., 1979 

u. General Accounting ice. "The Drinking-Driver 
t Can Be .Done About It?" :Washington, D .. c., 

1979. 



279 

u.s. Nat 1 y '.l'raf c Safety Administra.ti.on .. 
!lcohol_§.afetL!£tiQ1!._~~E91£:LLllia!t;_Ifil![_...~Yt!Yst!o!! 
f!~!i~Hf.1.. Washington. D,. c ... : u.. s. Departaen t of 
Transportation. June, 1972. 

u. s. National Tr c Safety Admiuist..ra.tion.. !:2!'.!U! 
2f:L!1£.2.lH>L~!.~:;-1!~2.Y0S.i Washington, D .. c.: TJ .• s. 
De t•ent of Transportation, 1971. 

u .. s .. Hat.ional H y ty Bureau. Al.@4oJ:.§sl:~I 
£2!lll!:~~~Jli:~ .PJ:oqr~l@.t iashington, D,. c. : u .. s'"' 
Depar of tation, 1970. 

n 1 Lor®e; and. Chan, Godwin. naide 
iuq in Etobicoke) A Driving-While-

si.u::{~ k>rogram. 1t Retiort prepared for 
Foundation, roronto, caaada. 1979. 

Voas, R .. B.. t'Re.salts a Implications of the ASA2s." .in 
.~lcoho1L-Dr µqs .. ~nd_Tc!!Ui.9 .~B!.t.1...._-1~Litl.,_ PP• 
1129-1144.. .Edi:ted by L ... Gold.berg. Stockholm: llmqvist & 
~ I.nb1rnat.ional,. 1981,. 

surveys,. .Demograpttics and B ... ii.C .. s 
in !1£2.ho,4 D'7!.!iLsl.d .ii:;aUic: .. :SS&:fetx't. pp. 

s.. Israelstam aud s.. Lambert,. Toro11 to, 
tion Be search Poundatiou of Ontario, 1975. 

A.. NDete.C'1~in.ing stra:te.g.ies and Exgectations 
I En.forcel.l\ent Against Alcohol I11;pairod 

nura l Areas,. n Report p.t:epared for the 
tment o.f Mental th, Waterbury, Vermont. 1913 ... 

Naller, Julian A. 11 Epidem.iolo9ic Issues About A.leohol, 
ot a Uighva..f Safa:t.yn in l?r~g§Qi,nq.~ :Ot. U'1e 
Si!.th._!nt~nal_.ioual CQ!!{~Fea-ce.5}l;}_!l9.2~21L-~nd 
!£~ffi£. S<:J.h.?ty pp.. J-11. .Edited by s ... Iscaelsta.11 and s. 

.. Toronto: Addict imi Research Pounda.tion of 
, 1975 .. 

, J .. A.. n ctors Associated with Police Evalnat.ion of 
Ori ''l Fatal Hi<Jh~ay Crashes.*' JOJ:!!:!l.ll_t.!t Safety 
ifil!~i!££h 3 ( , 911) • 

, Kenneth iii..: Horn, John 1..; and Poster, F .. Mark... nA 
l Assessment Model for Alcottolism.... Joumg,! 

.Qf Studies on !lco:!Q1 ( 1977}: 512-54 3. 



280 

, s. B., ton, c. A. 0 some fects of Alcohol, 
Ori ver., and Estimaterl Speed on the Likelihood of 

Driv,,?r Injucy~ 11 !£cifitm&-A!l~J;:G!i2_ ~aU;:ev~i!1i-2!! 4 
(1972): 59-

"Public Policy and Alcohol Related Damage: 
or Social Controls.•~ A.s!d:itr!=i-f@. B!!lHl!iQ£?. 

e , .Josr~ s .. ; sea 
umato, James s.; 

!i!J!.l u :! t iQ.!L~ Q l:.i:.£1.:!.. 
Institute, 1976 .. 

on, John I. Duffy, Hugh G.; 
and Vogt, Leona M. f'ed~ri@J 
Washin..1ton, i.L.C.: The Urban 

Cicco, L.M .. ; and Unterberger, .a. 
Evaluation of an Alcohol Education 

am,. .iu fX2.£..S.liings Qt !:h@ ~.tL!ll~-tP.4:tiz~na! 
.£2.i!lYI~fLQ~ 111c2.!"tf?.! and_!l~qho!m p.. 20. Edited by tii. 

r and 11ajd:u:ovicz.. wash:i1lgton, D.c .. , 1968. 

t.he Oil cou.n.selor: Tie-ins to 
tion and Treatnurnt. of Problem Drinfters." 

Prese at t National IHU Conference, Rochester, 
MimH?.:Sota, 1979, 

Wixom,, Cba.rle.s w .. , S&iitehart, James lii.. "Co1i11munications 
and Pub Be to Abusive Drinking and Highway 
Cra es .. n f:!:Q£eedi~~. o~-!-~!l~~,JJiHA£!it-2LCQJ!il!U!fu 
!l~~pgnsc".! to A!.£2.l!.ol!§m 5111!! 

Higtr!ifay Crashes. Edited .by Lyle D. Filkins and Naomi K .. 
Gel Un ity o.f fl;!ich.igan.: a.ighway .Safet:y 
Research Institute, 1970. 

Yanos, J .. H.. t:.ield_l'.!Vi:&il2..t!.on anil !;!.!:.l!.4.1 of_J;J!:e. DJ;j..»:king: -~J!d 
Driving__!.,Q.£~E.,Q.Q.~ Dissertation, University of Illinois at 
Chica Circle, 1980. 

2:ador, Paul.. u al Evaluation of the Effectiveness 
of 1 A l y Action s. 'u !£cid~t, An~l t;;a!§. 
a~1 Pf.!a!!!Ittcio!! 8 {1916): 51-66 .. 

Za , .Paul.. n1 RejoLo.der to HA Ct:iti•iue of the Paper 
tic al Evaluation of the Effective.ness of Alcohol 

y Act.ion P 111 by Johnson et al .. " ,l:i;,s;:i~nt 
A.ru!lll2!£Ll!l!d Pr~tiQA 8 (1977): 15-19 .. 

, and iiueller, Robert. "Co1urnnity Alcob.•')l 
et y cam Study .. n Report prepared .for Nort.b. 

Shore Council on Alcoholis:11, MA, 1976. 



281 

Zimr , fr<1nl<::lin s .• , ant'.l Hd.fll'kins 1 Gordon J. Deteri:~;.. 
I.~ih.~9'..~.1 Tlu:eat in. Crime Canti:ol Cnicago: The University 
of Chicago Press, 1973. 

Zy , .. "A tic.al Evaluation of the J..iterature 
on 1 llcohol Iuvolv<H1ent • in ifighwa:r Deat.hs. n !2cident 
lHHl!Y.sis 9,tHl P:r~tHl t~Q.!! 6 ( 1974):: 163-204 ... 

lmaa. B "DiI 
Not Bore ive?" 
{197.5):: 179-190 .. 

orcement Progt::am.s : Whf Ai:e Tht?f 
!pc.I.gent !!!a!Iiii2.-$.l~ PS:i!.Jt'HlJ:ion 1 



SELECTED BIBLIOGllAPHY 

An on, Scar via. B., and Ball, SamueL. t~~-i_to:~§S.j.O!,! i!rul 
!'.__[~icLo.f .P J;9<fC{liJI .• E!alJJation'!. San Praacisco: Josse r-
Bass, 1978. 

, Hoher:t if~. ThfLH.i:g!tnl JJ\sk f~l;tlg.@L_;eolA,c1 .l~~µ,e;? iu 
E!l9l!iiM2af.g!:!'!'. Nev York: iii ley-ln ter.science • 197 l .. 

., H. A];9QB_Q;).. ... _J!J;1!9~& .aruLkaffi,& .S1;{~t.1: ! Whg,£g 
Do_!!;t_Q.Q_!:~om H~? Springf.ield, .Illinois: Charles c .. 
'l'hoaas,. 1980 .. 

Cha Mor 
§.~cie:U:.. 

E ... , and Oemone,. Harold w.. ~hQ,lislll i'!P..sl 
NHw 1«:n:-k: Oxfo1:d Dniversit.y Press, 1962 .. 

, J.; Rossi, Jean J,.; and Keller, Mark .. 
Alco@.Q!.,..aml Alcoh.QLfb2l>l!U!§i.J.~!-~Ain.ti:ng: 4nd l!!.~ 
Di;.J;:~ctions.. Cambridge., ~ass .. : .Ballinger Publishing 
Com "' 1976. 

Gold.bei:g, 1. .. 
Stock 

illii I 
.Sat.~~th 
Ontario, 

AJ..co.tta!L.Jl£li~ agg i'&aff ist-.§li~._!!Y:Yl&e_.,ilI. 
Al•g•ist & Witsell Interaational. 1981. 

rt. !.h~ Cul,t_~e....2.f_f!l!il..ic .. PcghlStH:!. 
Univer-sity of Cbicago Press, 1981 .. 

~· 
~>.· 'I s.. A.lc2a21., Ri:.!!.1.§L ~ r&ad ~ilf f ic 

Addiction ResE>.arch J'oundtion ot Toronto, 
1975 .. 

er 1 .Peter a .. , and .Mastria, ~a.cie.. Alt;~r~!;i;w@s t2 
ll£2.!0l Alrnse'!. Champaign,. Illiaois: Research. P re.ss 
Com y, 1911 ... 

,. Gerald. D~uqs .J!&Q. DI2iViQ9.s. Sydney, lust.ralia: s,. 
Australasian Drug Infocmation secvices. 1912. 

Moor<~, H ... ; and Gerstein, Dean a .. , .Edi tors... !J&ohol~nd 
fubli.£_R2lig~yond_the Sllado!_o.f J?.&;2!ibi-SiQh 

ton, D. c .. : National Acadt:n!ly Press, 1981 .. 



Pa 

28] 

r1ce H. Alcohol," _Cultu.re.&....l!!!.Sl .... Sos;.ilfl.!L.. Uew 
A~s Pr:ess, 19 52 .. 

, Da , tor !122.hol fi.fil!l&§-i._.B~v i~ws., Resear.£!! 
~q,g _gg£omm.~ndtlion~ London: T.h.e MacMillan Press Ltd • ., 
l:H9. 

Horaba h, t'i.-J .. 
University 

Ross, H .. Laurence.. ~1:;¥t.[iJlS.~he .Rl:ili;..ir!l9.. vri_1e1::. 
Le Mass.: Le1:iu9ton Books, 1982 .. 

~rn t, ~a:c ret.. ~!,~k.inq aud A!i;ohalism j,,q ~Au~t~a.J,,,ia: ! 
f2~.t R{:!L£!_!;_ions._f.!.Q.1"!· Melbourne, Austcal.ia: Longman 
Cheshire Pty Lilliteil, 1979 .. 

I.gac!!J:.oo.....!ta.qut f\J,cob.Q.!=. New York: t'icGraw-Hill 
y, 1964 .. 

Tr i, :rouy; , ; and Epstein" IrwiA .. 
Y.!f~nt,!a.l_,§.Q.Cij1_~£9Sftalit Evaluat:L91U. Itasca, 
Illinois: F ... g .• Peacock Publistiers, Inc.. l97d. 

Zi1rcinq, li.n E., Hawkins, Gardon J.. ~terrence.;. 
!!lu~_!d.?t~! Th~.tl9.t in Cri~ C!ln~rfil: Chicago: The Ur1iversity 
of Cldcago Press.- 197 3 .. 



2H4 

n. 0 The Role t.~e 'lolun ta.ry Agencies in 
tt Alcobolism 0 iii Fil.stead, Wi.li.iam J •. ; Rossi, 

.Jea.u ,1.; Keller, !'lark.. i_.!,cobol ;.qng A:l9QJtPJ. ,f&oble@Si. 
!e~ ~.hi ukin.~LJ!!!f!_!~v .• Direvt:j.oas~ ca.abridge, Hass.: Ba 1.-
lin Publishing Colltpany, 1976. 

:sacc.H1, Se D... HConct:~ptstt in 11&.~st!..J!M Al\(e~o! Proh-
iid'It:-!.~.!iii. ~ew T~.11li!u:Lai\d.Ji~LDir~ct\012L pp. 51- t3'4. 

ed by i. J~ Pilstead; J. J. Bossi; and ft. leller. Cam-
, l'!ass .. : .Ba.lliuger Publishing Company, 1976. 

l'' .. ; and Schurr, tn:yce c. ~•.Eva 1-
of net.ion f>roqrams for Ci:n1-

Driv~;-rs .. " in !J&onqA, ... Rt'!ets 1 <\.id Tr~f;tic 
~feu, pp. 749-754. ted by s .. Iscael.stam and s.,. Laa-
bert. '!'oronto 1 Canada: diction Research Foundation of 
Ont , 1'115. 

ne, E. l!i .. ; , R .. i'L.; Scc>les., P. !.. •Bva.luation of a 
'l"reatm~:nt l?1:ogra.m for 
rents in A lcoholisai"' 
Ier:---;;;-10Ci.!~ilie 

D.c-unk Driving Of fenders .. u in £!U:.-
PP• 121-1.35.. Edited by M .. Galau-
and Stratton, 1979. 

1 1 ihitebead, Paul c. 
i ve ou IlriukitHJ u.uiaa qe:ft in J .. 

!l!ll.._Re!,Q{ll .. an~\ Soci_~~l:!. West.port, 

"Socio.logicaJ. P-er:-
s.. :&locker, ll£2-
;: Greenwood Press, 

1979. 

, praisal of Drug r!ducat.ion Programs. n 
in H.J. Is ; H. Kalaut; R.B. Popham; I. 

; a smart.. li42eaL'c:!. .&gx~a~as. :in 1.lcoh.pl 
!!!!~L.QJ~,!lg_f.rotl!a~L.J.olu!.~-1!.Q.?. New 'fork.: Johu Wiley S 
Sons, Inc., 1915. 

11 Prublems wit.h Alcoho.l: An Histo.cical Per-
fl in Alcohg! .. anq_Aj.~q], P.,gbleas: l@Lfilli!rui 

S.114-~~~-Q..it·ectiQJ!!! 5-28. Edi.ted by ~ .. J.. Fil.stead; 
J ... J .. Rossi; and ii .. Keller. ridge., ft.ass • .: .Ballinger 

i Com y, 1976. 

s Council.. !lcg~oi_ll~lle?lired Q~i:!ftf.~ 
go, National Safety Council. 1970. 



285 

Nichols, J,. L,. ; El ling st.ad, V,. s .. ; Struck.man-Jolrnson, D. L .. 
rimental Evaluation the Effectiveness of Shoct-

ucation and .Rehabilitation Programs for Convicted 
Dr.i v~rsH Cm::r@ntL-i.!Lll£2!!2!~a!i...:;.. Y 9.:J.J!11a §~ 

157- 7'8.. M. Galanter. Ne'ii Iork: Gruue i::UHi 
Stratton, i 979 .. 

Pere M. .. JJ... HAlcohol, D.Lugs, and D.riviIHJ: Eelative P.ci<:u:-
i for and Applied B.esearch." i11 ll£0!!0!..1. Drage_ 
and 'l:I.!.f.fic_§.~fetk pp. Hr7-128.. .Edited by s.. Israe.l-
st.am and s .. Lambert.. Toronto, Canada: Ad.diction Besearcb 
Pouodat n Ontario, 1975. 

'f... A.. "Proble11 of Alcoi1ol and Drugs: Rela-
~onre la tionships ()fil the Point .of Yieu of 

11<.'.:ittion" Alcoho.l s,:J.,.!lCQ.!!gl PJ:Hi~!~!§i. ~@W IP.iii!!l.ag, 
9-!l'fl_l!elM Dil:E.!£t!Q.!!~ PP• 194- t99.. Edited by William J., 
Filstead,, Joan J,,. Rossi; and t'.lark Keller.. Cambridge., 
l'lass.: Balli111~t~r Publish.in•:) Coii!.pa:ny.. 1976 .. 

B. Laur~rnce.. ii~rhe fectiffeooss of Ilrinkin.g-and-Driv-
9 Laws S n Great Brit.a.in.*' in Alcottgh 

l2u$!2.1.-~Hl<l_"!'raft_i£_~f~U,,,. pp. 663-618. Edited by s. 
aud s. L~imbert... Toronto., Canada: Addiction 

Ontario, 1975 .. 

, Marc iL., Cahalan, Don. ttEwaluatio11 Alcoho-
Trea t.:iam. t Pcograms. • in Alcohol __ 4f!q Al:c.oilio! ..... PLQ.!!-

l~i!§i.._!?!! !h!!l~ing ~!t*' J>ire£tio.n!!& pp. 229- 266.. Ed-
ited ~ .. J. Fil.stead; J,..J.. Ros.si; aud I!. Kelh~c • 

mg~:ou.r 1 

Courts .. " 
Robinson, 

.# Mass .. : Ballin.gee Publi.sb.inq C<Hapanp, 197~ .. 

G • .J... 0 Alco 1 Safety Action Project and the 
g.lcohol Pro.ble!f!~ pp.. 2.03-213... Edit:ed .by D,. 

New York: Holmes & Meier Publishers, 1979. 

Straus, t. 11 m Or inking in the Pe.rspective so-
l Change: 3 .. " in !J.<;.g,tp:>.l, ai!Ud i.l~g~o!:..Pto»lem.fii. 

te!:, .'l:!J!.nk1ng_J!_nd tie'!I q,;.h'~tlion2 pp. 29-Sb. Edited bJ it .. J. 
Pilstead; J .J ... Uossi; and M.. Keller.. ca11lu:idge, Mass .. : 

Compa.1:1y, 1976. 

Voas., B. "R<::s and .Implications of tile AS.Al's. u in Al.-
9.~l.t-_Q~Y~HlL!l!!!L_!nf;fic !?i!:fetxL-..... !Qlttt:ce....III.. PP" 
1129-1144.. Edited by L.. Gold.ber:q, Stockholm: ilmqvist. & 

International. 1981. 



286 

surveys, Demographics and B.A.C.s 
n Al£Q.E!QJ:.c._Q.,Q!g;;;,>,~nd ~raffi:.~~ii~f~:t~~ pp .. 

21-31,. Edi by s .. Is1:·aelstam and s •. Lambert., Toronto, 
Canada:: Adi:liction Resea:rch Foundation of Ont.a.rio, 1975,,. 

er, Jillian A.. idemio Issues About Alcohol, Ot.!:i-
er and wa;J Safety« in P:roc1iliJ!gs o.f _lhg 
~i: ~ t;!_!!lt.~!!.dliona! __ ~ou f er§ll!Ce o!l_ltj.coa..01, ~.J; UQfe ic. a_ag 
!'-!!.l1i£ Saf~1I pp,. 3-11.. l~dit:ed by s. Israe.lstam aud s,. 
Lambect. Ti::n:-ont.o: Aildiction Research. .Foundati.on of On-
tario, 75. 

Milliams, i~moml D.; and Madill, Her-
ts Hodei:ate Blood Alcohol Con.cents:a-

Dri wing Perfor11Hu1ce. *' ~L21 
f!.t:~!li!HLQ!L!!~l!Ql !H {1980): 623-634. 

, N., Sandow, B,. '"Alcohol Bffects on Driver Per-
f or!lHrnc•; rJnder Conditions of Divided Attent.iun .. u ~J;:g,Q-
BQ!i£!? ( ): 185-190. 

, L,. w.. 0 Alcohol: A ?rob of A4'arenass?" Jour!H!l 
2,f_~\£Q.lHJ!_i!~g._Q~~qgg:Y&J! 25 { 1979): 52-53. 

Cameron, Tra.cy. Impact of Drinkiug-Dciver Countermea-
sur!i:~s: A and Evaluat.ion ... " <;Q~t!i\tll!RJ;'<\J.:f. _ _jl.~g 

B (1979): 495-565. 

C m J. " Deterrent Influence of Panish-
111.ent.," £ri!.~L.~J1d...J?.~linquencf: 12 { 1966): 70-75. 

Cooper, A.. M. and 11, !'!. B .. , "Does Alcoh.ol Education 
Prevent Alcohol Problems? for Evaluation ... 11 J~ru!! 
gf_A.!£f!ho!~<!lj!l_ 1Jr~g Educati,oq 25 {1919):: 54-63 .. 

ti substance Preve.ntion Pcoqcam11ing and 
in Need of Iatprovemeat"'" Jol![J!al 

3 {1979}: 189-208,. 

Program Shows Encon:cagin9 Resu.lts.n 1.£4-
(1979): 21 .. 



2H7 

, P.. ucation in tile School Cl.lrr:iculu11: :l'he 
s le ue vs. The InterdisciplinarJ Approacn .. 0 

~rourn~l-2.B.....!lcohg! and Df.!!9.J~@~tig!l 4tt (1979): 41-:57 •. 

, 
tion: A 
Imp 
{1978): 

Lotsof, A:ntoi.nette B. "Drug Educa-
Perspective" An Educational Model and an 

" .~2Y.n~1 .. 21_~J!.1~~M:!211 a 

Gove, ialter R.. .ttDeterrence: Smlh~ 
et 1 

(1975): 497-513 .. 
rations .. t• l,a~Land . So<;lill li~tlgj! 9 

Grant, "Drug Edacation: What l.t Is and Isn't.• 
91. J_ournal Q!_J21~J!!1_~4ui;..!!.tiQB, 2 (1912): 

G,., Green, Donald E.. ni.egal J!unis h-
1 Disapproval, and Intecualiz.at.ion as Inhibi·-

tm:::~;; Illegal vior.*' '.rh'§LJO~J.i$!l\io...9f C.Jii!in:f!1._~aw 
~~q Cf.ill!n.Q.!29! 71 {1980}: 325-335 .. 

Li 1Uteto.ric of Sclence: Coaedy and 
Driver Resf'...arch ... u A•e~n Soc.ioloqj._-

=--ae-.· · ... vie!! ) : 16-]4 .. 

i'L.E. Efficacy of Licensing Controls as a cou.n-
Multip I.Hi.I O ders ... • 4<!1.!&:&&l of. Sg,fgr 

HJ (1978) ! 115- ·122. 

Ha iilliams, u .. L .. ; and McCon:uell,. E .. J... "The Tra.f-
'/ Impact Alcob ol Abuse 1.'I:tt?a.tuu:rnt. as a.11 Altec-

to rianda Licen.siug Controls." A9.Ci4.!tnt ~t\a1.1.-
~i2._and_f.l.'<:~!.~B!io!! 11 {1979):: 215-291 .. 

I R .. E .. ; Hi 
.. w.. 'fra 

m~mt as an A 
i£Cid~!!.L·An£!ltsi.~ 

y # J) 
Dcu a 
( 19 2) : 

ftcConneLl, E.,J.; and Plemiaq, 
Impact of Alcohol lbu.se Treat.-

ti ve to aandab?d I.icensiny Co.nt.rols." 
an:! Pre~ati21 11 { 1919): 275-291. 

Zimerio.g, 
ucation .. " 

Stanley.. u At.titudes Tova.rd 
i!OU..t'!lll~-i·of. D{f!g . ii_u.c~ 2 

and , Richard w. "A co~pa.rison of Thi:ee 
4ourniil ot ~rug id~£!!-on Presentations." 

9) .: 79-80 .• 

R. L.. n Alcohol Relation to :tr.a..ffic Accidents,.*' 
Jcrnm~ l_Qf th§L!!!fil2ica1.Lligdical lssoc.iation 19.38. 



280 

,Johnsou, Penel ; Levy, Pat1l; dnd Voas, Robert.. ••A Criti-

I.a. 

qu.e of Paper •statistical Evalaat.ion. of tb.e K.ffec-
Alcoiwl ty lct:ion. 1 " !£.~.\ge11t An41Y:?:le 

.~ P~!Qll.!::.it:}!! 8 (1976): 67-17,., 

Windham, G.O.. ucompari.son of DWI llepeat-
s ilho A:tte.nded a Level 1 Rehabilita-

Jou1:nal of !J:couo!_..,A.~d Drug .!ij)1cat.~oi! 

u Dri Influ~!nce: li Review of the .Oe-
ve of l Counter: measures." Mis.t&:.S£!dLln 
!J:£OhQ1 ... 3!!Hi_Oritl!!9. 9 (1980): 7-12 .. 

vy, P .. ; Voas, R .. ; Joh11sou, P .. ; aD.d 1 "!' .. M,,. n111 Eval-
ua n t!l.eut of Traaspq:rtatioa: A .. S.l .. P .. s. u 
~2!!£:r!~l-:QJ;;_~a.ft~!.!_i£1!~! 10 { 1978): 162-176. 

James L. HJiedrictiou and Beha.bil.it.a.tion of the 
Dci ver ... n J~l!S.!..J!L'Qrg.1:1_!§3~§ 1975: 255-269. 

L. urhe ti veness of a 'lceatment 
t Alcolaol-Involved Driver,., tt ne.r,icjJl-~Q'!!:.­

ll!.!-21_Dr~~g_!lc::·2.F!Q.! Ab us~ 5 n~H8): 511-525. 

, L. ness of an Alcohol Safety 
1 in Recidivis11 of Dritdtinq Dri11ers .. 11 

~2.ll!H!!_of_iiiudieL~!Ll+g,2Q 2! 40 ( 1979) : 1060-1064 .. 

L. ttThe Effectiveness of au Alcohol Safety 
in Rec of Driakinq Drivers .. •• 

~2.!:ltlliil-2t _.§!;;;ud~~ Alcg!!Q! 40 ( 1979): 1060-1064,. 

~i m,. G l G. "A pti~e Analysis of Alcohol &duca-
~at~?!rials 1971-1979 .. u JQu~nal .·~ Stud\es_2n A.lc<>!!_Ql 

41 (1 0): 1209-1216 .. 

N "Managing .DWI cases Thcoug~ E't'al.u.atioa .. " 
40 ( 1917): 3-1(),. 

Ri! Diana 1 and iionq, Mact.in :a. "Drug Education to 
A w .. u Jou.rnal_of Dug ~.educat;.j.og. 6 ( 1976): 
2 (1982): 33 ... 

1 N ... ; i?at te.csou,. o .. G .. ; P.romisel, D. 8 .. ;. and Towie, 
L ... ff. nEvaluation Alc<>holism Treat !ltent Prog.ra11s for: 

1J D vers ... 11 I~~q~eqrta.YJllL ... _ae§~![gh, J!~org 609 
) .. 



289 

Boss, H. Laurence, and Blumenthal, Hurray. nsome Pt:oblems 
!h.Ll1~n: i <J!l!!-~Q.-mentation in a Legal Settiny .. n 

£i010gi:£i! 10 (197.5};: 150-155 .. 

H.. . .Laurence and Blu11e utha l, li11rraf. 1•sanctions f oi: 
Dci g Drive.r.: An .experimf.rnta1 Study." !ilO!!.t'n~l-2.!. 

3 (1974): 53-61. 

·t, Ca c1:>l L. "A t.oot at Soii!e Current Proqrams. 11 

..JQ!l&Jlal ..... it!. DI'!!9. Efil!.~.t!.2!! 3 ( 1973): 121-139 ... 

Small, ,J.. 11 Ii ... i ... I. Intervention.: .Reaching the P.robitui Dr i.nk-
~~r .. n Alc.;)hQLJ!ealt!LJ!nd~arcb. i9&li 7 ( 1982): 21-21. 

Wa. I J 
Uiilti<>ll .... n 
1-

"The DrinkiIHJ Drive.rs Cou1:.:Eu.~ in Iowa: An 
vism .. u T.i:af:f;ic . iQUli!9{l! 32 ( 197~): 

A.. •A Systems l for Safety Program Ewal-
!£Cif\e ut;_!!!illei!L and __ ,f!,;!;}f!U~.i:.QR 12 { 19 ) : 

nstat.ist.ical Evaluation of t.he Effectiveness 
y Action Projects,. 1 •1 A££t.de;,!:_.A,n~ly§i§ 

8 (1 6) : 51-6t}. 

Za , Paul.. •1A Rejoind.er: to "A Cri tit4ue of the Paper •Sta-
l Ev tion the Ef fect.ivet1ess of .Alcohol 

ty Action Pro s' *' .by Johnson et al .. " !cci,dent. __ ln!!!I-
gs !!!!d_f.~!£.!H.~,i2.!! a (1971): 15-t9. 

Z , R 1i1 Critical Evalu.a ti on of the Li terat:.iu.:e 
on 1 1\.lcobol Involvement' in Highway Deaths ... u Accif!~!!:t 
A!!i!.l.Ieis @9..-tt~tiQ!! fi ( 1974): 163-204 .. 

Zf , Bictiard. .. 
Mot l'iore feet 

Enforcement. P:coqrams : ih.y Ara T'b,ey 
,!\cc!g~qL_!m1lx2is.._i!_!!d l!t:@!~!li.2!! 1 

(1975}: 179-1 

on for Traffic Sa.fet.y.. Proceedings of the Na-
1.ake Buena Vista, Florida, 

, Fa , Falls Church, Virginia: AA.A 
found at for Safety. 



AAA Foundation for ~·ra ic Saf(~ty. Proceedings of the 2nd 
Nat D. w. "! .. Conference.. Roc.herster, Minnesota., June., 
1979. .Falls urch, Virqinia: AAA Foundation for Traffic 

y .. 

Besb ,, lfo N.. u1tnalysis of the Mini-ASAP ae.h.abilitation 
ccnu.1ter:~ea;;.;ures: 1975. u pi:epiu.:ed for the Alcohol 
Sa y .Ac or1 Project., Los Atu.:;eles, California,., 1976 .. 

u m ned to Test. the Effectiveness o.f 
Contact,. AbstitHHace, and Chemica.l :testing on Re-

s in Saa aateo County, California." Re-
f or Hall of Ju.st aad Records, Sa.n 
City, California. 1981. 

Jones, ph K .. , Joscelyn, Kent B.. A..l&f!k l d H · J!.~aI 
§.~{!U.L12.I!!L_!_!!~~iew -o.f_!.h5Liti!1=.~-2f, J,\no• 9.§.:!. Pee-

red for the u.s. Depar:tment of Transpoctatlon, Wa:ih-
ton, D .. c.. 1978. 

Monaco, 

Public Informa ti-qn liithin the 
y Action Project. 1976 .. u Vi:r:!ji.aia 

way Transportatiou Research council, Charlott.es-
, 1971 .. 

of Na. tional Trend Data on A 1-
Comparison with Alcohol Safety 

l/ola.uie 2 .. • Prepared fol:' the 
Transportation, Nat.ion.al Highway Traffic 

Mo,. PB 275-44 7,. 

, J,. , and Wallac.k, L.. l:b.~-R!lLEt>qject; ... F\.J~~~f.;a;:i.J!ll2a 
2.f. a_.n • ~.!E!!t.'i~qt!.l_i:._i;qgram ._ .~.~ D.riak.i.ng-Drivi.ng 
Pe:oble1Bs. sac.r:aaeuto, Cali.fornia: California Department 

19 

Devera Control. 1979. 

New Hampshire Alcohol Safety let.ion 
m on Alcohol and Druy Abase: Analy-

Project Impact .. u Report to the liew Hamp--
Action Project, 1976. 

on Law E.nforce1tent and ldministra.ti.on 
~ra $;k i Q££tL!&~J2.21: ~L.!2.U!~filU!fili!?~ Ji ashing to !t, 

.. 

11The 'l'raf f ic sa.fety Effectiv,euess of u-
llrtmk Drivers.u Report 

Departmeiit of Trans1>Qrtation, Washin·;,-



291 

Reis, and Davis, L.A. •First Interim Ana1Jsis of 
Tr{~atment Effectiveness. u Cotiprehensi ve 

rnf luence of Alcohol Offender T.reatment 
Demonst.ra Project.., Sacraiu~.nto, Califl:n:-nia, 1980 .. 

i.l~wis, L .. ~. °First :Interim Analy.sis of Mu.1-
Trea tment Effectilleness .. "' Office of Alco-

, 1980,,. 

H. 1.a.ur-"ence ,Q.e~~~J;.~!!£~ of_!P.,e UJ;ia~ug: .D.,rivcr:_An a-
~!littiQJ!a.l2~£V~!L !lepo.rt prep-a.red for the u. S.. Depact-
~e:n t of ort:ation.. Report N1u11,ber DOT-HS-805 620. 

March, 1981.. 

on Pt·evention.. Stt!!111.ar.t Prgcee§\i!!;gs"'-
: o .. s. Departnu.'?~t of Health, Edacati.crn 

u .. s... [h? ID(Hlt tb and Human Services,. f.qH,rt;Q §.2g-
S2ill-£g22rt_£Q_!~•gL~£2!.l9.~~2.~ on A.}.cohol i!!d f!~lt!.:. 
~ashingtcm, n,.c,.: Ma.tional In::::o-titute on Alcohol Abuse iHld 
Alcoholism, 1981. 

U .. S... De 
liah 
tern, D .. c. , 1965 ... 

Heal t.h~ Education and Welf,;u::e .. 
s Committee on Alcoholism .. 

li }.c .Q.!12-
Wa shin g-

U.S.. O~:,.partme.nt of Health, Education ielfare. ~l!f!!!!!.£1. 
!!:£9.£~ru!J&~_.Q.f _ _!ae_!.£i:eart;i.te £g_nf!l"~!l~~ .. o.n .itev~~tioh 
Rockville, rla.r.yland, 1977 .. 

U,.. s.. r>epart1u::int of Transportation... !!X2hRLil!ii £t;j,gh!.il 
~s_f ~":tL1~!"7B;t __ :!\_liviu_Qf_j:J~.!L.-Sta:tg_ of .... it&e lnowlegg~ 
Kashioqton# D- c., 1978. 

of Transport.a tioa. AlcW!ol .;;a,iltI a,ctiQ.!! 
f£.2..i!E.£.!.s !Y§.!i.hl tiruL 1et:!H!9o.+qg1. gnat Q!.@{.il!L· Plrogr1m .;tt!-

DOT Ro. RS 803 896. Washington, D .. C.: U.S. Gov-
ernment n / 1979 .. 

u.. rt!'!l.eut. Transp<u·tation. . !1£2.kf!l t.Qil . WA&!WaJ. 
iilli!:.J:.t_~_J!&lEQ.I~ ... :!::2-!hg_£2!Hlt§~!i-t!:.2! M ~h!l . ~l(ret!t:I .. 2! 
~Jl§.2,<!,rt~t;ion. ~asldngton, D ... c.: :Goverruuent Printing 
Office. logust. 1968. 

u.. th~pactment of Tcansportation. S!!U"J:! ~~;ttonil. !!-
~:rlfl..21-·;lafetz 1'u:2ti.2:Ll£Oj~~ GOT No. HS 804 Ol2. Wash-
ingh;n, o .. c • .: u .. s. Govei:1u1u2Rt Printing Off.ice, 1979 



292 

Accountin9 Office.. uaiqhway Safety Grant Pro-
Lind ted Success .. u Washington" D.C.: Octo-

D. .General lccoa Office.. ffThe Ocinking-IH:iver Prob-
Done About rt1n ilasb.ington, D .. c .. I lem W t can Be 

1 

rJ .. s .. N.atio Tr c Safety AdltinistratioB.. !1£!!-
!P-l!_§.af~J.._Actig~a Pmject~ .;_ __ J:i.~~~ .X~«...;~!f:\l,~:tl.211 Pt_~­
l.1Je'ii!L iashin9ton, 1),,. c .. : U ... s. Depa.ctment of Transporta-
tion, June, 1972. 

o .. s. Hat mtl Hiqhwa.y Traffic Safety idttinist.ration.. f:gt:1ua 
g.n A,lQ.ohol ~q_riteQeasuceh Washington, D. C.: U.S.. De-

t of Tri.inspoctation, 1971 .. 

u .. s. National Highw y nureau.. ll£9iloJ, *!itt~ti. Cou-
.!~{~.t:,sures~g.ra.!!£ iasb iu9ton, D .. c. : a ... s,. Depactment 
of Transportation, 1970. 

; Sal~tin,, Lorn~; and Chan, Godwi.n.. "Ride 
Driving in Etobicokej A Driving-tihile-

Cou.ntermeasure P..ro9ram .• u lleport prepa:red for 
Foundation, Toronto, Canada., 1979 .• 

lallar, Julian A. 
ng I 

ving in i~ural 
men.t. of !'!eut 

"'Ot?t~~:c~ird.ng Strategies and. lUC:pect.atioQ,s 
1'1nfoccement. Ag4.iilst. Alcohol I~paired 

Areas .. " Report prepared for the Depa.rt-
th, iiat.ecbury, Vermont.. 1913 .. 

, and l'!uelle:r, Rohe rt. •ci:1m1u.in.i~y Alcohol 
raKi Impact Study,.'* Report 1,.n:-epared for Narth 

Council on A.lcoholism, MA, 1916:,.. 

Bl;lrm, Geral(l A .. 
a 

National Co 

t•Navy Alcohol Sa.faty Action Pro.gram {NASA.Pl 
- And Still Scoring.•• presented at 

on .!lcotiolism Na tioaal Conference Labor-
Washington, D .. c. April, 1~79 .• 

L .. R.. "Hesnlts NIAA A Funded Court. lleferra 1 Pr a-
Presented at Secoud National !Hi! Conference, io-

sota. June# 1919. 



293 

S b prepan~d for the Confereuce o.n 
Responsf: to Alcoitolis11. and Hig!rway crashes, 

1970. Aor1 Arbor, Michigan:: "rh-e Highway Safety Research 
Ins tut•~. 

a 
Involvecl in 
l1es{'~arc b I 

D'"" '"'Compacisous of Drunk Delvers Arrested 
to Treatment to Those Not A1:rested and se 
.Fit.t.al Crashes.'*' Confet"ence P.aper 1 Midwe:st 

u.te, Kansas City, ~o... 1977. 

, ~.. J. !_ 5 tJ!U_Q,_KiOW l~q.ge J,:§~gQQO.lis,h_!:M 
+'teat ment as_!f!.ri.:a.bles in,_~t~;\~t;i.QAa\\ii! .. J:SL~ubs~gllei!t_lK­
t;~~t2_!o:L_Qrivi!!£Li!.!ile !»t2!.i.i:r.~!~d.. Ph .. D. Dissertatioµ, 
The .Florida State University, 1919 .. 

i, Ii .. s .. ; Cline, ! .. .R... "Alcohol Education 
Cog ni ti ve Con nee ti oa. 8 Confer-

" at 25trt iln.nual AAAK Conference, San 
U'-L"""""'' California, 1981 • 

ul ., Terry !... d;!few Hampshire Alcohol 
ty Pro An ti ver1e.ss Eval.ua.t.ion ... n Report. 
red for the D{.:pa.ct.ment of Tran.spor:tation., July, 

, F,. A. uractors Inf ltHY!D.Cin.q the Ef f~tiveuess 
Dri~H?r Treatment. .. n Ph.D. Dissertat,io.n, ca.-

of Professional Psycholog1, l.os .Angeles, 
California, 1980. 

, S.L.. atudz o!_the .. §~la.Qon§g.j.e .~ll~I ;?ed,e~.t!!4. 
!?A!:is.!!1.~ rtel~!eL:t.2 .. J.vu:1i£J.2~at.L....At:t~ndi1g a" 1~~~::.end 
Sc:!.£t£Lfo£_-1!!~tJ.Jff~rt1.~i::s _~~d.-1.h:!!J.J;; .!!~2ort§g, , C:tuuuies i!! 
!l£.2J!ol_Qs<.tq~!'- Ph ... D. r.tissertation, Ohio university, 
1980. 

B , ¥., and Struckman-.Johnson, David L.. aaeass-
~!SSl.lient ()f Screeni»•J Procedures,..« Conference 

at NCA Fori.nu, San :o ., Califoxnia, Kay, 1971 .. 

, u .. c.. r• iug Alcohol Education c.redible and 
ve .. n in .f.£Q.~ed:i:IHl~-2L-l::~~L.f.§"t:h .Internt.ti:Q!~l-~o)!-

q&;~~-'~1! )l1£2J!Ql_a!!t~ . ~lt;:g~olism pp... 120-121.. Edited by 
f:I!. Kit'!lltH' and ii .. !"iajchrowicz... iashington, D ... c • .: 19613,., 



294 

TcopiHlIL1 John E. Hinteror::ga.niz.a.tiou-
,s to the Reduction of Alcohol-Related Traf-

f Mortality .. 0 in f!_2.Ceed in gs of_ £!,. Coy;'.~~U;Et O~L£~lfll'l!!­
D.ll:t_!!:f!§I!Onse !&-ll£2.ru!li!!m .. <&ild ,J.U.fih!4I .~ra;i~ttea. Edited 
bf Lyle D .. Filkins and Naomi K. Geller, The U.ni¥ersity o.f 

Swaustrom, 
First T 
tional 
1979. 

: V<if Research Institute, 1970 .. 

i .. ,J .. , and 
D .. i .. L, 

o ... w .. 1. 

"Report on Taree-tear .study: 
" Pape.t: p.r-ese.nted at 2nd .Na-
llochester, Minnesota,. June, 

!(u1os,. ,;., H.. E'i~l!l J~!.i!lga!:,ion. a~g stu.gz. ot ti1SL2J;j .. ntiag_SU!g_ 
!1f.i.!!!!9.-!2&.!.t2.2.ok Dissertation, University of Il1inois at 
Chicago Circle, 1980. 



The vita has been removed from 
the scanned document 


	0001
	0002
	0003
	0004
	0005
	0006
	0007
	0008
	0009
	0010
	0011
	0012
	0013
	0014
	0015
	0016
	0017
	0018
	0019
	0020
	0021
	0022
	0023
	0024
	0025
	0026
	0027
	0028
	0029
	0030
	0031
	0032
	0033
	0034
	0035
	0036
	0037
	0038
	0039
	0040
	0041
	0042
	0043
	0044
	0045
	0046
	0047
	0048
	0049
	0050
	0051
	0052
	0053
	0054
	0055
	0056
	0057
	0058
	0059
	0060
	0061
	0062
	0063
	0064
	0065
	0066
	0067
	0068
	0069
	0070
	0071
	0072
	0073
	0074
	0075
	0076
	0077
	0078
	0079
	0080
	0081
	0082
	0083
	0084
	0085
	0086
	0087
	0088
	0089
	0090
	0091
	0092
	0093
	0094
	0095
	0096
	0097
	0098
	0099
	0100
	0101
	0102
	0103
	0104
	0105
	0106
	0107
	0108
	0109
	0110
	0111
	0112
	0113
	0114
	0115
	0116
	0117
	0118
	0119
	0120
	0121
	0122
	0123
	0124
	0125
	0126
	0127
	0128
	0129
	0130
	0131
	0132
	0133
	0134
	0135
	0136
	0137
	0138
	0139
	0140
	0141
	0142
	0143
	0144
	0145
	0146
	0147
	0148
	0149
	0150
	0151
	0152
	0153
	0154
	0155
	0156
	0157
	0158
	0159
	0160
	0161
	0162
	0163
	0164
	0165
	0166
	0167
	0168
	0169
	0170
	0171
	0172
	0173
	0174
	0175
	0176
	0177
	0178
	0179
	0180
	0181
	0182
	0183
	0184
	0185
	0186
	0187
	0188
	0189
	0190
	0191
	0192
	0193
	0194
	0195
	0196
	0197
	0198
	0199
	0200
	0201
	0202
	0203
	0204
	0205
	0206
	0207
	0208
	0209
	0210
	0211
	0212
	0213
	0214
	0215
	0216
	0217
	0218
	0219
	0220
	0221
	0222
	0223
	0224
	0225
	0226
	0227
	0228
	0229
	0230
	0231
	0232
	0233
	0234
	0235
	0236
	0237
	0238
	0239
	0240
	0241
	0242
	0243
	0244
	0245
	0246
	0247
	0248
	0249
	0250
	0251
	0252
	0253
	0254
	0255
	0256
	0257
	0258
	0259
	0260
	0261
	0262
	0263
	0264
	0265
	0266
	0267
	0268
	0269
	0270
	0271
	0272
	0273
	0274
	0275
	0276
	0277
	0278
	0279
	0280
	0281
	0282
	0283
	0284
	0285
	0286
	0287
	0288
	0289
	0290
	0291
	0292
	0293
	0294
	0295
	0296
	0297
	0298
	0299
	0300
	0301
	0302
	0303
	0304
	0305
	0306

