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HIGHLIGHTS OF YEAR 2015 CALIFORNIA DUI-MIS REPORT

Alcohol-involved crash fatalities increased by 2.4% in 2013, following an increase of 7.3%
in 2012 (see DUI Summary Statistics).

Drug-involved crash fatalities increased by 9.0% in 2013, after an increase of 15.4% in 2012.
The number of this type of fatal crash has increased by 13.8% in the past decade (see DUI

Summary Statistics).

Of the total number of crash fatalities in 2013, 38.6% were alcohol-involved, which is
relatively unchanged from 39.0% in 2012. The percentage of drug-involved fatalities
increased from the prior year’s 27.3% to 28.7% in 2013.

In 2013, 10.4% of crash injuries were alcohol-involved; almost the same as the reported
figure of 10.5% for 2012 (see DUI Summary Statistics).

DUI arrests decreased by 7.2% in 2013, following decreases of 4.1% in 2012 and 8.0% in
2011 (see DUI Summary Statistics and Table 1).

The DUI arrest rate per 100,000 licensed drivers declined by 8.6% in 2013, following a
decline of 5.3% in 2012 (see DUI Summary Statistics).

Of all 2012 DUI arrests, 13.8% were associated with a reported traffic crash, compared to
13.0% in 2011. Of 2012 DUI arrests, 5.4% were associated with crashes involving injuries
or fatalities, similar to 5.0% in 2011 (see Table 17).

Among 2013 DUTI arrestees, Hispanics (44.6%) were the largest racial/ethnic group, as they
have been each year for over a decade. Hispanics continued to be arrested at a rate
substantially higher than their estimated percentage of California’s adult population (35.4%
in 2013). This is shown in Figure 3.

The median (midpoint) age of a DUI arrestee in 2013 was 30 years. Less than 0.5% of all

DUI arrests were juveniles (under age 18). This is shown in Table 3a.

Among convicted DUI offenders arrested in 2012, 73.8% were first offenders and 26.2%

were repeat offenders (one or more prior convictions within the previous 10 years). The

il
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proportion of repeat offenders has decreased considerably since 1989, when it stood at 37%,

even though prior DUI convictions are counted over 10 years now, but only over 7 years in
1989 (see Table 8).

¢ The median blood alcohol concentration (BAC) of a convicted DUI offender, as reported by
law enforcement on Administrative Per Se (APS) forms, was 0.16% in 2012, which is double

the California illegal per se BAC limit of 0.08% (see Table 7a).

¢ In 2012, 15.4% of DUI arrest cases did not show any corresponding conviction on DMV
records (see Table 6).

v



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge with appreciation the many individuals who have contributed to the
success of this project. In particular, we wish to acknowledge the cooperation of the Department
of Justice, Criminal Justice Statistics Center, for providing annual DUI arrest data and
documentation, as well as the California Highway Patrol, Information Management Division, for
providing annual alcohol- and drug-involved crash data and documentation. The contributions
of Douglas Rickard, Associate Governmental Program Analyst, in transforming computer files
into readable data tables and figures, as well as his general assistance in the production of this
report, are acknowledged with appreciation. We also would like to acknowledge the
contributions of Michael Gebers, Research Scientist III; Patrice Rogers, Research Manager II,

Alcohol/Drugs Projects; and Bayliss J. Camp, Chief, Research and Development Branch.

Report Authors:
Sladjana Oulad Daoud, Research Program Specialist II,

Helen N. Tashima, Retired Annuitant, and

Rachael Grippe, Research Program Specialist I, Principal Investigators.



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

vi



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE OF CONTENTS

PAGE
DUI SUMMARY STATISTICS: 2003-2013 ..ottt i
HIGHLIGHTS OF YEAR 2015 CALIFORNIA DUI-MIS REPORT .....cccccccoiiiniiiiiiicieneene iii
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS ...ttt sttt ettt v
INTRODUCTION ...ttt b e sttt et e bt s b e b naeens 1
SECTION 1: DUL ARRESTS ..ottt ettt 5
SECTION 2: CONVICTIONS ...ttt sttt 13
SECTION 3: POSTCONVICTION SANCTIONS .....oooiiiiiiiiiienenenieeieeeeteee e 23
SECTION 4: POSTCONVICTION SANCTION EFFECTIVENESS .......ccociiiiiiiniiiinicneens 33
DUI RECIDIVISM AND CRASH RATES ..ottt 36
One-Year DUI Recidivism and Crash Rates for First and Second DUI Offenders
Arrested from 1990-2012 ......oooiiiiiee e 36
One-Year DUI Recidivism and Crash Rates by County for First and Second DUI
Offenders Arrested 1N 2012 .......ooiiiiiiiiieeee ettt 39
Long Term Recidivism Rates of the 1994 DUI Offenders..........ccccceeeverviinienenicnnenne. 42
The Proportions of DUI Program Referrals, Enrollments, and Completions for
First and Second DUI Offenders Arrested in 2012 .........occeeiiiiiiiiniieiieieeeeee e, 47
DUI PROGRAM EVALUATION FOR ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RELATED
RECKLESS OFFENDERS AND FIRST DUI OFFENDERS ........cccocoiiiiiiiiiiiericeee 48
IMEETROMS ..ttt sttt 48
Results of the DUI Program Evaluation for Drivers Convicted of Alcohol- or
Drug-RecKIess DITVING ......ccueiieriiiiiiiiieieiieieeeeese ettt 51
9-Month DUI Program Evaluation for Repeat Alcohol- or Drug-Related
RECKIESS DITVETS ...ttt 52
Results of the Evaluation of 3-Month and 9-Month DUI Programs for First DUI
OFFENAETS ...ttt ettt ettt et st sae e 53
SECTION 5: LICENSE SUSPENSION/REVOCATION ACTIONS ....cccccooiiviiiiniiicnicrieeens 57
SECTION 6: DRIVERS IN CRASHES INVOLVING ALCOHOL AND DRUGS .................. 61
DATA SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS ..ottt 73
HISTORY OF MAJOR DUI LAWS IN CALIFORNIA SINCE 1975 ...cceviiiiiniiiinieneeienne 75
REFERENCES ...ttt ettt st sttt 89
GLOSSARY .ttt sttt s 93

vii



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE OF CONTENTS (continued)

APPENDICES

NUMBER PAGE
A ASSEMBLY BILL NO. 757 - CHAPTER 450 ....cc..coiiiiiiiiieeeeeceeee e 97
B APPENDIX TABLES ... .ot e 99

B1 2013 DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY, AGE, GENDER AND RACE/ETHNICITY ..... 99

B2 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE .........ccccocuveneenn. 114

B3 DUI CONVICTION DATA FOR 2012 DUI ARRESTS BY COURT ..............c........ 124

B4 2012 DUI SANCTIONS BY COUNTY, COURT, AND OFFENDER STATUS...... 134

B5 DEMOGRAPHIC 2-YEAR PRIOR DRIVER RECORD VARIABLES FOR

ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RELATED RECKLES S OFFENDERS AND FIRST DUI

OFFENDERDERS ARRESTED IN 2012.....ccoiiiiiiiiiiieieeeeeeeeeeee e 162

LIST OF TABLES

1  DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY, 2011-2013 AND ANNUAL PERCENTAGE

CHANGE, 20122013 ..ottt sttt e 9
2 2013 DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF ARREST.......ccocioiiiiiiniiicieeee. 10
3a 2013 DUI ARRESTS BY AGE, GENDER, AND RACE/ETHNICITY .....cccoooviiiiniinenne 11
3b 2013 DUI ARRESTS BY GENDER, AGE, AND RACE/ETHNICITY .....ccccevveneriinnenne. 11
3¢  DUI ARRESTS UNDER AGE 21, 2003-2013.....cciiiiiiiiieiiiienieiieieeeereeeeseee e 12
4 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY AGE AND GENDER.....c..ccociiiiiiiiiiiiiieneceeeceeeee, 17
5 DUICONVICTION DATA FOR 2012 DUI ARRESTS ....cccooiiiiiiiiiiieeceeeeeeceee, 18
6 ADJUDICATION STATUS OF 2012 DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY .....cocceiviiniiiniinneens 19
7a 2012 REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS OF

DUI AND ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RECKLESS CONVICTIONS ......cccccooviiriiiniiniienn. 20
7b 2012 REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS OF

CONVICTED DUI OFFENDERS UNDER AGE 21 .....cccciiiiiiiiiiiiiieicneeneeeeeeeeene 21

viii



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE OF CONTENTS (continued)

LIST OF TABLES (continued)

NUMBER PAGE
8 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY OFFENDER STATUS AND REPORTED BAC

LEVEL .ttt st ettt 21
9 2012 DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY DUI OFFENDER STATUS ......ccccceiiiiiiiiiiiiene. 25
10 2012 DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND OFFENDER STATUS............... 26

11a ONE-YEAR UNADJUSTED PERCENTAGES OF SUBSEQUENT DUI-
INCIDENT-INVOLVED AND CRASH-INVOLVED FIRST AND SECOND
OFFENDERS, 1990-2012....ccoiiiiiiiiiiieiieieieet ettt s 37

11b 2012 1-YEAR SUBSEQUENT DUI RECIDIVISM RATES BY COUNTY FOR
FIRST AND SECOND OFFENDERS .......cccciiiiiiiiiiiiiceeeeeeeee e 40

11c 2012 1-YEAR SUBSEQUENT CRASH RATES BY COUNTY FOR FIRST AND
SECOND OFFENDERS ..ottt et 41

12 CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGES OF FIRST SUBSEQUENT DUI REOFFENSES
FOR 1994 DUI OFFENDERS AND COHORT GROUPS ......cccciiiiiiiiiicneeieeeee, 42

13 COUNTS AND PROPORTIONS OF REPORTED DUI PROGRAM REFERRALS,
ENROLLMENTS, AND COMPLETIONS FOR CONVICTED FIRST AND
SECOND OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2012 ...cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiieieeieeeeeeceeee e 48

14a THE RELATIONSHIP OF DUI PROGRAMS WITH SUBSEQUENT CRASHES
AND DUI INCIDENTS FOR DRIVERS CONVICTED OF ALCOHOL- OR
DRUG-RELATED RECKLESS DRIVING ARRESTED IN 2012 ....c.coooiiiiiiiiiiiiienee. 52

14b THE RELATIONSHIP OF 3-MONTH AND 9-MONTH DUI PROGRAMS WITH
SUBSEQUENT CRASHES AND DUI INCIDENTS AMONG FIRST DUI

OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2012 .....ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiceceeceeee e 54
15 MANDATORY DUI LICENSE DISQUALIFICATION ACTIONS, 2003-2013............... 59
16 ADMINISTRATIVE PER SE PROCESS MEASURES......ccccoiiiiiiiiiieiecieeeeceene 60

17 DUI ARRESTS ASSOCIATED WITH REPORTED CRASHES, 2002-2012 ................... 65

X



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE OF CONTENTS (continued)

LIST OF TABLES (continued)

NUMBER PAGE
18 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY RACE/ETHNICITY AND IMPAIRMENT LEVEL......ccccccooiiiiiniiinene 66

19 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY ADJUDICATION STATUS AND IMPAIRMENT LEVEL .................... 66

20 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES WITH NO RECORD OF CONVICTION BY COUNTY AND
IMPAIRMENT LEVEL

21 ALCOHOL-INVOLVED DRIVERS UNDER AGE 21 IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES, 2002-2012.....cccuiiiiiiiieiieteiteent ettt st 69

22a 2012 ALCOHOL-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY CRASHES BY
AGE AND GENDER ......cooiiiiiiiiiiie ettt s 69

22b 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY AGE AND GENDER (NOT SUSPENDED UPON ARREST OR
CONVICTED) ..o eee e ee s e s e s eeeeeeeee s es e ees e ees e e s se s eeseeee e see s eesee 69

23a 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY IMPAIRMENT LEVEL AND PRIOR DUI CONVICTIONS................... 70

23b 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY IMPAIRMENT LEVEL AND PRIOR DUI CONVICTIONS (NOT
SUSPENDED UPON ARREST OR CONVICTED)......c.cocceoiiiiiiiniiiiinicnicicceceeieeen 70

24a 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY PRIOR DUI CONVICTIONS .....cccoiiiiiiiiiniiiieieneeeeeeseeere e 71

24b 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY PRIOR DUI CONVICTIONS (NOT SUSPENDED UPON
ARREST OR CONVICTED).....ccutiiiiiiiiiiiiiiteieeteeeteteteste ettt 71

25 2012 REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS OF
ALCOHOL- AND DRUG- INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES ...ttt sttt e s 72



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE OF CONTENTS (continued)

LIST OF FIGURES

NUMBER PAGE
1 DUI management information SYStEIM ........cccuieeiiieeiiieeiieeeiieeeieeeeieeeereeesree e e seereeenesee e 2
2 DUI arrests, 2003-2013......ooeeeiiiiieiiiiieeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeaeaeea————————————————————————————————————————— 6
3 Percentage of 2013 DUI arrests and 2013 projected population (age 15 and over,

based on the 2010 census) by race/@thNiCity ........cccueevuieriieiiieriieeiierie ettt 8
4  DUI convictions and conviction rates, 2003-2012 .........cocoiiiiiiiiiieieeiiee e 15
5  Percentage representation of court-ordered DUI sanctions (2012).........ccceeevverieeciienreennens 23
6  Percentages of first and second DUI offenders reoffending with a DUI incident

within 1 year after conviction (arrested between 1990 and 2012) .......ccceevvvevvieviienieeneennen. 36
7  Percentages of first and second DUI offenders involved in a crash within 1 year after

conviction (arrested between 1990 and 2012)........cccvieviieiienieiiieiieeieeree e 38
8a Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction and DUI incident (alcohol

crashes, DUI convictions, APS suspensions, and DUI FTAs) for 1994 DUI

OFTEIARTS ...ttt sttt et s 43
8b  Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction by number of prior DUI

convictions for the 1994 DUI offenders............coouiiiiieiiiiiienieieeeee e 44
8c Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction by gender for the 1994 DUI

OFTEIARTS ...ttt sttt 44
8d Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction by age group (age at

conviction date) for the 1994 DUI offenders .........cocceeveeeiienieiiiieiieeeeeeeere e 45
8¢  Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI reoffense of the 1980, 1984, 1994, and

2004 DUT Off@NALTS ...ttt ettt sttt sb et st saeene e 46
9a  Adjusted 1-year crash and DUI incident rates for alcohol- or drug-reckless drivers

(arrested in 2012) by DUI program assignment..............cccueereerieeneeenieeneesnieeneeeseesnesseens 51

X1



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE OF CONTENTS (continued)

LIST OF FIGURES (continued)

NUMBER PAGE
9b  Adjusted 1-year crash and DUI incident rates for first offender drivers (arrested in

2012) by length of DUI program.............ccccuiieiiieeiiie et eeree e e e eree e e 53
10 Percentages of crash injuries and fatalities that were alcohol-involved, 2003-2013........... 63

11 Alcohol- and drug-involved crash fatalities, 2003-2013 .........ccceeriiiiiiiieiieeeeeee e 63

Xii



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

INTRODUCTION

This report is the twenty-fourth Annual Report of the California DUI Management Information
System, produced in response to Assembly Bill 757 (Friedman), Chapter 450, 1989 legislative
session, adding Section 1821 to the vehicle code (see Appendix A). This bill requires the
Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) to “establish and maintain a data and monitoring system
to evaluate the efficacy of intervention programs for persons convicted” of DUI in order to
provide “accurate and up-to-date comprehensive statistics” to enhance “the ability of the
Legislature to make informed and timely policy decisions.” The need for such a data system had
long been documented by numerous authorities, including the 1983 Presidential Commission on
Drunk Driving. In responding to this legislative mandate, this report combines and cross-
references DUI data from diverse sources and presents them in a single reference. Data sources
drawn upon include the California Highway Patrol (CHP) for crash data, Department of Justice
(DOJ) for arrest data, and the DMV driver record database. Each of these reporting agencies,
however, initially draw their data from diffuse primary sources such as individual law

enforcement agencies (arrest and crash reports) and the courts (abstracts of conviction).

The general conceptual design of the California DUI management information system (DUI-
MIS) is presented in Figure 1. The basic theme of the DUI-MIS is to track the processing of
offenders through the DUI system from the point of arrest and to identify the frequency with
which offenders flow through each branch of the system process (from law enforcement through
adjudication to treatment and license control actions). Figure 1 also illustrates the relationship
between offender flow and data collection at each point of the process. The initiating data source
for the DUI-MIS is the DUI arrest report, as compiled by the DOJ, Criminal Justice Statistics
Center, Monthly Arrest and Citation Register (MACR) system.

Another major objective of this report is to evaluate the effectiveness of court and administrative
sanctions on convicted DUI offenders. In the earlier years of this report, these evaluations were
accomplished by examining the postconviction recidivism records (alcohol/drug-related crashes
and traffic convictions) of offenders assigned to alternative sanctions within offender group. In
recent years as the sanctions became increasingly homogenous within each offender group, the
evaluations (as mandated by law) became focused on available sanctions within selected groups.

These evaluations are detailed in Section 4 on “Postconviction Sanction Effectiveness.”
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It should again be noted that it is not an objective of this report to make recommendations based
on the data presented. Rather, the primary purpose of a reporting system such as the DUI-MIS is
to provide objective data on the operating and performance characteristics of the system. The
publication of these data may assist others in making policy decisions, formulating

improvements, and conducting more in-depth evaluations.

The DUI-MIS data system and report has led to numerous improvements in the California DUI
system, from the identification of inappropriate dismissals in a small Central Valley court, to
major initiatives to improve the tracking and reporting of DUI cases. The success of the
California DUI-MIS has also contributed to a national initiative to design a model DUI reporting
system, developed under contract to the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
(NHTSA).
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SECTION 1: DUI ARRESTS

The information presented below on DUI arrests is based primarily on data collected annually by
the Department of Justice (DOJ), Criminal Justice Statistics Center, Monthly Arrest and Citation
Register (MACR) system. These data are the most current nonaggregated data available on DUI

arrests. This section includes the following tables and figures:

Table 1: DUI Arrests by County, 2011-2013 and Annual Percentage Change, 2012-2013. The
number of DUI arrests by county for the years 2011-2013 and the percentage change from 2012-
2013 are shown in Table 1.

Table 2: 2013 DUI Arrests by County and Type of Arrest. This table shows a breakdown of

2013 DUI arrests by felony, juvenile, and misdemeanor arrest type, by county. The table also

shows county and statewide DUI arrest rates per 100 licensed drivers.

Tables 3a and 3b: 2013 DUI Arrests by Age, Gender, and Race/Ethnicity. Table 3a cross
tabulates age by gender and age by race/ethnicity of 2013 DUI arrestees statewide. The same

tabulations by county are found in Appendix Table B1. Also, Table 3a shows the median age for
2013 arrestees. Table 3b shows the same data cross-tabulated by gender and age within

race/ethnicity.

Table 3c: DUI Arrests Under Age 21, 2003-2013. Table 3c shows a breakdown of DUI arrests
under 21, by age, from 2003 to 2013. It also shows the proportion of total DUI arrests under 21

for the state over the same time period.

Figure 2: DUI Arrests, 2003-2013. Figure 2 displays the trend in DUI arrests from 2003 to 2013.

Figure 3: Percentage of 2013 DUI Arrests and 2013 Projected Population (Age 15 and Over,
based on the 2010 Census) by Race/Ethnicity. Figure 3 shows the percentages of 2013 DUI
arrests and 2013 projected population by race/ethnicity.
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the figures for 2011 (with approximately 6,500 fewer total DUI arrests).

Figure 2. DUI arrests, 2003-2013.

Based on the data shown in Figures 2 and 3 and previously listed tables, the following statements
can be made about DUI arrests in California:

Statewide Parameters
¢ DUI arrests decreased by 7.2% in 2013, after decreasing by 4.1% in 2012 (see Table 1). DUI

arrests have decreased each year since 2008.

¢ Table 2 shows that the DUI arrest rate per 100 licensed drivers was 0.7 in 2013, the same as
in 2012, but slightly lower than 0.8 in 2011. This represents a 61% reduction from the 1.8
rate in 1990.

¢ The percentage of DUI arrests in 2013 that were felony arrests (involving bodily injury or
death) was 3.0%, relatively unchanged from 2.9% in 2012. Felony DUI arrests continue to

constitute a relatively small percentage of all DUI arrests (see Table 2).

County Variation

¢ Of all 2013 California DUI arrests, 23.4% occurred in Los Angeles County. Four counties
(Los Angeles, San Diego, Orange, and San Bernardino) had over 10,000 DUI arrests each,
accounting for 45.5% of all arrests (see Table 2).
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¢ The 2013 county DUI arrest rates ranged from 0.2 to 1.6 DUI arrests per 100 licensed drivers
(the statewide average rate was 0.7). Six counties had rates of 0.5 or below: San Francisco
(0.2), Santa Clara (0.4), Amador (0.5), Contra Costa (0.5), Solano (0.5), and Yolo (0.5). This

1s shown in Table 2.

¢ Most counties had fewer DUI arrests in 2013 than in 2012. Among the larger counties, the
greatest percentage decrease occurred in San Bernardino (-12.2%), and there were no
increases in DUI arrests. Among smaller counties, the largest percentage decrease in DUI
arrests occurred in Alpine (-53.6%), Sierra (-34.2%), and Trinity (-32.1%). Counties
showing the largest percentage increase in DUI arrests were Inyo (30.0%), San Benito
(26.1%), and Calaveras (24.8%). These are shown in Table 1.

Demographic Characteristics
¢ The median age of a DUI arrestee in 2013 was 30 years. Slightly more than half (50.6%) of

all arrestees were age 30 or younger and almost three-quarters (72.6%) were age 40 or
younger. Less than 0.5% of all DUI arrests involved juveniles (under age 18). 3.2% of all

arrestees were over age 60 (see Table 3a).

¢ Among all DUI arrestees in 2013, the percentage of DUI arrests under age 18 remained at
0.4, the same as it was in 2012. The percentage of DUI arrests under age 21 decreased from
7.21n 2012 to 6.5 in 2013. This is shown in Table 3c.

¢ Males comprised 76.6% of all 2013 DUTI arrests, similar to 76.5% in 2012 (see Table 3a).
The proportion of females among DUI arrests has risen from 10.6% in 1989 to 23.4% in
2013.

¢ In 2013, Hispanics (44.6%) again represented the largest ethnic group among DUI arrestees,
as they have each year for over a decade. Hispanics continued to be arrested at a rate
substantially higher than their estimated 2013 population parity of 35.4% (Department of
Finance, Demographic Research and Census Data Center). Blacks were also overrepresented
among DUI arrestees (8.5% of arrests, 5.9% of the population), while other racial/ethnic
groups were underrepresented among DUI arrestees, relative to their estimated 2013
population parity. These underrepresented groups were Whites (37.7% of arrests, 42.2% of
the population) and “Other” (9.2% of arrests, 16.5% of the population). This is shown in
Table 3a and Figure 3.
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¢

PERCENTAGE

Among male 2013 DUI arrestees, 48.4% were Hispanic, 34.1% were White, 8.4% were
Black, and 9.1% were “Other.” Among female DUI arrestees, 49.6% were White, 32.1%
were Hispanic, 8.9% were Black, and 9.4% were “Other.” The overrepresentation of

Hispanics among DUI offenders appears to be limited to males (see Table 3b).

In some counties where the population of Hispanics is high, their DUI arrest rate is also high.
For example, in the following seven counties, Hispanics comprised 60% or more of those
arrested for DUI during 2013: Imperial (75.1%), San Benito (73.9%), Tulare (72.0%),
Merced (64.7%), Madera (64.6%), Monterey (64.4%), and Fresno (62.2%). However, in

most other counties, the majority of arrestees were White (see Appendix Table B1).

The median age of a DUI arrestee varied by race: Blacks were the oldest with a median age

of 33.0 years, while “Other” and Hispanics had a median age of 29.0 years (see Table 3a).

50.0 1
44.6

ODUI arrests

02013 projected population

40.0 A 37.7

354

30.0

20.0

10.0 - 8.5 o2

0.0 T T T
White Hispanic Black Other

Figure 3. Percentage of 2013 DUI arrests and 2013 projected population (age 15 and over,
based on the 2010 census) by race/ethnicity.
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TABLE 1: DUI ARRESTS' BY COUNTY, 2011-2013 AND ANNUAL PERCENTAGE
CHANGE, 2012-2013

COUNTY | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | % CHANGE 2012-2013
STATEWIDE 180212 172893 160388 -7.2
ALAMEDA 7287 7124 6496 8.8
ALPINE 23 28 13 -53.6
AMADOR 203 163 141 -135
BUTTE 1558 1300 1293 0.5
CALAVERAS 255 222 277 24.8
COLUSA 198 218 159 27.1
CONTRA COSTA 4305 4315 3824 -11.4
DEL NORTE 189 173 168 29
EL DORADO 1208 1141 1115 2.3
FRESNO 4512 5725 5123 -10.5
GLENN 290 238 216 92
HUMBOLDT 1270 1107 1148 3.7
IMPERIAL 915 965 887 -8.1
INYO 278 180 234 30.0
KERN 4633 4356 4282 -1.7
KINGS 1030 1095 1133 35
LAKE 331 313 354 13.1
LASSEN 172 216 169 2138
LOS ANGELES 40249 39741 37559 55
MADERA 1027 1050 838 202
MARIN 1278 1282 1333 4.0
MARIPOSA 84 100 118 18.0
MENDOCINO 663 728 627 -139
MERCED 1485 1303 1330 2.1
MODOC 69 72 70 2.8
MONO 156 128 92 28.1
MONTEREY 2306 2187 2164 -1.1
NAPA 1014 965 809 -162
NEVADA 525 551 452 -18.0
ORANGE 16003 14629 13020 -11.0
PLACER 1622 1695 1632 3.7
PLUMAS 187 164 152 -7.3
RIVERSIDE 10003 10142 9918 2.2
SACRAMENTO 7419 5598 5628 0.5
SAN BENITO 306 207 261 26.1
SAN BERNARDINO 11977 11586 10168 -12.2
SAN DIEGO 15615 13425 12298 -8.4
SAN FRANCISCO 1766 1728 1377 203
SAN JOAQUIN 3269 3223 2795 -133
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1844 1995 1956 2.0
SAN MATEO 3053 3026 2905 -4.0
SANTA BARBARA 2289 2229 2261 1.4
SANTA CLARA 6196 5811 5550 -4.5
SANTA CRUZ 1293 1556 1493 -4.0
SHASTA 1109 1098 920 -16.2
SIERRA 33 38 25 342
SISKIYOU 448 355 313 -11.8
SOLANO 1543 1399 1339 43
SONOMA 2830 2745 2303 -16.1
STANISLAUS 3011 2898 2609 -10.0
SUTTER 540 502 417 -16.9
TEHAMA 531 470 504 7.2
TRINITY 251 215 146 -32.1
TULARE 3574 3555 3164 -11.0
TUOLUMNE 430 447 409 8.5
VENTURA 4182 3829 3261 -14.8
YOLO 815 818 675 175
YUBA 560 524 465 -11.3

*DOJ DUI arrest totals with boat DUI (N = 162) removed. The non-reporting of approximately 6,500 DUI arrests by CHP for the
month of April 2011 is reflected in this table’s 2011 figures.
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TABLE 2: 2013 DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY AND TYPE OF ARREST

TYPE OF ARREST DUI ARRESTS PER
TOTAL FELONY JUVENILE |MISDEMEANOR| 100 LICENSED
COUNTY N | % N | % N | % N | % DRIVERS
STATEWIDE 160388 100.0 4759 3.0 599 0.4 155030 96.7 0.7
ALAMEDA 6496 4.1 92 1.4 12 0.2 6392 98.4 0.6
ALPINE 13 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 100.0 1.4
AMADOR 141 0.1 3 1 0 0.0 138 97.9 0.5
BUTTE 1293 0.8 40 3.1 3 0.2 1250 96.7 0.8
CALAVERAS 277 0.2 2 0.7 0 0.0 275 99.3 0.8
COLUSA 159 0.1 6 3.8 3 1.9 150 943 1.2
CONTRA COSTA 3824 24 110 2.9 16 0.4 3698 96.7 0.5
DEL NORTE 168 0.1 7 4.2 0 0.0 161 95.8 1.0
EL DORADO 1115 0.7 53 4.8 1 0.1 1061 95.2 0.8
FRESNO 5123 32 140 2.7 12 0.2 4971 97.0 1.0
GLENN 216 0.1 7 3.2 0 0.0 209 96.8 1.1
HUMBOLDT 1148 0.7 29 2.5 3 0.3 1116 97.2 1.2
IMPERIAL 887 0.6 25 2.8 3 0.3 859 96.8 0.8
INYO 234 0.1 5 2.1 2 0.9 227 97.0 1.6
KERN 4282 2.7 201 4.7 19 0.4 4062 94.9 0.9
KINGS 1133 0.7 15 1.3 4 0.4 1114 98.3 1.6
LAKE 354 0.2 17 4.8 1 0.3 336 94.9 0.8
LASSEN 169 0.1 4 2.4 1 0.6 164 97.0 0.9
LOS ANGELES 37559 234 1227 33 78 0.2 36254 96.5 0.6
MADERA 838 0.5 25 3.0 9 1.1 804 95.9 1.0
MARIN 1333 0.8 19 1.4 13 1.0 1301 97.6 0.7
MARIPOSA 118 0.1 7 5.9 0 0.0 111 94.1 0.8
MENDOCINO 627 0.4 21 33 6 1.0 600 95.7 1.0
MERCED 1330 0.8 39 2.9 6 0.5 1285 96.6 0.9
MODOC 70 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.4 69 98.6 1.1
MONO 92 0.1 3 33 0 0.0 89 96.7 1.0
MONTEREY 2164 1.3 73 34 12 0.6 2079 96.1 09
NAPA 809 0.5 24 3.0 3 0.4 782 96.7 0.9
NEVADA 452 0.3 8 1.8 1 0.2 443 98.0 0.6
ORANGE 13020 8.1 268 2.1 70 0.5 12682 97.4 0.6
PLACER 1632 1.0 54 33 12 0.7 1566 96.0 0.6
PLUMAS 152 0.1 6 39 1 0.7 145 95.4 0.9
RIVERSIDE 9918 6.2 182 1.8 32 0.3 9704 97.8 0.7
SACRAMENTO 5628 35 237 4.2 12 0.2 5379 95.6 0.6
SAN BENITO 261 0.2 11 4.2 0 0.0 250 95.8 0.7
SAN BERNARDINO 10168 6.3 314 3.1 32 0.3 9822 96.6 0.8
SAN DIEGO 12298 7.7 391 3.2 55 0.4 11852 96.4 0.6
SAN FRANCISCO 1377 0.9 60 4.4 1 0.1 1316 95.6 0.2
SAN JOAQUIN 2795 1.7 82 2.9 7 0.3 2706 96.8 0.7
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1956 1.2 38 1.9 9 0.5 1909 97.6 1.0
SAN MATEO 2905 1.8 67 2.3 16 0.6 2822 97.1 0.6
SANTA BARBARA 2261 1.4 51 2.3 7 0.3 2203 97.4 0.8
SANTA CLARA 5550 35 270 4.9 21 0.4 5259 94.8 0.4
SANTA CRUZ 1493 0.9 47 3.1 11 0.7 1435 96.1 0.8
SHASTA 920 0.6 32 3.5 10 1.1 878 954 0.7
SIERRA 25 0.0 2 8.0 0 0.0 23 92.0 1.0
SISKIYOU 313 0.2 6 1.9 0 0.0 307 98.1 0.9
SOLANO 1339 0.8 36 2.7 7 0.5 1296 96.8 0.5
SONOMA 2303 1.4 42 1.8 7 0.3 2254 97.9 0.7
STANISLAUS 2609 1.6 90 34 12 0.5 2507 96.1 0.8
SUTTER 417 0.3 9 2.2 4 1.0 404 96.9 0.7
TEHAMA 504 0.3 15 3.0 2 0.4 487 96.6 1.2
TRINITY 146 0.1 4 2.7 2 1.4 140 959 1.4
TULARE 3164 2.0 86 2.7 28 0.9 3050 96.4 1.3
TUOLUMNE 409 0.3 12 2.9 4 1.0 393 96.1 1.0
VENTURA 3261 2.0 123 3.8 24 0.7 3114 95.5 0.6
YOLO 675 0.4 16 2.4 4 0.6 655 97.0 0.5
YUBA 465 0.3 6 1.3 0 0.0 459 98.7 1.0
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DUI ARRESTS

TABLE 3c: DUI ARRESTS UNDER AGE 21, 2003-2013

AGE

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

2010 2011 2012 2013

TOTAL
(ALL
AGES)

N (183560 180957 180288 197248 203866 214811 208531 195879 180212 172893 160388

UNDER

N 1576 1488 1436 1697 1635 1494 1262

18

% 0.9 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.7 0.6

N [ 14612 14672 14617 16837 17201 17558 16382

18-20

% 8.0 8.1 8.1 8.5 8.4 8.2 7.9

UNDER

N[ 16188 16160 16053 18534 18836 19052 17644

21

% 8.8 8.9 8.9 9.4 9.2 8.9 8.5

1085 891 746 600
0.6 0.5 0.4 0.4
14859 13073 11767 9846
7.6 7.3 6.8 6.1
15944 13964 12513 10446
8.1 7.8 7.2 6.5

“The non-reporting of approximately 6,500 DUI arrests by CHP for the month of April 2011 is reflected in this table’s 2011

figures.

12



SECTION 2:
CONVICTIONS






2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

SECTION 2: CONVICTIONS

Data on convictions resulting from court adjudication of DUI arrests are reported directly to the
DMV on court abstracts of conviction. Although the DUI arrest data reported earlier are based
on arrests that occurred in 2013, the DUI conviction data are based on convictions of DUI
offenders arrested in 2012 in order to allow sufficient time for courts to report convictions to
DMYV. Tables in this section compile and cross tabulate these conviction data by demographic,
geographic, and adjudicative categories. In what follows, expressions like “2012 convictions”
refer to DUI offenders arrested in 2012 and subsequently convicted. Starting with the 2013 DUI-
MIS Report, the data source, placement, and type of information provided in Figure 4 and Tables
5 and 6 have changed. In particular, since some DUI arrest data from the Deptment of Justice
(DOJ) MACR system could not be matched to the driver records on the DMV database, the
information in Table 6 is estimated based only on DUI cases whose arrest and/or conviction was
found on the DMV master file (“matchable DUI cases™). This section contains the following

tables and figures:

Table 4: 2012 DUI Convictions by Age and Gender. This table cross tabulates statewide DUI

conviction information by age and gender. Corresponding county-specific conviction data are

presented in Appendix Table B2.

Table 5: DUI Conviction Data for 2012. This table shows county and statewide DUI-related
conviction data (DUI felony and misdemeanor convictions and includes alcohol- or drug-related
reckless driving convictions) as reported to the DMV on court abstracts of conviction. For DUI
convictions, it also shows the median adjudication time lags from DUI arrest to conviction, and

from conviction to update on the DMV database, both statewide and by county.

Table 6: Adjudication Status of 2012 DUI Arrests by County. This table shows information on

DUI conviction rates and adjudication status (court disposition) of 2012 DUI arrests statewide

and by county. It includes the percentages of arrests that resulted in DUI convictions (DUI
conviction rates), misdemeanor and felony DUI convictions, reckless driving convictions
(alcohol/drug and non-alcohol/drug related), other convictions, and the percentage of DUI arrests
with no record of any conviction. Starting with the 2013 DUI-MIS Report, these estimates are
limited to DUI arrest cases from the MACR file whose arrest and/or conviction was found in the
DMV master file and who were tracked individually to determine their final adjudication status.
In the past, the information on DUI conviction rates and adjudication status in this table was
obtained by dividing the total number of convictions by the total number of arrests, statewide and

by county, without matching individual cases. Starting with 2010 DUI conviction rates, this
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information is estimated by tracking matched individual DUI arrest cases and by calculating
percentages of those who were convicted of DUI, of some other type of violation, and those

who were not convicted.

Table 7a: 2012 Reported Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC) Levels of DUI and Alcohol- or
Drug-Reckless Convictions and Table 7b: 2012 Reported Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC)
Levels of Convicted DUI Offenders Under Age 21. Table 7a shows the frequency of reported

BAC levels for DUI and alcohol- or drug-reckless convictions. Because the APS forms,

submitted following most DUI arrests, more completely report BAC levels than do abstracts of
conviction, they are used here to calculate statewide BAC levels. Table 7b shows the BAC

distribution for convicted arrestees under age 21.

Table 8: 2012 DUI Convictions by Offender Status and Reported BAC Level. This table

displays the percentages of convicted DUI offenders by offender status (number of prior

convictions in 10 years), with the average (mean) and median BAC level from APS reporting

forms for each offense level.

Figure 4: DUI Convictions and Conviction Rates, 2003-2012. Figure 4 shows, for the years
2003 to 2012, the total number of DUI convictions and DUI conviction rates based on the

violation year.
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200,000 -

175,000 -

150,000 -

DUI CONVICTIONS?
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2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
YEAR OF ARREST

DUI conviction rate

. . 767%  77.0%  78.1%  79.4%  78.8%  787%  772%  73.1%° 733%°  73.7%°
(percent convicted)

“In the past, this figure presented convictions rates and counts based on updated data. Starting with 2010, conviction counts and
rates will no longer be updated for past years; instead, they will remain unchanged after the initial year of publication.

"Starting in 2010, DUI conviction rates are based on different data extraction procedures than those used in the past and are not
comparable to prior years (see footnote Table 6).

Figure 4. DUI convictions and conviction rates, 2003-2012.
Based on these data, the following statements can be made:

Statewide Adjudication Parameters
¢ In 2012, 73.7% of DUI arrests resulted in convictions for DUI offenses (see Table 6).

¢ Based on the DUI conviction data for arrests within 10 years (2003-2012), 4.8% of all
California drivers (including those who do not have a permanent driving record) have one or

more DUI convictions on their record.
¢ Among 2012 DUI arrestees, 8.1% resulted in alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving
convictions and 1.5% resulted in reckless driving convictions not alcohol- or drug-related

(see Table 6).

¢ 1In 2012, 1.4% of DUI arrests resulted in convictions for offenses other than DUI or reckless

driving, such as speed contest or driving with a suspended or revoked license (see Table 6).

¢ In 2012, 15.4% of DUI arrests have not yet resulted in any conviction that could be found on
DMV’s database (see Table 6).
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¢ The average (mean) and the median reported non-zero BAC level for all convicted DUI
offenders arrested in 2012, using APS reporting forms as the data source, were 0.16%,
slightly higher than in the past 8 years, and double the illegal per se BAC limit of 0.08% (see
Table 7a).

¢ The average (mean) and median non-zero BAC levels increased as a function of the number
of prior DUI convictions. The average BAC level increased from 0.16% BAC for first
offenders to 0.19% BAC for fourth-or-subsequent offenders (the median BAC level
increased from 0.16% BAC for first offenders to 0.18% BAC for fourth-or-subsequent
offenders). This is shown in Table 8.

¢ Among 2012 DUI arrestees subsequently convicted, 73.8% were first offenders, 19.7% were
second offenders, 4.9% were third offenders, and 1.6% were fourth-or-more offenders. (The
statutorily defined time period for counting priors for DUI in California is 10 years). The
proportion of all convicted DUI offenders that are repeat offenders (26.2%), shown in Table
8, has increased ever since the counting period for priors changed from 7 to 10 years (by SB
1694, Torlakson, effective 1/1/2005). For example, in the last year before the change in
criteria for counting prior convictions (2004), the percentage of repeat offenders was 23.5%
versus 26.2% in 2012.

¢ The median adjudication time lags were 94 days from DUI arrest to conviction and 6 days
from conviction to update on the DMV database, totaling about 3 months from arrest to

update on the offender's driving record (see Table 5).

Demographic Characteristics

¢ The median age of convicted DUI offenders in 2012 was 30.0 years (see Table 4).

¢ Among 2012 DUI convictees, 50.8% were 30 years of age or younger and 72.9% were 40

years or younger (see Table 4).
¢ Females comprised 23.4% of convicted DUI offenders arrested in 2012 (see Table 4). The

proportion of females among convicted DUI offenders has risen slightly each year since
1994.
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TABLE 4: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY AGE AND GENDER"

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
AGE N | % N | % N | %
STATEWIDE 133525 100.0 102266 76.6 31259 234
UNDER 18 379 0.3 287 75.7 92 24.3
18-20 8457 6.3 6465 76.4 1992 23.6
21-30 58982 44.2 44430 75.3 14552 24.7
31-40 29457 22.1 23144 78.6 6313 21.4
41-50 20535 15.4 15630 76.1 4905 23.9
51-60 11712 8.8 9101 77.7 2611 22.3
61-70 3377 2.5 2704 80.1 673 19.9
71 & ABOVE 626 0.5 505 80.7 121 19.3
MEAN AGE (YEARS) 33.8 34.0 33.3
MEDIAN AGE (YEARS) 30.0 30.0 29.0

aCounty-speciﬁc tabulations of 2012 DUI convictions by age and gender are shown in Appendix Table B2. Percents may not add
to 100% due to rounding.
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TABLE 5: DUI CONVICTION DATA FOR 2012 DUI ARRESTS"

MEDIAN DUI ADJUDICATION

ALCOHOL TIMES (DAYS)
MISD FELOIBIY UNDER OR DRUG VIOLATION CONVICTION
COUNTY DUI DUI 21 DUI° RECKLESS TO CONVICTION TO DMV UPDATE
STATEWIDE 128388 4130 1007 17568 94 6
ALAMEDA 4541 23 46 1472 97 4
ALPINE 18 0 0 6 80 11
AMADOR 113 7 0 23 67 23
BUTTE 917 37 14 174 129 15
CALAVERAS 158 9 0 33 60 4
COLUSA 126 4 3 47 62 8
CONTRA COSTA 3006 94 33 522 208 7
DEL NORTE 121 6 2 35 66 8
EL DORADO 784 21 5 187 108 35
FRESNO 4459 203 50 341 123 0
GLENN 165 11 1 35 130 23
HUMBOLDT 677 15 4 182 83 73
IMPERIAL 598 10 7 184 128 12
INYO 106 5 3 22 96 2
KERN 3204 167 28 492 38 13
KINGS 834 60 8 86 117 0
LAKE 245 12 0 22 119 10
LASSEN 164 3 3 17 128 4
LOS ANGELES 26842 478 121 3638 87 6
MADERA 757 25 2 103 159 94
MARIN 1130 32 17 5 63 21
MARIPOSA 63 2 1 10 92 10
MENDOCINO 511 15 1 131 78 58
MERCED 808 21 7 118 212 28
MODOC 54 1 1 4 110 22
MONO 101 3 1 17 85 14
MONTEREY 1796 52 4 248 62 8
NAPA 788 40 13 118 68 3
NEVADA 462 16 5 69 89 15
ORANGE 12977 341 57 850 110 0
PLACER 1358 67 11 214 107 9
PLUMAS 99 1 0 35 65 1
RIVERSIDE 8031 194 29 190 115 2
SACRAMENTO 5417 356 59 670 81 8
SAN BENITO 177 11 1 20 91 14
SAN BERNARDINO 7297 303 57 957 142 4
SAN DIEGO 10288 464 136 2310 73 21
SAN FRANCISCO 1137 56 13 252 66 16
SAN JOAQUIN 2447 116 15 496 33 7
SAN LUIS OBISPO 1561 63 15 298 62 8
SAN MATEO 2314 54 22 461 124 12
SANTA BARBARA 1967 69 20 246 52 19
SANTA CLARA 4813 164 50 549 76 8
SANTA CRUZ 1224 20 16 172 69 13
SHASTA 768 55 3 173 87 4
SIERRA 8 1 0 7 83 92
SISKIYOU 193 14 3 45 114 7
SOLANO 1101 35 6 116 134 7
SONOMA 2206 92 27 429 69 20
STANISLAUS 2087 70 11 223 88 16
SUTTER 268 33 3 84 81 44
TEHAMA 232 11 1 52 53 16
TRINITY 83 1 0 21 131 29
TULARE 2368 41 20 178 68 45
TUOLUMNE 299 12 1 34 &9 14
VENTURA 3209 73 36 0 95 0
YOLO 650 27 7 72 104 14
YUBA 261 14 8 73 121 63

“Conviction data by court are found in Appendix Table B3. DUI conviction rates by county are in Table 6.

°This count includes misdemeanors which carried a felony disposition code. These counts do not include 4th offenses (in 10
years) which are statutorily defined as felonies. “Violations of VC 23140.
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TABLE 6: ADJUDICATION STATUS OF 2012 DUI ARRESTS BY COUNTY"

RECKLESS DRIVING % NO
DUI DUI CONVICTIONS CONVICTIONS RECORD OF
CONVICTION| 9% MIS- % ALCOHOL|% NONALCOHOL % OTHER ANY
COUNTY RATE DEMEANOR|% FELONY| OR DRUG NOR DRUG CONVICTIONS | CONVICTION®
STATEWIDE 73.7 72.3 14 8.1 1.5 14 15.4
ALAMEDA 58.1 57.9 0.3 15.7 2.4 0.7 23.1
ALPINE 62.1 62.1 0.0 17.2 6.9 34 10.3
AMADOR 68.7 68.1 0.6 11.7 7.4 0.6 11.7
BUTTE 74.8 72.8 2.0 9.9 2.2 14 11.7
CALAVERAS 72.2 70.4 1.8 12.6 0.9 0.4 13.9
COLUSA 64.2 62.7 1.5 14.2 1.5 2.0 18.1
CONTRA COSTA 68.8 68.0 0.8 8.9 0.3 1.1 20.9
DEL NORTE 68.7 65.9 2.8 14.5 0.0 0.6 16.2
EL DORADO 71.1 69.5 1.6 13.0 2.9 0.8 12.2
FRESNO 75.1 74.0 1.1 4.2 0.1 0.3 20.3
GLENN 71.2 69.0 2.2 9.7 1.8 0.0 17.3
HUMBOLDT 60.6 59.5 1.1 14.3 2.9 2.2 20.1
IMPERIAL 59.8 58.9 0.9 14.3 4.1 1.5 20.3
INYO 71.0 70.3 0.6 9.7 1.3 1.3 16.8
KERN 75.1 73.0 2.1 9.1 2.9 0.9 11.9
KINGS 80.0 717.5 2.5 6.0 0.3 0.4 13.3
LAKE 73.5 71.4 2.2 5.2 34 0.9 16.9
LASSEN 71.4 70.9 0.4 6.6 2.2 0.9 18.9
LOS ANGELES 70.4 69.2 1.2 79 1.4 29 17.4
MADERA 65.8 64.1 1.7 7.0 3.2 04 23.6
MARIN 85.2 84.1 1.1 0.2 0.2 1.8 12.7
MARIPOSA 63.6 63.6 0.0 4.0 16.2 0.0 16.2
MENDOCINO 68.3 66.5 1.7 13.4 1.6 0.9 15.7
MERCED 61.0 59.7 1.3 6.4 1.2 0.5 30.8
MODOC 72.6 71.2 1.4 4.1 2.7 14 19.2
MONO 78.0 76.5 1.5 9.1 0.0 0.0 12.9
MONTEREY 78.5 76.6 1.9 8.6 0.7 0.6 11.6
NAPA 81.1 78.7 2.4 10.5 04 0.2 7.8
NEVADA 76.1 75.0 1.1 7.5 1.3 0.8 14.3
ORANGE 84.6 83.3 1.3 4.7 0.4 0.6 9.8
PLACER 76.8 74.5 2.2 9.2 1.3 0.5 12.2
PLUMAS 63.8 63.2 0.7 15.1 1.3 0.7 19.1
RIVERSIDE 75.7 74.0 1.6 1.5 3.5 0.8 18.6
SACRAMENTO 81.3 79.3 2.0 5.7 0.1 0.6 12.3
SAN BENITO 79.5 78.6 0.9 6.0 0.5 1.4 12.6
SAN BERNARDINO 69.1 67.1 2.0 7.6 2.7 2.4 18.3
SAN DIEGO 74.4 72.6 1.8 134 1.7 0.6 9.9
SAN FRANCISCO 65.4 63.3 2.1 11.3 2.0 0.6 20.7
SAN JOAQUIN 74.3 73.5 0.8 11.9 0.5 1.9 11.4
SAN LUIS OBISPO 76.3 75.2 1.1 12.0 1.4 1.9 8.4
SAN MATEO 72.9 72.1 0.7 12.5 0.2 1.0 13.4
SANTA BARBARA 77.1 76.0 1.0 7.5 2.8 1.1 11.5
SANTA CLARA 79.4 77.6 1.8 79 1.4 14 99
SANTA CRUZ 74.7 73.6 1.1 9.7 2.5 0.9 12.3
SHASTA 72.3 70.9 1.5 11.6 0.5 0.5 15.0
SIERRA 42.9 42.9 0.0 333 9.5 0.0 14.3
SISKIYOU 63.0 62.3 0.6 6.0 1.9 0.6 28.5
SOLANO 76.1 74.1 2.1 6.6 1.0 0.8 154
SONOMA 76.9 75.6 1.3 12.1 0.8 0.6 9.7
STANISLAUS 70.7 69.4 1.2 6.1 1.8 0.4 21.1
SUTTER 68.5 65.1 34 16.9 1.0 1.9 11.6
TEHAMA 65.1 63.8 14 9.0 1.6 2.2 22.1
TRINITY 64.8 63.9 0.8 9.0 2.5 0.8 23.0
TULARE 73.1 72.0 1.1 5.0 0.8 1.6 19.5
TUOLUMNE 74.8 72.4 2.4 5.8 4.8 0.5 14.0
VENTURA 84.9 83.2 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.9 14.1
YOLO 77.9 76.7 1.2 6.3 4.2 0.6 11.0
YUBA 65.5 64.5 1.0 12.7 0.7 1.0 20.1

“The adjudication status and DUI conviction rates since 2010 are derived using different data extraction procedures than those used in the past and are
not comparable to figures for prior years. These estimates are based only on DUT arrest cases from the MACR system whose arrests or convictions
were found on the DMV database.

"These include dismissals and failures-to-appear (FTA); the statewide FTA average is 2.7%.
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TABLE 7a: 2012 REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BACa) LEVELS
OF DUI AND ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RECKLESS CONVICTIONS

DUI CONVICTIONS ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RECKLESS CONVICTIONS
BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT

.00 1637 1.4 .00 460 32
01 85 0.1 01 26 0.2
.02 75 0.1 .02 25 0.2
.03 77 0.1 .03 38 0.3
.04 115 0.1 .04 38 0.3
.05 383 0.3 .05 84 0.6
.06 539 0.5 .06 233 1.6
.07 784 0.7 07 882 6.1
.08 2021 1.7 .08 3065 21.0
.09 3722 32 .09 3725 25.6
.10 6018 52 .10 2494 17.1
11 7649 6.6 11 1390 9.5
12 8678 75 12 718 4.9
13 8982 7.7 13 409 2.8
14 8814 7.6 14 279 1.9
15 8700 7.5 15 150 1.0
16 8195 7.1 16 117 0.8
17 7626 6.6 17 106 0.7
18 6913 6.0 18 83 0.6
19 6181 5.3 19 66 0.4
20 5352 4.6 20 31 0.2
21 4593 4.0 21 30 0.2
22 3683 3.2 22 38 0.3
23 3177 2.7 23 20 0.1
24 2565 22 24 13 0.1
25 2066 1.8 25 20 0.1
26 1631 1.4 26 13 0.1
27 1244 1.1 27 4 0.0
28 988 0.9 28 6 0.0
29 839 0.7 29 2 0.0
30 604 0.5 30 6 0.0
31 460 0.4 31 4 0.0
32 383 0.3 32 1 0.0
33 291 0.2 33 1 0.0
34 208 0.2 36 1 0.0
35 181 0.2 37 2 0.0
36 137 0.1 39 1 0.0
37 100 0.1 40 1 0.0
38 82 0.1
39 63 0.1
40 35 0.0
41 26 0.0
42 28 0.0
43 17 0.0
44 11 0.0
45 10 0.0
46 6 0.0
48 4 0.0
49 2 0.0
53 1 0.0
54 1 0.0
56 1 0.0

TOTAL 115983 100.0 TOTAL 14582 100.0

MEAN® BAC .16 MEAN® BAC .10
MEDIAN® BAC .16 MEDIAN® BAC .09

“The source of BAC data is the APS reporting form. The percentage of DUI convictees arrested in 2012 with BAC levels found
on these forms is 86.9%.
"The calculation of the mean and median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which could be DUI drug convictions.
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TABLE 7b: 2012 REPORTED BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS
OF CONVICTED DUI OFFENDERS UNDER AGE 21"

.00
.01
.02
.03
.04
.05
.06
.07
.08
.09
.10
A1
12
13
.14
15
.16
17
18
19
.20
21
22

BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT | BACLEVEL (%)| FREQUENCY | PERCENT
169 2.2 23 125 1.6
29 0.4 24 61 0.8
22 0.3 25 57 0.7
20 0.2 26 35 0.4
33 0.4 27 22 0.3
258 33 28 23 0.3
315 4.0 29 14 0.2
323 4.1 30 12 0.2
256 33 31 6 0.1
316 4.0 32 3 0.0
486 6.2 33 2 0.0
592 75 34 3 0.0
638 8.1 35 3 0.0
638 8.1 36 2 0.0
577 7.4 38 1 0.0
577 7.4 40 1 0.0
482 6.1
433 55
380 4.8 L L
329 4.2 TOTAL 7850 100.0
252 3.2
204 2.6 MEAN' BAC .14
151 1.9 MEDIAN® BAC .13

“The source of BAC data is the APS reporting form for arrested DUI offenders. The percentage of 2012 convicted under age 21
cases with BAC levels found on these forms is 88.8%.

*The calculation of the mean and median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which could be DUI drug convictions.

TABLE 8: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY OFFENDER STATUS AND
REPORTED BAC LEVELa
AVERAGE BAC LEVEL MEDIAN BAC LEVEL

DUI OFFENDER FROM APS REPORTING FROM APS REPORTING
STATUS PERCENT FORM (%)b FORM (%)b
STATEWIDE 100.0 16 16

13T DUI 73.8 16 15

2P DUI 19.7 17 17

3% DUI 4.9 18 18

4™+ DUI 1.6 19 18

“The source of BAC data is the APS reporting form.

"The calculation of the mean and median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which could be DUI drug convictions.
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SECTION 3: POSTCONVICTION SANCTIONS

Data on court sanctions assigned to convicted DUI offenders were obtained from DUI abstracts
of conviction for offenders arrested in 2012. This section includes the following tables and

figures:

Table 9: 2012 DUI Court Sanctions by DUI Offender Status. This table shows the frequency of

specific court sanctions statewide by number of prior DUI convictions in 10 years. The specific

court sanctions tallied include percentages of DUI offenders sentenced to probation, jail, DUI
programs (first-offender, 18-month, and 30-month DUI programs), and ignition interlock. Cross
tabulations of sanctions by county, court, and number of prior convictions appear in Appendix
Table B4.

Table 10: 2012 DUI Court Sanctions by County and Offender Status. This table displays the

distribution of court sanctions by county for all DUI offenders.

Figure 5: Percentage Representation of Court-Ordered DUI Sanctions (2012). Figure 5 shows

the percentage representation of court-ordered post-conviction sanctions for DUI offenders
arrested in 2012.
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Figure 5. Percentage representation of court-ordered DUI sanctions (2012).

From the data in these tables and those in Appendix B4, it is evident that the use of sanctions
prescribed for offenders arrested in 2012 continued to vary widely by county, court, and offender

status. For example:
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Statewide Sanctions

¢

The most frequent court sanction for all convicted DUI offenders was probation (95.9%),
while the least frequently used court sanction was ignition interlock (5.5%). DUI offenders
were sentenced to jail in 73.2% of the cases. This is shown in Table 9, and graphically in
Figure 5 (previous page). In many jurisdictions, however, all or a portion of the jail sentence
is often served as community service or home confinement rather than actual jail time,
particularly for first offenders (Guenzburger & Atkinson, 2012). Because virtually all
offenders receive more than one type of sanction, the cumulative percentage adds to much
more than 100%.

County Variation

¢

The referral to first-offender DUI programs (mostly from 3 to 9 months long) among first
DUI offenders varies by county, from 90% or more in 28 counties to 37.0% in San Benito
County (see Table 10).

Court Variation

¢

Statewide, courts vary significantly in how they prescribe available sanctions for DUI
offenders. In Los Angeles County alone, one court (Lancaster) assigned jail to 74.4% of all
convicted DUI offenders (n=1,181), while another court (Malibu) in the same county
assigned jail to only 28.8% of all convicted DUI offenders (n = 299). This is shown in Table
B4 in the Appendix.

In 2012, 0.6% of arrested repeat DUI offenders were assigned to 30-month DUI programs
(see Table 9). Assignment of DUI offenders (mostly third-or-more) to 30-month programs

was low, as there are very few counties that have 30-month programs (see Table 10).

Courts in eight counties did not require any of the convicted DUI offenders arrested in 2012

to install an ignition interlock device (see Table 10 and Table B4 in the Appendix).

Variation by Offender Status

¢

¢

Among first DUI offenders arrested in 2012, 65.2% were sentenced to jail, compared to
95.8% of all repeat offenders (see Table 9).

Among first DUI offenders, 91.2% were assigned by courts to complete DUI programs, as

were 89.5% of second offenders, 78.5% of third offenders, and 42.9% of fourth-or-more DUI
offenders. This is shown in Table 9. (By statute, however, all DUI offenders must
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eventually complete specified DUI programs in order to be eligible for license
reinstatement.)
¢ In 2012, 17.6% of repeat DUI offenders were required by the courts to install an ignition
interlock device in their vehicles, compared to 16.9% of those arrested in 2011. Despite the
old mandatory interlock law for all repeat offenders (AB 2851 - Freidman), which took effect
on July 1, 1993, judges routinely did not require interlocks for these offenders (over 75% of
“mandatory” assignments were not made). This law was repealed in 1998, and a new
ignition interlock law (AB 762 - Torlakson) was enacted and implemented July 1, 1999, that
established mandatory interlock for DUI suspension/revocation violators, while providing
incentives for repeat offenders to reinstate after 12 months of license suspension/revocation
with interlocks. Also, on July 1, 2010, two new ignition interlock laws took effect. The first
law (SB 598 — Huff) allows second and third DUI offenders, whose violations involved
alcohol only, to reinstate after 3 months and 6 months of license suspension/revocation,
respectively, if they install an ignition interlock device. The second law (AB 91 — Feuer)
created a pilot program in four counties (Alameda, Los Angeles, Sacramento, and Tulare)
that requires first and repeat DUI offenders to install an ignition interlock device in all
vehicles they own or operate for a specific time period based on their number of prior DUI
convictions. This pilot program is in effect until January 1, 2016.

TABLE 9: 2012 DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY DUI OFFENDER STATUS®

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL | PROBATION | JAIL | PROGRAM PROGRAM | PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
STATUS N % % % % % %
STATEWIDE | 133525 95.9 73.2 67.8 21.6 0.2 5.5
157 98549 96.8 65.2 89.1 2.1 0.0 1.3
REPEAT 34976 93.4 95.8 7.4 76.3 0.6 17.6
NP 26329 96.6 95.3 9.4 80.0 0.1 16.1
3RD 6532 91.5 97.4 3.1 73.3 2.1 24.0
4Ty 2115 58.8 96.6 1.5 40.1 1.3 17.1

“Entries represent percentages of DUI convictees arrested in 2012 receiving each sanction, by offender status. Sanctions for each
offender status group (row) are not exclusive; therefore, row percentages always add to more than 100%. Percentages of sanctions
by county and court appear in Appendix Table B4.
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TABLE 10: 2012 DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND OFFENDER STATUS

15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH |30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER |[[TOTAL [PROBATION| JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
STATEWIDE 133525 959 73.2 67.8 21.6 0.2 5.5
ALAMEDA 157 3256 97.1 96.5 84.2 3.0 0.0 3.9
NP 1000 98.3 97.0 10.7 72.2 0.1 15.7
3RP 268 94.4 89.9 4.5 61.6 4.9 18.3
4™y 86 82.6 95.3 1.2 46.5 1.2 3.5
TOTAL 4610 97.0 96.2 62.0 22.2 0.3 73
ALPINE 157 12 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
NP 5 100.0 100.0 40.0 60.0 0.0 40.0
3RP 1 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0 77.8 22.2 0.0 16.7
AMADOR 157 81 92.6 93.8 86.4 2.5 0.0 11.1
NP 28 92.9 100.0 17.9 64.3 0.0 60.7
3RP 6 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 83.3
4Ty 5 60.0 100.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 20.0
TOTAL 120 91.7 95.8 62.5 23.3 0.0 26.7
BUTTE 15T 673 93.9 84.2 92.6 2.4 0.3 0.7
NP 200 93.0 96.0 16.0 74.5 3.5 3.5
3RP 78 85.9 97.4 3.8 30.8 52.6 43.6
4y 17 412 100.0 0.0 11.8 29.4 29.4
TOTAL 968 92.1 88.0 68.0 19.7 5.7 53
CALAVERAS |1 108 99.1 99.1 95.4 1.9 0.0 4.6
NP 45 97.8 100.0 48.9 46.7 0.0 44.4
3RP 8 62.5 100.0 25.0 375 0.0 50.0
4™y 6 83.3 100.0 0.0 83.3 0.0 66.7
TOTAL 167 96.4 99.4 76.0 18.6 0.0 19.8
COLUSA 157 85 92.9 95.3 83.5 1.2 0.0 0.0
NP 34 94.1 100.0 44.1 412 0.0 0.0
3RP 11 100.0 100.0 27.3 72.7 0.0 0.0
4Ty 3 100.0 100.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 133 94.0 97.0 66.9 18.0 0.0 0.0
CONTRA 157 2220 97.4 93.8 90.5 1.6 0.0 0.4
COSTA NP 674 99.0 96.9 8.3 82.3 0.0 8.2
3RP 159 95.0 99.4 0.0 82.4 0.0 23.9
4Ty 80 88.8 98.8 0.0 67.5 0.0 33.8
TOTAL 3133 97.4 94.9 65.9 24.8 0.0 4.1
DEL 157 91 934 96.7 91.2 3.3 0.0 1.1
NORTE NP 29 93.1 100.0 3.4 82.8 0.0 51.7
3RD 5 100.0 100.0 0.0 80.0 20.0 60.0
4Ty 4 75.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 75.0
TOTAL 129 93.0 97.7 65.1 24.0 2.3 17.1
EL DORADO 157 545 97.6 96.9 86.2 3.9 0.0 24
NP 181 98.9 96.1 11.6 78.5 0.0 27.1
3RP 65 95.4 96.9 1.5 73.8 0.0 33.8
4Ty 19 263 89.5 0.0 21.1 0.0 31.6
TOTAL 810 96.0 96.5 60.7 26.5 0.0 11.1
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TABLE 10: 2012 DUI COURT SANCTIONS BY COUNTY AND OFFENDER STATUS
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15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH |30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER || TOTAL [PROBATION| JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
FRESNO T 3270 95.6 96.9 93.4 1.5 0.0 0.8
NP 1024 94.1 98.5 10.0 82.5 0.1 15.1
3RP 277 93.1 98.2 2.9 84.8 0.4 41.2
4Ty 141 44.0 99.3 3.5 33.3 43 6.4
TOTAL 4712 93.6 97.4 67.3 24.9 0.2 6.5
GLENN T 120 91.7 58.3 492 0.8 0.0 1.7
NP 33 100.0 97.0 18.2 36.4 0.0 12.1
3RP 19 94.7 100.0 26.3 31.6 0.0 47.4
4Ty 5 60.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0
TOTAL 177 92.7 71.2 39.5 10.7 0.0 9.6
HUMBOLDT |[1°T 471 98.5 90.7 93.2 1.7 0.0 1.3
NP 157 96.8 97.5 17.8 75.8 0.0 71.3
3RD 51 92.2 96.1 13.7 72.5 0.0 72.5
4™y 17 94.1 100.0 0.0 35.3 11.8 47.1
TOTAL 696 97.6 92.8 68.1 24.4 0.3 23.4
IMPERIAL 13T 482 93.6 8.3 75.7 1.5 0.0 0.0
oND 95 87.4 72.6 15.8 74.7 0.0 0.0
3RP 26 96.2 92.3 3.8 88.5 0.0 0.0
4Ty 12 75.0 91.7 0.0 16.7 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 615 92.4 23.4 62.0 16.7 0.0 0.0
INYO T 68 94.1 39.7 82.4 1.5 0.0 0.0
NP 35 94.3 88.6 8.6 68.6 0.0 0.0
3RP 9 55.6 88.9 11.1 22.2 0.0 11.1
4™y 2 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 114 89.5 59.6 52.6 23.7 0.0 0.9
KERN 17 2391 96.2 97.1 67.1 1.0 0.0 1.5
NP 717 96.4 99.3 10.0 13.8 0.1 23.7
3RP 200 89.5 98.5 7.0 8.0 1.0 31.0
4™y 91 44.0 100.0 4.4 55 4.4 9.9
TOTAL 3399 94.5 97.7 49.8 43 0.2 8.1
KINGS 15T 605 93.2 96.9 87.3 2.1 0.0 0.3
NP 196 91.8 98.5 11.2 77.0 0.0 0.5
3RP 70 80.0 97.1 43 70.0 0.0 0.0
4™y 31 452 96.8 0.0 32.3 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 902 90.2 97.2 61.3 24.7 0.0 0.3
LAKE 15T 180 81.7 34.4 69.4 1.1 0.0 0.6
NP 52 82.7 80.8 11.5 55.8 0.0 17.3
3RP 23 87.0 78.3 43 47.8 0.0 4.3
4y 2 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 257 82.5 48.2 51.4 16.3 0.0 43
LASSEN 1T 129 96.1 95.3 87.6 0.8 0.0 0.8
oND 30 96.7 100.0 6.7 73.3 0.0 26.7
3RP 10 80.0 100.0 10.0 60.0 0.0 0.0
4™y 1 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 170 95.3 96.5 68.2 17.1 0.0 53
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15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH | 30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER || TOTAL |PROBATION| JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM | PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
LOS ANGELES | 1>! 21595 96.6 25.6 88.9 2.5 0.0 0.0
NP 4710 96.0 90.2 8.5 81.8 0.4 0.5
3RP 906 88.7 96.5 2.4 67.2 7.8 0.9
4™y 230 35.7 99.6 1.3 17.0 2.2 0.0
TOTAL 27441 95.7 39.7 71.5 18.4 0.4 0.1
MADERA 157 521 96.9 96.0 90.0 2.5 0.0 0.0
NP 194 96.9 97.9 15.5 74.2 0.5 0.0
3RP 49 87.8 100.0 2.0 73.5 2.0 0.0
4™y 20 35.0 100.0 0.0 20.0 5.0 0.0
TOTAL 784 94.8 96.8 63.8 25.1 0.4 0.0
MARIN 1°T 897 98.0 14.6 90.2 2.1 0.0 1.4
NP 203 99.0 90.1 5.4 88.2 0.0 24.6
3RP 58 96.6 98.3 1.7 27.6 0.0 53.4
4™y 21 81.0 100.0 0.0 52.4 0.0 66.7
TOTAL 1179 97.8 33.2 69.6 19.1 0.0 9.2
MARIPOSA 157 41 95.1 92.7 61.0 4.9 0.0 0.0
NP 17 100.0 100.0 5.9 58.8 0.0 11.8
3RP 5 100.0 80.0 20.0 40.0 0.0 0.0
4Ty 3 66.7 100.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 33.3
TOTAL 66 95.5 93.9 40.9 22.7 0.0 4.5
MENDOCINO | 1°T 345 95.7 95.9 87.0 5.2 0.0 2.6
NP 131 96.9 99.2 11.5 81.7 0.0 38.9
3R 36 91.7 97.2 0.0 83.3 0.0 66.7
4™y 15 66.7 100.0 0.0 26.7 0.0 13.3
TOTAL 527 94.9 97.0 59.8 30.2 0.0 16.3
MERCED 157 586 85.7 96.8 69.1 2.6 0.0 0.3
NP 194 84.0 96.9 5.7 82.0 0.5 6.2
3RP 41 85.4 97.6 0.0 63.4 24 9.8
4™y 15 60.0 93.3 0.0 6.7 6.7 6.7
TOTAL 836 84.8 96.8 49.8 24.0 0.4 2.3
MODOC 157 38 94.7 78.9 78.9 2.6 0.0 0.0
NP 12 91.7 83.3 25.0 50.0 8.3 25.0
3RP 5 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
4Ty 1 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 100.0
TOTAL 56 94.6 82.1 58.9 23.2 1.8 7.1
MONO 157 79 97.5 41.8 91.1 1.3 0.0 0.0
NP 18 100.0 94.4 222 77.8 0.0 0.0
3RD 6 83.3 100.0 0.0 83.3 0.0 0.0
4Ty 2 100.0 100.0 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 105 97.1 55.2 72.4 20.0 0.0 0.0
MONTEREY 157 1325 98.6 97.4 76.2 2.1 0.0 6.0
oND 392 98.7 98.5 5.4 78.6 0.0 429
3RD 101 94.1 98.0 2.0 73.3 0.0 43.6
4™y 34 58.8 100.0 0.0 32.4 0.0 14.7
TOTAL 1852 97.7 97.7 55.7 22.7 0.0 16.0
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15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH |30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL | PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
NAPA 1°T 627 97.3 95.2 90.9 1.3 0.0 11.2
NP 157 99.4 98.7 10.2 87.3 0.0 80.3
3RP 41 92.7 95.1 4.9 73.2 0.0 70.7
4™y 16 75.0 93.8 0.0 62.5 0.0 43.8
TOTAL 841 97.0 95.8 69.9 22.0 0.0 27.6
NEVADA 157 339 97.9 97.6 93.2 1.5 0.0 0.3
NP 109 97.2 100.0 34.9 57.8 0.0 2.8
3RP 27 100.0 100.0 14.8 74.1 0.0 7.4
4™y 8  100.0 100.0 12.5 62.5 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 483 97.9 98.3 74.3 19.3 0.0 1.2
ORANGE 1°T 10123 98.4 37.3 94.0 1.6 0.0 0.4
NP 2518 98.4 93.7 5.0 88.0 0.0 14.0
3RP 598 93.3 96.5 1.5 84.3 0.0 18.1
4™y 136 62.5 97.8 0.7 522 0.0 11.0
TOTAL 13375 97.8 51.2 72.2 22.1 0.0 3.9
PLACER 157 1037 98.4 97.1 93.0 1.8 0.0 1.8
NP 318 97.8 99.4 14.2 80.5 0.0 50.9
3RP 68 89.7 100.0 7.4 77.9 0.0 67.6
4Ty 13 69.2 100.0 0.0 69.2 0.0 69.2
TOTAL 1436 97.6 97.8 70.6 23.5 0.0 16.4
PLUMAS 1T 59 100.0 98.3 78.0 5.1 0.0 0.0
NP 33 100.0 100.0 6.1 81.8 0.0 0.0
3R 8  100.0 100.0 12.5 87.5 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 100 100.0 99.0 49.0 37.0 0.0 0.0
RIVERSIDE 157 6172 97.5 96.7 93.8 2.7 0.0 0.2
NP 1579 96.8 97.0 7.5 88.8 0.0 1.0
3RP 364 91.5 96.2 1.1 89.3 0.0 5.2
4™y 139 59.7 86.3 0.0 56.8 0.0 22
TOTAL 8254 96.5 96.6 71.6 23.9 0.0 0.6
SACRAMENTO| 15T 4062 97.5 96.2 91.2 1.3 0.0 2.0
NP 1270 96.6 99.3 8.3 83.6 0.1 4.6
3RP 386 93.3 99.7 2.1 84.7 0.0 9.3
4™y 114 52.6 96.5 0.0 37.7 0.0 37.7
TOTAL 5832 96.1 97.1 65.4 25.4 0.0 3.7
SAN BENITO | 15T 127 93.7 95.3 37.0 0.0 0.0 1.6
NP 45 97.8 97.8 4.4 222 0.0 15.6
3RP 9 77.8 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 55.6
4™y 8 75.0 87.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0
TOTAL 189 93.1 95.8 25.9 53 0.0 8.5
SAN 157 5589 96.0 72.7 90.7 2.7 0.0 1.2
BERNARDINO |2NP 1524 94.8 96.9 9.1 82.2 0.0 42
3RD 405 89.6 97.5 2.7 59.8 0.0 6.7
4Ty 139 56.8 87.8 2.9 4.4 0.0 0.7
TOTAL 7657 94.7 79.1 68.3 22.2 0.0 2.1
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15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH |30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL | PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
SAN 157 8090 96.1 17.8 88.4 2.2 0.0 0.2
DIEGO QNP 2107 96.0 87.6 9.6 79.8 0.0 1.6
3RP 544 89.7 97.8 1.1 81.3 0.0 4.8
4™y 147 55.8 98.0 2.7 36.1 0.0 0.7
TOTAL 10888 95.2 36.4 67.6 21.6 0.0 0.7
SAN 157 916 98.3 98.4 96.1 2.1 0.0 3.4
FRANCISCO | 2NP 231 97.4 99.1 9.1 86.1 0.0 74.5
3RP 42 92.9 100.0 2.4 85.7 7.1 71.4
4Ty 17 70.6 100.0 0.0 64.7 0.0 35.3
TOTAL 1206 97.5 98.6 74.8 22.0 0.2 19.8
SAN JOAQUIN | 1°7 1724 98.4 98.8 95.9 1.9 0.0 1.8
NP 601 98.8 99.8 11.5 87.2 0.0 49.3
3RP 174 97.7 99.4 0.0 94.3 0.0 73.6
4Ty 79 83.5 98.7 0.0 93.7 0.0 77.2
TOTAL 2578 98.0 99.1 66.8 30.8 0.0 20.0
SAN LUIS 1>t 1195 97.7 97.1 92.1 0.8 0.0 0.2
OBISPO NP 333 97.3 98.8 9.6 80.8 0.0 5.4
3RP 78 97.4 100.0 5.1 82.1 2.6 7.7
4™y 33 69.7 93.9 0.0 30.3 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 1639 97.1 97.5 69.4 21.5 0.1 1.6
SAN MATEO [ 1% 1791 92.1 97.7 84.0 1.0 0.0 0.4
NP 484 98.1 99.8 7.0 83.1 0.0 16.1
3RP 97 89.7 99.0 3.1 73.2 0.0 38.1
4™y 18 94.4 100.0 0.0 22.2 0.0 16.7
TOTAL 2390 93.3 98.2 64.5 20.7 0.0 53
SANTA 157 1566 96.0 70.8 89.9 1.9 0.0 0.1
BARBARA QNP 355 98.6 95.5 5.9 85.1 0.0 4.2
3R 100 97.0 96.0 1.0 87.0 0.0 10.0
4™y 35 77.1 97.1 0.0 54.3 0.0 8.6
TOTAL 2056 96.2 76.8 69.6 21.3 0.0 1.5
SANTA 1°r 3729 98.1 97.5 94.2 2.7 0.0 2.7
CLARA NP 1016 98.7 100.0 15.3 81.5 0.0 447
3R 226 93.8 100.0 8.4 75.7 0.0 71.2
4Ty 56 73.2 100.0 1.8 60.7 0.0 50.0
TOTAL 5027 97.8 98.1 73.4 22.5 0.0 14.8
SANTA CRUZ |17 923 97.9 96.0 80.2 0.9 0.0 0.0
oND 254 99.2 98.8 6.3 69.3 0.0 0.0
3RD 72 98.6 100.0 1.4 43.1 0.0 0.0
4Ty 11 81.8 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 1260 98.1 96.8 60.1 17.1 0.0 0.0
SHASTA 157 550 96.0 97.8 78.5 0.9 0.0 28.2
NP 203 94.1 99.0 5.4 64.0 0.0 70.9
3RP 56 89.3 98.2 3.6 51.8 0.0 73.2
4Ty 17 88.2 94.1 0.0 11.8 0.0 5.9
TOTAL 826 94.9 98.1 53.9 20.1 0.0 41.3
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15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH |30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER || TOTAL | PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
SIERRA 1°T 5 100.0 100.0 80.0 20.0 0.0 0.0
NP 2 50.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3RP 1 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0
4™y 1 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 9 77.8 100.0 44 4 22.2 0.0 0.0
SISKIYOU 157 144 91.0 91.7 76.4 2.8 0.0 1.4
NP 45 97.8 97.8 26.7 53.3 0.0 28.9
3RP 18 88.9 100.0 5.6 61.1 0.0 44.4
4™y 3 100.0 100.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 333
TOTAL 210 92.4 93.8 58.6 19.0 0.0 11.4
SOLANO 157 758 98.0 97.8 93.1 2.9 0.0 4.0
NP 278 98.2 99.3 9.0 88.8 0.0 30.6
3RP 77 93.5 100.0 0.0 90.9 0.0 71.4
4™y 29 55.2 96.6 0.0 55.2 0.0 37.9
TOTAL 1142 96.7 98.2 64.0 31.1 0.0 15.8
SONOMA 157 1636 96.1 96.5 91.1 1.3 0.0 2.3
NP 510 95.5 99.0 7.6 84.3 0.0 73.9
3RP 141 90.1 98.6 5.0 83.7 0.0 82.3
4Ty 38 63.2 97.4 0.0 55.3 0.0 39.5
TOTAL 2325 95.1 97.2 66.1 25.4 0.0 23.5
STANISLAUS |17 1557 98.6 99.0 93.9 3.6 0.0 0.1
NP 450 98.0 99.8 8.7 88.7 0.0 4.0
3R 116 96.6 99.1 3.4 92.2 0.0 16.4
4Ty 45 60.0 97.8 8.9 60.0 0.0 8.9
TOTAL 2168 97.6 99.2 69.6 27.2 0.0 2.0
SUTTER 157 211 95.3 97.6 89.6 1.9 0.0 8.5
NP 64 96.9 100.0 9.4 85.9 0.0 64.1
3RP 16 81.3 100.0 0.0 75.0 0.0 68.8
4™y 13 46.2 100.0 7.7 38.5 0.0 23.1
TOTAL 304 92.8 98.4 64.5 25.0 0.0 24.0
TEHAMA 157 171 96.5 98.2 92.4 1.2 0.0 1.8
NP 53 90.6 100.0 17.0 71.7 0.0 5.7
3RP 14 85.7 100.0 0.0 71.4 0.0 214
4™y 6 16.7 100.0 0.0 16.7 0.0 50.0
TOTAL 244 92.6 98.8 68.4 20.9 0.0 4.9
TRINITY 157 57 100.0 98.2 94.7 3.5 0.0 1.8
NP 17 100.0 100.0 23.5 58.8 0.0 52.9
3RD 8  100.0 87.5 0.0 62.5 0.0 75.0
4Ty 2 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 50.0 100.0
TOTAL 84  100.0 97.6 69.0 20.2 1.2 21.4
TULARE 157 1692 96.0 95.0 65.7 2.5 0.0 1.0
oND 508 94.5 98.2 7.9 81.9 0.0 10.8
3RD 159 87.4 96.9 4.4 78.6 0.0 14.5
4™y 70 60.0 97.1 1.4 343 0.0 27.1
TOTAL 2429 94.1 95.9 47.7 25.0 0.0 4.7
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15T OFFENDER | 18-MONTH |30-MONTH
DUI DUI DUI DUI IGNITION
OFFENDER | TOTAL | PROBATION | JAIL PROGRAM PROGRAM |PROGRAM | INTERLOCK
COUNTY STATUS N % % % % % %
TUOLUMNE | 1>" 211 96.2 87.2 86.7 3.3 0.0 0.0
NP 73 98.6 90.4 4.1 89.0 0.0 0.0
3RP 24 75.0 91.7 0.0 16.7 0.0 0.0
4™y 4 50.0 100.0 0.0 25.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 312 94.6 88.5 59.6 24.7 0.0 0.0
VENTURA 157 2565 97.6 96.8 94.3 2.0 0.0 53
NP 580 97.6 97.4 7.9 89.0 0.0 85.3
3RP 129 93.0 97.7 1.6 89.1 0.0 89.9
4™y 44 47.7 97.7 45 40.9 0.0 432
TOTAL 3318 96.8 97.0 74.4 21.1 0.0 23.1
YOLO 1°T 500 97.0 96.6 89.6 1.8 0.0 0.4
NP 148 98.0 98.0 453 46.6 0.0 29.1
3RP 28 85.7 100.0 28.6 60.7 0.0 35.7
4Ty 8 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 684 95.6 97.1 76.5 13.9 0.0 8.0
YUBA 157 209 95.7 89.0 91.9 1.0 0.0 0.0
NP 58 96.6 96.6 17.2 75.9 0.0 3.4
3RP 13 92.3 100.0 7.7 76.9 0.0 0.0
4™y 3 0.0 100.0 0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0
TOTAL 283 94.7 91.2 71.7 20.1 0.0 0.7
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SECTION 4: POSTCONVICTION SANCTION EFFECTIVENESS

This section presents reoffense and crash rates of DUI offenders over various time periods, as
well as the methodology and results of evaluations assessing the relationship between DUI
programs and DUI recidivism for drivers convicted of alcohol-or drug-related reckless driving
and for first DUI offenders.

The first part of the section examines descriptive indicators, such as DUI recidivism and crash
rates, for different groups of DUI offenders within different periods of time: 1) 1-year DUI
recidivism and crash rates for first and second DUI offenders arrested between 1990-2012, 2)
I-year DUI recidivism and crash rates by county, for first and second DUI offenders arrested in
2012, 3) percentages of DUI program referrals, enrollments, and completions for first and second
DUI offenders arrested in 2012, and 4) long term recidivism rates of DUI offenders arrested in
1994.

The second part of the section contains the results of the analyses evaluating the relationship
between DUI programs and DUI recidivism for two groups of offenders: 1) drivers convicted of
the reduced charge of alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving, and 2) first DUI offenders
assigned to 3-month or 9-month DUI programs.

The following are highlights of the findings:

¢ Asin 2011, the 1-year recidivism rates for all first DUI offenders remained at 3.8%, which is
the lowest level since 1990. The DUI reoffense rates for first offenders arrested in 2011 and
2012 were also 50.0% lower than the reoffense rate for first offenders arrested in 1990 (see
Figure 6 and Table 11a).

¢ The 1-year reoffense rate for second DUI offenders also decreased slightly more than 50% in
the past 23 years, from 9.7% in 1990 to 4.8% in 2012 (see Figure 6 and Table 11a).

¢ Subsequent 1-year crash rates among second DUI offenders have declined from 4.0% in
1990 to 2.2% in 2012, a 45.0% relative decrease. The crash rates among first offenders have
also declined; their 2012 rate is 45.3% lower than their 1990 crash rate. However, the crash
rates of both first and second DUI offenders arrested in 2012 increased slightly when
compared to the rates of the same type of offenders arrested in 2011 (see Figure 7 and Table
11a).
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¢ Of the DUI offenders arrested in 2012 who enrolled in a DUI intervention program, 86.8% of
first offenders and 40.2% of second offenders completed their program assignment (see
Table 13).

¢ At the end of 19 years, 32% of DUI offenders originally convicted in 1994 had at least one

subsequent DUI conviction, and 35% incurred at least one DUT incident (see Figure 8a).

¢ Over 19 years, DUI recidivism rates increased as the number of prior offenses increased.
The proportion of third-or-more offenders reoffending was 43%, while 35% of second
offenders and 29% of first offenders reoffended (see Figure 8b).

¢ Males showed a much higher cumulative percentage (33%) of reoffenses than did females

(24%) over the 19-year time period (see Figure 8c).

¢ Long term recidivism rates are inversely related to age, with higher reoffense rates associated

with the youngest age group, and the lowest rates with the oldest group (see Figure 8d).

¢ After 5 years, the percentage of DUI offenders reoffending in the 1994 group was much
lower (18%) compared to the percentages reoffending in the 1984 group (27%) and in the
1980 group (35%), and was equivalent to the percentage reoffending in the 2004 group
(18%). This is shown in Figure 8e.

¢ Unlike prior years’ evaluations, this year’s results show that the subsequent 1-year crash rates
of alcohol- or drug-related reckless offenders assigned to a DUI program were not
significantly different than those who were not assigned. However, similar to prior years’
evaluations, the subsequent DUI incident rates of those assigned to DUI programs were

significantly lower than the rates of those who were not assigned (see Table 14a).

¢ One-year subsequent crash rates of first DUI offenders assigned to 3-month DUI programs
were significantly higher than the crash rates of those assigned to 9-month programs (see
Table 14b). However, the 1-year postconviction DUI incident rates were not significantly

different between the two groups.

Subject Selection and Data Collection Convicted DUI and alcohol- or drug-related reckless

offenders were identified from monthly abstract update files which contain all DUI conviction

data reported to DMV by the courts. Subjects were chosen based on their number of DUI and
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alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving convictions within 10 years prior to their DUI arrest in
2012. The following groups of subjects were selected: 1) first DUI offenders—drivers who had
no DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving convictions within the previous 10 years,
2) second DUI offenders—drivers who had one DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving
conviction within the previous 10 years, 3) alcohol- or drug-related reckless offenders with no
previous DUI offenses in the past 10 years, and 4) first DUI offenders assigned to 3-month and
9-month DUI programs. In addition, DUI offenders arrested in 1994 and subsequently convicted

were selected for the 19-year follow-up evaluation.

The crash and recidivism rates of first and second DUI offenders, and the relationship between
DUI programs and DUI recidivism for persons convicted of an alcohol- or drug-reckless or first
DUI offense, are evaluated in terms of postconviction driving record, as measured by: 1) total
crashes and, 2) DUI incidents, which include alcohol-involved crashes, DUI convictions,
Administrative Per Se (APS) suspensions, and Failure-to-Appear (FTA) violations. For the 1994
DUI offenders, recidivism is measured by subsequent DUI convictions, along with one
comparison of DUI incidents. For first and second DUI offenders, the 1-year subsequent
unadjusted crash and DUI reoffense data from all of the previous and current evaluations are

included.

To maintain comparability to the previous subject-selection criteria, certain types of offenders
had to be excluded. For the sanction analyses among alcohol- or drug-related reckless offenders
and first DUI offenders, previous and current analyses excluded offenders with convictions of a
DUI felony, and those with chemical-test refusal suspensions, because their license control
penalties were different from those for the misdemeanor DUI offender groups. Drivers who did
not have a full 1-year subsequent follow-up period (because of late conviction dates) were also
excluded, as were drivers with “X” license numbers (meaning that no California driver license
number could be found) and drivers with out-of-state ZIP Codes. The only exclusions made for

the 1994 offenders were out-of-state cases and drivers with “X” license numbers.
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DUIRECIDIVISM AND CRASH RATES

One-Year DUI Recidivism and Crash Rates for First and Second DUI Offenders Arrested from
1990-2012

The 1-year subsequent DUI-incident and crash reoffense rates for both first and second DUI

offenders were compiled from previous and current DUI-MIS reports and plotted onto two

separate graphs to display these rates over time.

Figure 6 shows the percentages of first and second offenders, arrested between 1990 and 2012,

who reoffended within 1 year after their conviction.
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Figure 6. Percentages of first and second DUI offenders reoffending with a DUI incident within

1 year after conviction (arrested between 1990 and 2012).

This figure and Table 11a show an ongoing gradual decline in the 1-year recidivism rates for first
offenders from 1990 to 2012. The overall decline translates into a 50.0% reduction in recidivism
for all first offenders from 1990 to 2012. The decline in DUI reoffenses is steeper in the early
years (1990-1994), following the implementation of APS suspensions for all DUI arrestees. As
is evident in Figure 6, the reoffense rates of first offenders continue to be lower than those of the
second offenders; this has been consistently evident throughout all previous analyses conducted

on first and second offenders.
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TABLE 11a: ONE-YEAR UNADJUSTED PERCENTAGES OF SUBSEQUENT DUI-
INCIDENT-INVOLVED AND CRASH-INVOLVED FIRST AND SECOND OFFENDERS,

1990-2012
DUI-INCIDENT-INVOLVED CRASH-INVOLVED
FIRST SECOND FIRST SECOND
YEAR OFFENDERS OFFENDERS OFFENDERS OFFENDERS
1990 7.6 9.7 53 4.0
1991 7.1 9.5 4.7 3.6
1992 6.2 9.1 4.1 3.5
1993 5.8 8.8 4.1 3.5
1994 5.4 7.0 4.5 3.1
1995 5.8 7.0 4.6 3.0
1996 5.1 6.1 4.5 24
1997 5.2 6.0 4.7 2.7
1998 53 6.0 4.8 2.6
1999 5.0 6.1 5.0 2.8
2000 4.9 6.1 5.1 3.1
2001 4.9 5.9 5.2 3.0
2002 4.8 6.1 5.1 33
2003 4.7 6.5 4.8 3.2
2004 4.5 5.9 4.8 3.1
2005 4.7 5.6 4.8 3.0
2006 4.5 55 4.6 2.7
2007 4.5 54 4.1 24
2008 4.7 5.7 3.7 23
2009 4.2 5.2 3.1 1.9
2010 4.1 5.2 2.8 1.8
2011 3.8 4.9 25 1.7
2012 3.8 4.8 2.9 2.2
0,
o DIFFERENCE -50.0% -50.5% -45.3% -45.0%

1990 TO 2012

As noted in the past nine annual DUI-MIS reports, a similar overall decline is evident in the
1-year reoffense rates for the second offender group, as displayed in Figure 6 and Table 11a,
with the greatest rate of decline occurring during the years from 1993 to 1996. Table 11a shows
that, from 1990 to 2012, the reoffense rates decreased 50.5% among second offenders. This is
almost identical to a 50% decrease among first DUI offenders across the same time period. The
reoffense rates of second offenders remain higher than those of first offenders across all years.
Previous DUI-MIS reports suggested that, while many factors may be associated with the overall
decline in DUI incidents for both first and second offenders, the reduction may largely be
attributed to the implementation of APS suspensions in 1990. An evaluation (Rogers, 1997) of
the California APS Law documents recidivism reductions of up to 21.1% for first offenders and

19.5% for repeat offenders, attributable to the law.

The 1-year subsequent crash rates for both first and second offenders were also compiled from
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previous and current DUI-MIS evaluations and graphically displayed over time. Figure 7 shows
the percentages of first and second offenders arrested between 1990 and 2012 who had crashes

within 1 year after their conviction.
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Figure 7. Percentages of first and second DUI offenders involved in a crash within 1 year after

conviction (arrested between 1990 and 2012).

Among first offenders arrested between 1990 and 2012, Figure 7 and Table 11a show an initial
decline in crash rates for the earliest years, followed by an ongoing increase after 1993, and then
another decline from 2001 to 2011. However, the 1-year subsequent crash rates for both first and
second offenders increased slightly in 2012. The relative difference between first offender crash
rates in 1990 and 2012 is -45.3%, whereas the relative difference for second offenders for those

same years shows a similar decline in crash involvement of -45.0%.

Overall, second offenders have lower 1-year subsequent crash rates than do first offenders (Table
11a), and this fact has been well documented in past evaluations; it has been speculated that the
lower crash rates of second offenders may be related to the longer-term (2 years) license

suspensions imposed on second offenders.
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One-Year DUI Recidivism and Crash Rates by County for First and Second DUI Offenders
Arrested in 2012
Table 11b displays the 1-year subsequent DUI recidivism rates of offenders arrested in 2012 by

county. As shown in this table, among the larger counties, the rate at which first offenders had a
subsequent DUI incident within 1 year varied from 5.0% in Fresno to 2.9% in Los Angeles.
Among the smaller counties, Amador, Glenn and Mariposa had DUI recidivism rates above
8.0%, while Alpine, Mono, Sierra, and Trinity had 0.0% DUI recidivism rates. Second offenders
had generally higher DUI recidivism rates than first offenders. Among the larger counties,
Fresno had the highest rate, with 7.3% of second offenders having a subsequent DUI incident
within 1 year, whereas Orange second offenders had the lowest rate at 3.2%. Among the smaller
counties, the DUI recidivism rate for second offenders ranged from 14.6% (Yuba) to 0.0%

(Alpine, Colusa, Lassen, Modoc, Mono, Sierra, and Trinity).

One-year subsequent crash rates, by county, for both first and second offenders arrested in 2012
are displayed in Table 11c. Among the larger counties, the rate at which first offenders had a
subsequent crash within 1 year varied from 3.3% in Los Angeles County to 2.3% in Fresno
County. Among the smaller counties, Lake had a crash rate of 6.1%, while Alpine, Mariposa,
Modoc, Mono, Sierra, and Trinity had a 0.0% crash rate. In contrast to DUI recidivism rates,
second offenders have generally lower crash rates than first offenders. Among the larger
counties, second offender 1-year subsequent crash rates varied from 2.5% (Riverside) to 1.9%
(Orange). Among the smaller counties, the rates varied from 8.3% (San Benito) to 0.0% in 16
counties (Alpine, Amador, Calaveras, Colusa, Del Norte, Glenn, Inyo, Lassen, Mariposa,

Merced, Modoc, Mono, Plumas, Sierra, Siskiyou, and Trinity).
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TABLE 11b: 2012 1-YEAR SUBSEQUENT DUI RECIDIVISM RATES BY COUNTY
FOR FIRST AND SECOND OFFENDERS

15T OFFENDER 2™° OFFENDER

COUNTY N % N | %

STATEWIDE 2733 3.8 937 47
ALAMEDA 95 4.0 46 5.9
ALPINE 0 0.0 0 0.0
AMADOR 5 8.2 2 9.1
BUTTE 16 3.1 3 2.1
CALAVERAS 6 6.3 3 8.8
COLUSA 2 3.0 0 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 53 3.9 23 5.6
DEL NORTE 2 2.8 1 3.9
EL DORADO 15 4.0 3 2.1
FRESNO 117 5.0 54 7.3
GLENN 7 8.2 2 9.5
HUMBOLDT 7 1.9 3 24
IMPERIAL 15 4.5 4 5.3
INYO 2 3.9 1 3.7
KERN 93 5.4 36 6.4
KINGS 26 6.4 6 4.0
LAKE 9 6.8 5 12.8
LASSEN 3 3.1 0 0.0
LOS ANGELES 452 2.9 144 4.0
MADERA 14 5.1 13 12.4
MARIN 20 3.1 5 3.5
MARIPOSA 3 9.4 1 6.7
MENDOCINO 17 6.7 6 5.6
MERCED 23 6.8 4 3.7
MODOC 1 4.0 0 0.0
MONO 0 0.0 0 0.0
MONTEREY 24 3.2 7 2.9
NAPA 16 3.7 3 2.7
NEVADA 21 7.8 5 5.6
ORANGE 236 3.1 59 3.2
PLACER 32 4.1 10 4.1
PLUMAS 2 43 4 12.9
RIVERSIDE 187 4.0 53 44
SACRAMENTO 123 3.8 72 7.0
SAN BENITO 6 6.9 2 5.6
SAN BERNARDINO 182 4.4 49 4.6
SAN DIEGO 209 3.4 75 4.4
SAN FRANCISCO 20 2.9 9 5.0
SAN JOAQUIN 78 5.8 23 5.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO 48 3.7 15 4.0
SAN MATEO 51 5.2 15 5.3
SANTA BARBARA 33 3.0 7 2.7
SANTA CLARA 96 3.6 34 4.6
SANTA CRUZ 44 6.1 8 4.1
SHASTA 13 2.9 3 2.0
SIERRA 0 0.0 0 0.0
SISKIYOU 3 2.8 2 5.7
SOLANO 35 6.2 14 7.0
SONOMA 40 3.3 13 3.5
STANISLAUS 64 5.3 30 8.2
SUTTER 8 5.3 5 11.1
TEHAMA 7 5.3 4 9.5
TRINITY 0 0.0 0 0.0
TULARE 61 5.0 28 7.6
TUOLUMNE 5 2.8 2 3.3
VENTURA 65 3.7 9 2.3
YOLO 13 3.5 5 43
YUBA 8 5.0 7 14.6
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TABLE 11c: 2012 1-YEAR SUBSEQUENT CRASH RATES BY COUNTY FOR
FIRST AND SECOND OFFENDERS

15T OFFENDER 2™° OFFENDER
COUNTY N | % N | %
STATEWIDE 2138 2.9 433 22
ALAMEDA 70 2.9 22 2.8
ALPINE 0 0.0 0 0.0
AMADOR 1 1.6 0 0.0
BUTTE 15 2.9 2 1.4
CALAVERAS 3 3.1 0 0.0
COLUSA 1 1.5 0 0.0
CONTRA COSTA 44 3.3 5 1.2
DEL NORTE 1 1.4 0 0.0
EL DORADO 11 2.9 4 2.8
FRESNO 55 2.3 14 1.9
GLENN 3 3.5 0 0.0
HUMBOLDT 4 1.1 4 3.2
IMPERIAL 5 1.5 1 1.3
INYO 1 2.0 0 0.0
KERN 44 2.6 10 1.8
KINGS 10 2.5 5 3.3
LAKE 8 6.1 1 2.6
LASSEN 3 3.1 0 0.0
LOS ANGELES 527 3.3 87 24
MADERA 3 1.1 5 4.8
MARIN 22 3.5 2 1.4
MARIPOSA 0 0.0 0 0.0
MENDOCINO 7 2.8 1 0.9
MERCED 6 1.8 0 0.0
MODOC 0 0.0 0 0.0
MONO 0 0.0 0 0.0
MONTEREY 23 3.1 5 2.1
NAPA 10 2.3 1 0.9
NEVADA 6 22 1 1.1
ORANGE 247 3.2 35 1.9
PLACER 17 22 5 2.1
PLUMAS 2 43 0 0.0
RIVERSIDE 137 2.9 30 2.5
SACRAMENTO 85 2.6 31 3.0
SAN BENITO 5 5.8 3 8.3
SAN BERNARDINO 110 2.7 24 2.2
SAN DIEGO 173 2.8 36 2.1
SAN FRANCISCO 22 3.1 3 1.7
SAN JOAQUIN 46 3.4 9 1.9
SAN LUIS OBISPO 51 4.0 12 3.2
SAN MATEO 26 2.6 5 1.8
SANTA BARBARA 22 2.0 6 23
SANTA CLARA 83 3.1 14 1.9
SANTA CRUZ 28 3.9 6 3.1
SHASTA 7 1.5 3 2.0
SIERRA 0 0.0 0 0.0
SISKIYOU 1 0.9 0 0.0
SOLANO 18 3.2 4 2.0
SONOMA 30 2.5 14 3.8
STANISLAUS 37 3.0 2 0.5
SUTTER 6 4.0 1 2.2
TEHAMA 1 0.8 3 7.1
TRINITY 0 0.0 0 0.0
TULARE 27 22 3 0.8
TUOLUMNE 5 2.8 2 3.3
VENTURA 56 3.2 6 1.5
YOLO 10 2.7 5 43
YUBA 3 1.9 1 2.1
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Long Term Recidivism Rates of the 1994 DUI Offenders

Since all DUI offenders were included in the 1994 group, it was possible to observe and compare

the long term recidivism rates for subdivided groups within the 1994 cohort, and to see how
these groups differ in their long term recidivism rates. This approach was also taken in a
previous study conducted by Peck (1991), in which the reoffense failure curves of various groups
among 1980 and 1984 DUI offenders were compared. Failure curves are cumulative percentages
over time of first reoffenses occurring after initial DUI conviction. Both DUI convictions
(alone) and DUI incidents over the 19-year follow-up period for the 1994 group were included as
outcome data in order to maintain comparability with the 1984 and 1980 cohorts from a previous
evaluation (Peck, 1991).

Table 12 shows cumulative percentages of first subsequent DUI reoffenses (convictions) for the
1994 offenders, as well as 9- and 19-year cumulative percentages for the 1980 and 1994 groups

and 5-year cumulative percentages for the 1984 and 2004 groups.

TABLE 12: CUMULATIVE PERCENTAGES OF FIRST SUBSEQUENT DUI REOFFENSES
FOR 1994 DUI OFFENDERS AND COHORT GROUPS

PERCENTAGE
YEAR | 157 | 2™ | 3% |MALES | FEMALES| 16-25] 26-45 | 46-65 | 66+ | 1980 | 1984 | 1994 | 2004
157 4 6 6 5 3 5 5 4 3 11 7 5 4
NP 8 10 12| 10 6 10 9 8 6 19 15 9 8
3RP 12 14 17| 13 9 14 13 11 8 25 20 13 12
4m™ 14 18 21| 16 11 18 16 13 9 30 24 16 15
5t 17 21 25| 19 13 20 18 15 10 35 27 18 18
6™ 19 23 28| 22 14 23 21 17 10 38 NA 21 NA
7™ 20 25 31| 23 16 25 23 18 11 40 NA 22 NA
g 22 27 33| 25 17 260 24 19 11 42 NA 24 NA
o™ 23 28 35| 26 18 280 25 20 12 44 NA 25 NA
10™ 24 30 36| 27 19 29 27 21 12 | NA NA 26 NA
1™ 25 31 38| 28 20 30 28 22 12 | NA NA 27 NA
12m™ 25 32 39| 29 21 3. 28 22 12 | NA NA 28 NA
13™ 26 32 40| 30 21 32 29 22 12 | NA NA 29 NA
14™ |27 33 41| 31 22 33 30 23 12 | NA NA 30 NA
15™ 27 34 41| 31 23 34 31 23 12 | NA NA 30 NA
16™ | 28 35 42| 32 23 34 31 23 12 | NA NA 31 NA
17" [ 28 35 43| 32 24 35 32 24 12 | NA NA 31 NA
18™ 29 35 43| 33 24 35 32 24 12 | NA  NA 32 NA
19™ 29 35 43| 33 24 35 32 24 12 | NA  NA 32 NA
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In addition to Table 12, Figures 8a through 8e display recidivism rates for 1994 offenders over
19 years.
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Figure 8a. Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction and DUI incident (alcohol
crashes, DUI convictions, APS suspensions, and DUI FTAs) for 1994 DUI offenders.

Figure 8a shows that, for 1994 offenders as a whole, at the end of 19 years 32% were convicted
of at least one DUI reoffense. When considering a more expanded view of DUI reoffenses
including all DUI incidents, the recidivism rate increased to 35%. These failure curves are
steepest in the years following the 1994 conviction, after which they start to flatten out, but are
still rising slightly in the 7th through 19th years. For both measures, the highest recidivism rates

occur during the first year following conviction.

One way to explore the degree of alcohol-use severity is to examine the recidivism rates by the
number of prior DUIs within 10 years (statutorily defined time frame for counting priors) of the
1994 DUI violation. Figure 8b displays the cumulative proportions of reoffenses for first,

second, and third-or-more DUI offenders.

From this graph and Table 12, it is evident that the recidivism failure curves are higher for DUI
offenders with higher numbers of prior offenses. Third-or-more offenders have the highest
overall failure curve, and continue to maintain higher failure percentages over the 19-year time
period. At the end of 19 years, 43% of third-or-more offenders have reoffended, compared to
35% of second offenders and 29% of first offenders.
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Figure 8b. Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction by number of prior DUI
convictions for the 1994 DUI offenders.

Because the majority of DUI offenders has always been male (87% in 1994), it is relevant to
inspect the recidivism rates of the 1994 offenders by gender. As evident in Figure 8c and Table
12, the percentage of males that reoffend over 19 years is much higher than that of females. At
the end of 19 years, 33% of males have reoffended as compared to 24% of females. The failure
curve for females is noticeably lower and increases at a slower pace throughout the 19 years than

the curve for males.
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Figure 8c. Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction by gender for the 1994 DUI
offenders.

44



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

Since it is also well known that DUI violations are associated with certain age groups, the
recidivism curves are assessed by age as well. Figure 8d displays the failure curves of four age
groups. It is evident that reoffense rates are inversely related to age; the failure rates are highest
for the youngest group and lowest for the oldest group. Over 19 years, the failure curves of the
two youngest groups are quite close to each other and are much steeper than the curve of the
oldest group; the failure curves of all age groups are steepest during the first few years following
the 1994 conviction.

The failure curve of the 66+ group flattens out at the fifth year, much sooner than the curves of
the other groups. The mortality of the oldest group could influence their lower recidivism rate;
also, this group may be restricting their driving by driving less frequently than the other age
groups. After 19 years, the two youngest groups reoffended by 35% and 32%, respectively,
while 24% of the middle age group (for whom mortality may also be a factor) and 12% of the
oldest group recidivated.
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Figure 8d. Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI conviction by age group (age at
conviction date) for the 1994 DUI offenders.

The final figure, Figure 8e, compares the 1994 recidivism curves with those of the 1980, 1984,
and 2004 cohorts over a 5-year time period.
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Figure 8e. Cumulative percent of first subsequent DUI reoffense of the 1980, 1984, 1994, and
2004 DUI offenders.

Three years ago, the reoffense rates of the 2004 cohort over the 5-year time period were added
along with the cumulative percentages of the 1980, 1984 and 1994 groups (Figure 8e and Table
12). Because these cohorts of DUI offenders span 24 years, it is possible to consider whether the

enactment of major DUI laws over that time period has affected their relative recidivism rates.

Figure 8e reveals that at the end of 5 years, 35% of the 1980 offenders reoffended compared to
27% of the 1984 group, and to 18% of the 1994 and 2004 groups. Quite dramatically, the
proportion recidivating in the 1994 and 2004 groups (18%) dropped by half compared to those in
the 1980 group (35%). Major pieces of DUI legislation were enacted in California over this time
span of 24 years. The noticeably lower reoffense proportions of the 1984 group (27%) compared
to the 1980 group (35%) can likely be attributed to the 1982 laws, AB 541 (Moorhead), which
applied tougher sanctions for DUI offenders, and AB 7 (Hart) which established the initial 0.10%
per se BAC illegal limit. The effectiveness of these laws was confirmed by a previous California
study by Tashima and Peck (1986). Table 12, which compares the 1980 cohort with the 1994
group over 9 years, shows that 44% of the 1980 group recidivated versus 25% of the 1994 group.
The difference between the recidivism rates of these two groups remains quite dramatic at the
end of 9 years. There was only a one percentage-point increase in recidivism each year for the
1994 group in years 8 through 14.
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Continuing with Figure 8e, it is evident that the difference in the reoffending proportions
between the 1984 group (27%) and the 1994 group (18%) is substantial; this reduction in
reoffenses is possibly due to the enactment of two 1990 laws: SB 1623 (Lockyer), which
established APS suspensions for all offenders at the time of arrest, and SB 1150 (Lockyer),
which set the illegal BAC limit to 0.08% and imposed other stringent sanctions for DUI
offenders. As noted earlier, an evaluation (Rogers, 1997) of the California APS law documented
recidivism reductions of up to 21.1% for first offenders and 19.5% for repeat offenders, both
attributable to the APS law. Figure 8e also shows that the reoffense levels are very similar for
both the 1994 and 2004 cohorts. The reoffense rates of the 2004 offenders were only one
percentage-point lower than that of the 1994 group for the first 4 years and were identical at the
end of 5 years.

In summary, the 1994 offenders have long term reoffense rates that are higher among those with
more DUI priors (within 10 years), among males, and among younger-aged drivers. These
findings are not surprising and are consistent with previous studies. In comparing the reoffense
rates of the 1994 and 2004 groups with those of the 1980 and 1984 offenders, it was found that
the cumulative percentages of reoffenses were much lower among the 1994 and 2004 offenders.
The dramatically lower reoffense rates of the 1994 and 2004 groups could be attributed, in part,
to the enactment of more stringent sanctions for DUI offenders in the past 2 decades, including
the APS suspension law of 1990.

The Proportions of DUI Program Referrals, Enrollments, and Completions for First and Second
DUI Offenders Arrested in 2012

Beginning 6 years ago, this report captures the numbers and proportions of convicted first and

second offenders whose records indicated that they had enrolled in and completed a DUI
program, upon referral received from the court. Inclusion of the information on enrollments and
completions was possible due to the addition of a new subrecord to each person’s driving record
that contains data on DUI program enrollment and completion dates, court information relevant

to the DUI conviction, and program length.

Table 13 shows the percentages of referrals to the various DUI programs for first and second
offenders. It can be seen from this table that 89.1% of first offenders and 80.0% of second
offenders were assigned to a DUI program. Among first offenders, 72.0% enrolled in a DUI
program, which usually ranges from 3 to 9 months in length, depending upon the offender’s
BAC level at the time of their arrest. Furthermore, 57.0% of second offenders were enrolled in
an 18-month DUI program. Of those enrolled in DUI programs, 86.8% of first offenders and
40.2% of second offenders completed their program assignment (some second offenders may

still have been enrolled in the program at the time this report was completed).
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TABLE 13: COUNTS AND PROPORTIONS OF REPORTED DUI PROGRAM
REFERRALS, ENROLLMENTS, AND COMPLETIONS FOR CONVICTED FIRST AND
SECOND OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2012

PROGRAM PROGRAM
TOTAL REFERRALS ENROLLMENT | PROGRAM COMPLETION
OFFENDERS N N % N % N %’ %’
15T OFFENDERS 98,549 87,807°  89.1 70,930 720 | 61,587  62.5 86.8
D OFFENDERS 26,239 21,063%  80.0 15014  57.0 6,029 229 402

*Percent of total number of DUI offenders. "Percent of program enrollees. ‘Referrals to first offender DUI program (3 to 9
months). Referrals to 18 month DUI program.

DUI PROGRAM EVALUATION FOR ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RELATED RECKLESS
OFFENDERS AND FIRST DUI OFFENDERS

Methods
Subject Selection and Follow-up Data The basis for evaluating the effectiveness of DUI

programs for offenders convicted of alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving, or for first DUI
offenders, was established by legislation. The evaluation for the offenders with alcohol- or drug-
related reckless convictions was mandated by SB 1176 (Johnson); for these offenders, this
legislation requires the courts to order enrollment in a DUI program as a condition of probation.
An evaluation of the efficacy of the 3-month versus 6-month DUI program for first offenders
was mandated by AB 1916 (Torlakson). In 2004, the courts were required to refer first offenders
whose BAC level is less than 0.20% to a 3-month program, and those with a BAC level of 0.20%
or above, or who refuse to take a chemical test, to a 6-month program. Effective starting in
2005, AB 1353 (Liu) increased the duration of DUI intervention programs from 6 to 9 months
for first DUI offenders on probation whose BAC levels are 0.20% or greater, or who refuse to
take a chemical test.

Two groups of alcohol- or drug-related reckless convictees were identified: 1) those who were
assigned to a DUI program and 2) those who were not assigned to a program. These sanctions
are reported by the courts to DMV via disposition codes on the conviction abstracts. Although
courts are mandated to require all alcohol- or drug-related reckless drivers to attend at least the
educational component of a DUI program as a condition of probation, it was found that 28% of
such offenders arrested in 2012 were not assigned to do so. This discrepancy allowed a
comparison of subsequent crashes and DUI incidents between the two groups. Alcohol- or drug-
related reckless convictees with “X” license numbers and those with out-of-state ZIP codes were

excluded from the analysis.
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In evaluating the relationship between the length of DUI programs and DUI recidivism, first
offenders arrested in 2012 that showed the 3-month and 9-month designations on their
conviction abstracts were identified and selected for the analysis. The records of 35% of first
offenders who were assigned to a DUI intervention program either did not indicate the specific
length of time of the program or indicated other lengths of time that were not 3 or 9 months.
These individuals were excluded from the comparison. Cases further excluded from the analysis
were: first DUI offenders convicted of felony DUI, drivers with “X” license numbers, and
drivers with out-of-state ZIP codes. Of the total sample selected, 76% were assigned to 3-month
programs, while 24% were assigned to 9-month programs. In order to explore if the BAC level
of first DUI offenders was associated with DUI recidivism, only DUI offenders with available

information on their BAC level were included in the comparison.

The conviction date was considered to be the “treatment date” for defining prior and subsequent
driving record data for both alcohol- or drug-reckless and first DUI offenders, because the
penalties and sanctions for the offense are typically effective as of that date. The evaluation
period for the postconviction driving measures lasted at least 1 year from the conviction date,

ranging from 12 to 29 months.

A buffer period of 4 months was allowed between the end of the evaluation period and the date
of data extraction to allow for processing and reporting of the most recent data to DMV for both
alcohol- or drug-reckless and first DUI offenders. Offenders from either of these groups who
had less than the full 1-year follow-up time period (from conviction date to the end of the
evaluation period) were excluded from the evaluation. There were two driver record outcome
measures used in these evaluations. The first outcome measure consisted of the percentage of
offenders who were involved in a crash, and the second outcome measure consisted of the
percentage of offenders who were involved in a DUI incident (i.e., alcohol-involved crashes,
DUI convictions, APS/refusal suspensions, or FTAs). Only the first crash or the first DUI
incident was evaluated, which is not an important limitation because the incidence of repeat
failures (two-or-more crashes or DUI incidents) was very low during the evaluation period.
More importantly, analysis of repeat failures would be subject to confounding by court sanctions
received in connection with the first failure incident. This confounding was avoided by

excluding multiple incidents from the analyses.
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Evaluation Design and Analytical Procedures Since it was not possible to randomly assign
drivers to the various sanction groups, potential biases due to preexisting group differences were
statistically controlled to the extent possible by using biographical data, prior driving record data,
and ZIP Code indices, such as crash and traffic conviction averages for each driver's ZIP Code
area (Appendix Table B5). While this “quasi-experimental” design is subject to a number of
limitations, the attempt to statistically control for group differences removes at least part of the
bias in group assignment and provides a less-confounded comparison of the sanction groups. It
is possible, of course, that the groups also differ on characteristics not measured or reflected in
covariates. The possibility of uncontrolled biases becomes particularly problematic if sanctions
received by offenders systematically vary through self- or judicial-selectivity (e.g., drivers of
higher socioeconomic status may be more likely to receive a program with license restriction and

less likely to receive jail than those of lower status).

Prior driver record data were extracted for the 2 years preceding the DUI or alcohol- or drug-
reckless conviction date. The prior driver record variables for these offenders are shown in
Appendix Table B5. Since some of these driver record variables were significantly different
between the two groups, they were used as covariates in the analyses to adjust for differences in

the outcomes associated with group differences on these variables.

Following the extraction of covariates, simple correlations were computed between demographic
variables, prior driving variables, and the outcome measures (first subsequent crash and first
subsequent DUI incident). The demographic and 2-year prior driving variables that had
statistically significant correlations with the outcome measures were identified and selected as
potential covariates. For each logistic regression analysis, potential interactions between the
covariates and treatment/comparison groups were tested. In analyses with significant
interactions, the interaction terms are typically included in the final logistic regression models.
There were no significant interactions among the alcohol- or drug-reckless drivers for both
outcome measures. However, for first DUI offenders, one significant interaction was detected
between a covariate and the treatment comparison groups for subsequent DUI incidents, and this
finding is discussed in the results section.
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Results of the DUI Program Evaluation for Drivers Convicted of Alcohol- or Drug-Reckless
Driving
Figure 9a and Table 14a display the results of the evaluation of the effectiveness of DUI program

assignment on drivers convicted of alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving violations.
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Figure 9a. Adjusted 1-year crash and DUI incident rates for alcohol- or drug-reckless drivers
(arrested in 2012) by DUI program assignment.

Total Crashes Except for last year and similar to the previous 8 years, the results show that
assignment to a DUI program is not significantly associated with the 1-year subsequent crash
rates of alcohol- or drug-reckless offenders arrested in 2012. The offenders assigned to a DUI
program show a 4.9% lower crash rate than those not assigned to the program, but this difference
is not large enough to be statistically significant. Their crash rate (3.89 per 100 drivers) is higher
this year as compared to the rate last year (3.28 per 100 drivers). At the same time, the crash rate
of alcohol- or drug-reckless offenders not assigned to a DUI program (4.09 per 100 drivers) is
slightly higher than the previous year’s evaluation (3.96 per 100 drivers).
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TABLE 14a: THE RELATIONSHIP OF DUI PROGRAMS WITH SUBSEQUENT CRASHES
AND DUI INCIDENTS FOR DRIVERS CONVICTED OF ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RELATED
RECKLESS DRIVING ARRESTED IN 2012

PERCENTAGE NUMBER PERCENTAGE
NUMBER | EFFECT (DIFFERENCE DUI EFFECT (DIFFERENCE
CRASH- IN % RATES) = INCIDENT- IN % RATES) =
INVOLVED, INVOLVED,
SANCTION [SAMPLE[ PER 100 |[-9RP2-GRPI . " pgrigp | GRP2-GRP1 .
YEAR GROUP SIZE DRIVERS GRP 1 DRIVERS GRP 1
NO PROGRAM
é?éiLOW o (GRP 1) 3,535 4.09 2.87
PERIOD =1 DUI PROGRAM o e
YEAR
) (GRP 2) 9,305 3.89 2.28
*p <.05.

DUI Incidents Figure 9a and Table 14a also indicate that alcohol- or drug-reckless offenders
assigned to a DUI program show a statistically fewer number of DUI incidents in the 1 year
following their assignment than those who were not assigned (p < .05). The reoffense rate of the
alcohol- or drug-reckless offenders assigned to the programs is 20.6% lower than the reoffense
rate of those not assigned to the programs. These findings are similar to last year’s results, but
different from findings in prior years. These results have to be viewed with some caution
because random assignment to program attendance was not possible; there still remains the
possibility of uncontrolled biases through self- or judicial-selectivity, even though statistical

controls based on available covariates should remove some of the bias.

9-Month DUI Program Evaluation for Repeat Alcohol- or Drug-Related Reckless Drivers

An evaluation of a referral to a 9-month DUI program for offenders with an alcohol- or drug-
related reckless conviction who have a prior conviction for alcohol- or drug-related reckless
driving or DUI within 10 years, was mandated by AB 2802 (Houston). This legislation requires
the courts to order these offenders to enroll in a DUI intervention program for at least 9 months
as a condition of probation. The records of persons arrested for DUI in 2012 and subsequently
convicted of alcohol- or drug-reckless driving indicate that 1,543 of them have a prior DUI or
alcohol- or drug-related reckless conviction. The court-reported conviction abstracts for these
offenders show that 59% of them were assigned to DUI programs when they were granted
probation. However, the records of only 28 offenders (1.8%) indicated a 9-month DUI program
referral. Since this critical information indicating an assignment to the 9-month DUI program
was missing on the records for 98.2% of the repeat alcohol- or drug-reckless offenders, it was not

possible to evaluate this program referral for the current report.
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Results of the Evaluation of 3-Month and 9-Month DUI Programs for First DUI Offenders

Total Crashes Figure 9b and Table 14b display the results of the evaluation of the relationship

between DUI program length and DUI recidivism and crashes among first DUI offenders
assigned to 3-month versus 9-month programs. The results show that the length of time of the
DUI program is significantly associated with 1-year subsequent crash rates of first DUI
offenders. First DUI offenders assigned to the 9-month program had a 29.1% lower crash rate
than those assigned to the 3-month program (Table 14b), and this difference was statistically
significant (p <.05). This year’s findings are different from prior years’ results that generally
did not show significant differences in 1-year subsequent crashes between the two groups. It is
possible that the longer license suspension term (10 months) of the 9-month program participants

was associated with their lower crash rates.

8.00 -
%
=z
= a o 6.00 o
@)
= p g
2= = 3.50
OR3C 400 3.03 3.08
E Do: S % _________ e
o m % / e
WwIa 200 A /
E o
<<
=5
/;|= | / =
0.00 _E ===t . e 2 3
3-month program 9-month program 3-month program 9-month program

CRASHES DUI INCIDENTS

Figure 9b. Adjusted 1-year crash and DUI incident rates for first offender drivers (arrested in
2012) by length of DUI program.

DUI Incidents Similar to last year’s results, Figures 9b and Table 14b indicate that first DUI
offenders assigned to the 3-month program do not have significantly different 1-year subsequent
DUI incident rates than DUI offenders assigned to the 9-month program. The reoffense rate of
those assigned to the 3-month program is not very different from that of those assigned to the
9-month program, and this difference is not large enough to be statistically significant.
However, in this year’s evaluation, a significant interaction was detected between program
assignment and gender on subsequent DUI incidents. Female first offenders assigned to the 9-
month programs had more subsequent DUI incidents than those assigned to 3-month programs,
while there were minimal differences in the number of DUI incidents between males assigned to

the 3-month and those assigned to the 9-month program. The overall impact of this interaction
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was limited due to the lower proportions of females (23.4%) represented in the sample compared
to their male counterparts. Ultimately, the overall findings supported no significant differences
between the 3-month and 9-month program groups on subsequent DUI incidents. In evaluations
prior to the last 4 years, results indicated that DUI offenders assigned to the 9-month program
had significantly more subsequent DUI incidents than offenders assigned to the 3-month
program. That was not surprising given that first DUI offenders assigned to the 9-month
program have higher BAC levels (0.20% and above), and would be more likely to recidivate than
DUI offenders with lower BAC levels. Therefore, in those prior years, two further subanalyses
were conducted to determine whether BAC level was associated with the outcomes of this
evaluation. The results of these two subanalyses generally confirmed that first DUI offenders
with higher BAC levels (0.20% and above) were more likely to recidivate than those with lower
BAC levels. Also, when BAC level is held constant, there were no significant differences in the
DUI incident rates between DUI offenders assigned to the 3-month DUI program and those
assigned to the 9-month program.

TABLE 14b: THE RELATIONSHIP OF 3-MONTH AND 9-MONTH DUI PROGRAMS
WITH SUBSEQUENT CRASHES AND DUI INCIDENTS AMONG FIRST DUI
OFFENDERS ARRESTED IN 2012

PERCENTAGE NUMBER PERCENTAGE
NUMBER | EFFECT (DIFFERENCE DU EFFECT (DIFFERENCE
CRASH- IN % RATES) = INCIDENT- IN % RATES) =
INVOLVED, INVOLVED,

SANCTION [SAMPLE| PER 100 |-SRP2-GRP1 1" pER 100 GRP2-GRP1 0o
YEAR GROUP SIZE | DRIVERS GRP I DRIVERS GRP |

3-MONTH
2012 PROGRAM [ 32,172| 350 3.03

. GRP 1

(FOLLOW-UP | (GRP'D) 229.1%* 1.65%
PERIOD - |
VEAR) 9-MONTH

PROGRAM || 10,110 |  2.48 3.08

(GRP 2)

*p <.05

Starting 4 years ago, BAC level information has been included in the initial analysis as a
covariate so that its effects on the outcome measures (1-year subsequent crashes and DUI
incidents) were removed before assessment of the relationship between assigned program length
and DUI recidivism among first DUI offenders. When the effect of BAC level on DUI
recidivism was removed, the results indicated that assignment to the extended 9-month DUI
program does not appear to be associated with fewer DUI incidents than assignment to the

3-month program, which is comparable to the findings in prior years.
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The effectiveness of increasing the duration of time for DUI intervention programs has also not
been supported in the literature. DeYoung examined the effectiveness of lengthening SB 38
alcohol treatment programs from 12 to 18 months for second offenders and found no evidence
that the additional 6 months reduced DUI recidivism (DeYoung, 1995).

A final limitation of these analyses should be noted. Since this study only included first
offenders whose conviction abstracts had information on the length of DUI program, there may
be additional unknown biases that this quasi-experimental design cannot rule out. However, the
statistical control of group differences based on available covariates would be expected to

remove at least part of the bias.
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SECTION 5: LICENSE SUSPENSION/REVOCATION ACTIONS

Data on DMV license disqualification actions (license suspension or revocation [S/R]) based
upon either DUI arrest or DUI conviction are presented in this section. These statutorily-
mandated actions are initiated by the receipt of either a law enforcement Administrative Per Se
(APS) report (0.08% BAC, zero tolerance, DUI probation violation, or chemical test refusal) or
court abstract of conviction. It should be noted that multiple actions can result from a single DUI
incident—for example, a single DUI arrest frequently will result in both an APS suspension and

a (later) mandatory postconviction suspension action.

The total count of postconviction suspension/revocation actions has dramatically increased as a
result of a law change (SB 1697), effective September 20, 2005, which assigned to DMV sole
responsibility for imposing postconviction license actions for all DUI offenders, removing this
responsibility from the courts. DMV is also responsible for issuing license restrictions to DUI

offenders who meet requirements defined by the law.

This section includes the following tables:

Table 15: Mandatory DUI License Disqualification Actions, 2003-2013. This table shows APS

and postconviction license disqualification totals from 2003 through 2013. The postconviction

totals include juvenile suspensions, first-offender suspensions, second-offender suspensions and

revocations, and third- and fourth-offender revocations.

Table 16: Administrative Per Se Process Measures. This table presents APS process measure
data from 2011 to 2013.

57



SECTION 5: LICENSE SUSPENSION/REVOCATION ACTIONS

The following statements are based on the data shown in the previously listed tables.

¢ The total number of DMV APS and DUI postconviction S/R actions for 2013 was 19.0%
higher than that for 2003 (see Table 15). These totals have increased markedly as of
September 20, 2005 due to the law change noted earlier.

¢ In 2013, 150,337 APS license actions were taken. Of these actions, 74.1% were first-
offender actions (including “zero tolerance” actions taken for drivers under age 21) and

25.9% were repeat-offender actions (see Table 15).

¢ The number of chemical test refusal actions (excluding those later set aside) increased by
30.3% in 2013, after decreasing by 6.0% in 2012. The total numbers of refusal actions have
decreased 2.0% since 2003 (see Table 15).

¢ Total APS actions (including actions later set aside) decreased by 8.2% in 2013, following a
7.9% decrease in 2012 (see Table 16).

¢ Requests for APS hearings increased from 32.1% of all APS actions in 2012 to 32.5% in
2013. However, the percentage of .08 APS S/R actions set aside after a hearing continued to

stay relatively unchanged during the past several years, from 8.4% set aside in 2011, to 8.5%
set aside in 2012, and 8.4% set aside in 2013 (see Table 16).

¢ Total postconviction S/R actions decreased by 9.1% in 2013, after decreasing 6.3% in 2012,

with the largest decrease occurring for fourth-or-more offender revocations (14.4%),

followed by a 12.3% decrease in first offender suspensions (see Table 15).
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TABLE 16: ADMINISTRATIVE PER SE PROCESS MEASURES

2011° 2012 2013
Total APS actions initiated (including actions later set aside): 195,532 180,113 165,302
Total .08° APS actions set aside 17,194 15,587 14,147
Total .01° suspensions set aside 1,107 1,004 818

Net total APS actions taken (excluding actions later set aside) 177,231 163,522 150,337
Net total .08 APS actions 159,768 148,687 138,587
Net total .01 actions 17,463 14,835 11,750

Net APS Actions by Offender Status/License Classification:®

Net total APS actions, noncommercial drivers 174,922 161,289 148,159

Net total commercial driver (CDL) APS actions taken 2,309 2,233 2,178

Net total actions of commercial drivers in commercial vehicles 104 94 96

Net APS .08 actions for drivers with no prior convictions or APS actions® 114,858 106,562 99,475
4-month license suspensions 79,300 73,000 68,953
Non-CDL 30-day suspensions plus 5-month COE restrictions 29,061 27,313 23,219
First-offender chemical test refusals 4,458 4,227 5,448
CDL first offender suspensions/restrictions 2,039 2,022 1,855

Net APS .08 actions taken for drivers with prior convictions 44910 42,125 39,112
Suspensions 42,127 39,563 35,646
Revocations 2,783 2,562 3,466

APS Chemical Test Refusal Process Measures:

Total .08 and .01 APS refusal actions initiated (including actions later set 7,956 7,418 9,615
Total .08 refusal actions set aside 421 338 388
Total .01 refusal actions set aside 15 11 13

Net total .08 and .01 APS refusal actions (excluding actions later set aside) 7,520 7,069 9,214
Net total .08 refusal actions 7,241 6,789 8,914
Net total .01 refusal actions 279 280 300

Chemical test refusal rate (including actions later set aside) 4.07% 4.12% 5.82%

Net .08 APS refusal (suspension) actions for subjects with no prior DUIs 4,458 4,227 5,448

Net .08 APS refusal (revocation) actions for subjects with prior DUIs 2,783 2,562 3,466

APS Hearings:®

Total .08 and .01 in person or telephone APS hearings scheduled 58,032 57,855 53,761
Percentage of total APS actions resulting in a scheduled hearing” 29.7% 32.1% 32.5%
.08 hearings held and/or completed 53,736 53,814 50,502
.08 actions set aside following hearings 4511 4,579 4,257
Percentage of .08 APS actions set aside following hearings 8.4% 8.5% 8.4%
.01 hearings held and/or completed 4,119 3,932 3,095
.01 actions set aside following hearings 357 335 273
Percentage of .01 APS actions set aside following hearings 8.7% 8.5% 8.8%

APS Chemical Test Refusal Hearings:

Total .08 and .01 APS refusal hearings scheduled 3,033 2,985 3,345

.08 APS refusal hearings held and/or completed 2,941 2,905 3,264

.08 APS refusal actions set aside following hearings 306 267 287

3Some figures for 2011 have been slightly revised to adjust for duplicate records found after publishing the 2013 report.
.08 refers to APS actions taken subsequent to obtaining evidence of a BAC equal to or in excess of the .08% per se level or on the
basis of a chemical test refusal. Such an action is taken in conjunction with a DUI arrest.

€.01 refers to APS suspensions taken against drivers under the age of 21 with BACS .01% or greater, or on the basis of a chemical
test refusal, and are not necessarily taken in conjunction with a DUI arrest.

dAll entries in this category exclude actions later set aside but, where possible, include actions taken on the basis of either a chemical
test refusal or a BAC test result.

Prior DUI convictions or APS actions consist of any such conviction or action where the violation occurred within 10 years (7 years
before 1/1/05) prior to the current violation.

fThis restriction allows driving to, from, and during the course of employment (COE, enacted 1/1/95).

8These figures include refusal hearings but exclude Driver Safety investigation hearings, subsequent APS dismissal hearings, and
departmental reviews.

"Both numerator and denominator include those actions later set aside as a result of the hearing.
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SECTION 6: DRIVERS IN CRASHES INVOLVING ALCOHOL AND DRUGS

This section presents data on drivers in alcohol- and drug-involved crashes, as compiled and
reported by the California Highway Patrol. Only crashes involving injury or fatality are
included, due to incomplete reporting of property-damage-only (PDO) crashes.! Beginning with
the 2013 DUI-MIS Report, in addition to information about drivers under the influence of
alcohol, this section contains information about drivers under the influence of drugs and about
drivers under the influence of both alcohol and drugs. This section includes the following tables

and figures:

Table 17: DUI Arrests Associated with Reported Crashes, 2002-2012. This table shows the

number and percentage of DUI arrests associated with reported crashes from 2002-2012.

Table 18: 2012 Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes by Race/Ethnicity

and Impairment Level. This table shows the law enforcement officer’s determination of

impairment level and race/ethnicity for 2012 alcohol- and drug-involved drivers in fatal/injury

crashes.

Table 19: 2012 Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes by Adjudication

Status and Impairment Level. This table cross tabulates crash-involved drivers’ impairment

levels (from law enforcement crash reports) with the court disposition for 2012 DUI convictions

associated with those crash involvements.

Table 20: 2012 Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes With No Record of

Conviction by County and Impairment Level. This table shows the number of alcohol- and drug-

involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes without a corresponding conviction, by county and

impairment level.

Table 21: Alcohol-Involved Drivers Under Age 21 in Fatal/Injury Crashes, 2002-2012. This

table shows the total number of alcohol-involved drivers under age 21 in fatal/injury crashes in

California. It also shows their percentage of the total count of alcohol-involved drivers in the

state over the same time period.

' Among 2012 DUI arrestees, 23,810 (13.8%) were involved in a reported traffic crash; 9,310 included an injury or
fatality, and 14,500 were PDO.
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Table 22a: 2012 Alcohol-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes by Age and Gender. This

table shows the total number of 2012 alcohol-involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes by age and

gender.

Table 22b: 2012 Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes by Age and
Gender (Not Suspended Upon Arrest or Convicted). This table shows the number of 2012

alcohol- and drug-involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes by age and gender who were not

suspended upon arrest or convicted in conjunction with the crash.

Tables 23a-23b: 2012 Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes by
Impairment Level and Prior DUI Convictions (Total and Not Suspended Upon Arrest or
Convicted). These two tables show the number of 2012 alcohol- and drug-involved drivers in
fatal/injury crashes by impairment level and prior conviction status, both total (23a) and for

drivers who were not suspended upon arrest or convicted in conjunction with the crash (23b).

Tables 24a-24b: 2012 Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes by Prior DUI

Convictions (Total and Not Suspended Upon Arrest or Convicted). These two tables show the

number of 2012 alcohol- and drug-involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes by number of prior
DUI convictions, both total (24a) and for drivers who were not suspended upon arrest or

convicted in conjunction with the crash (24b).

Table 25: 2012 Reported Blood Alcohol Concentration (BAC) Levels of Alcohol- and Drug-

Involved Drivers in Fatal/Injury Crashes. This table shows the mean, median, and frequency

distribution of BAC levels for alcohol- and drug-involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes in 2012.

Figure 10: Percentages of Crash Injuries and Fatalities that were Alcohol-Involved, 2003-2013.

Figure 10 (opposite page) shows the annual percentages of crash injuries and fatalities that were
alcohol-involved from 2003 to 2013. The numerical data for this graph are shown on the DUI
Summary Statistics sheet at the beginning of this report.

Figure 11: Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Crash Fatalities, 2003-2013. Figure 11 (opposite page)

shows numbers of alcohol- and drug-involved crash fatalities from 2003 to 2013. It also shows a
breakdown of the number of fatalities when only alcohol was known to be involved, when only

drugs were involved, or when both alcohol and drugs were involved in the fatality.
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Figure 11. Alcohol- and drug-involved crash fatalities, 2003-2013.

Based on these data, the following statements can be made:

¢ The total number of alcohol- and/or drug-involved crash fatalities increased by 6.2 % in
2013, following an increase of 7.5% in 2012. The last 3 years of increases followed 5
consecutive years (from 2006-2010) of declines in the number of alcohol-involved crash
fatalities. The greatest proportion of crash fatalities remains alcohol-related (see Figure 11

and DUI Summary Statistics).
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¢ The percentage of alcohol-involved crash fatalities remains relatively unchanged in the last 4

years, ranging from 39.1% to 38.5% (see Figure 10).

¢ The percentage alcohol-involved crash injuries remains relatively unchanged in the last 4

years (see Figure 10 and DUI Summary Statistics).

¢ Of all 2012 DUI arrests, 13.8% were associated with a reported traffic crash, compared to

13.0% in 2011. 5.4% of DUI arrests were associated with crashes involving injuries or
fatalities, slightly higher than 5.0% in 2011 (see Table 17).

¢ The percentage of alcohol-involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes under the age of 21
decreased from 11.6% in 2002 to 9.7% in 2012 (see Table 21).

¢ Among alcohol- and drug-involved drivers, 41.7% do not have a record of any conviction in
connection with their involvement in a fatal/injury crash. In 43.1% of these non-convicted
cases, the crash report indicated that the drivers had been drinking and that their ability was
impaired (see Tables 19 and 20).

¢ Majorities of drug-involved and drug- and alcohol-involved drivers in fatal/injury crashes are
not convicted for DUI associated with the crash and do not have a prior DUI or alcohol- and
drug-related reckless driving conviction within 10 years on their records (see Tables 19 and
23a).

¢ Over three-fourths (78.3%) of drivers in alcohol- and drug-involved fatal crashes had no
prior DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving conviction (see Table 24a). In
contrast, almost two-thirds (62.2%) of drivers in alcohol- and drug-involved injury crashes

had at least one prior DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving conviction.
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TABLE 17: DUI ARRESTS ASSOCIATED WITH REPORTED CRASHES, 2002-2012°

ARRESTS/
CRASHES

2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012

TOTAL DUI
ARRESTS

DUI ARRESTS
ASSOCIATED WITH
CRASHES

DUI ARRESTS
ASSOCIATED WITH
FATAL/ INJURY
CRASHES

177056 183560 180957 180288 197248 203866 214811 208531 195879 180212 172893

15.0% 14.3% 14.8% 15.8% 155% 153% 14.2% 13.4% 12.6% 13.0% 13.8%

6.4% 6.1% 62% 6.6% 63% 6.1% 55% 52% 48% 50% 54%

*These data include 2012 DUI arrest cases where the driver license was found in the DMV database and whose DUI arrest date
matched the crash involvement date found on their driver record.

65



SECTION 6: DRIVERS IN CRASHES INVOLVING ALCOHOL AND DRUGS

(9a0qe pue %,80° DY) PoIreduw [0Y0D[E 010M PIAJOAUI-FNIP PUE -[OYOI[E AIOM OUM SIOALIP 81} JO (80€) %T'+8

"9 IS AN QY} Ul PUNoj Sem asuaol|

IOALIP o) 2I9UM SOsed A[UO 9pN[oul pue ‘sa[iy lep [oNed AemySIH eIUIOJ[R) [ (T 9Y) WOI POALIDP OB BJEP SAY [, 'S[BIO) MOI UO PIseq dre sagejusdsiad ‘[oas] jusuiiedwr yoes 104,

719 916 10 I |00 0 €S 08 |66 8l S €T 16¢€ v'6 9611 AIATOANI-DNAA
) ) . . } ) ) (STHATT T1V) QIATOANI —
6vL vLT 00 0 |00 O 't +¢ 86 9¢ 44! 49 €T 99¢ TOHOOTY ANV -DIad m
. . . . : . . (%6¥0-%10" OVE) | &=
066 9661 00 I |00 O 10 ¢ €0 9 S0 11 LTl 910T IV N TOHOOTY LON mm
) ) . . ) ) ) (%6L0-%S0" OVE) AAIVANL  |E =
098 886 00 0 |00 0 |tvo ¢ I'e 1T S0l L %7 ¥89 TOHOOTY 4l NAONSL LON m
) ) . . } ) . (HAOQV ¥ %80 OVd)
TSt 198¢ 00 0 |00 0 | 6¢ 8¢ |I'ST 8OLI| 8SS 97¢9 || €IL  €€€II QEAIV dINT TOHOOTY
L'y $€99 00 Z |00 0 €¢ LTS | 171 6161 6TH 7189 || 0001  S68SI TV10L
% | N % | N | %[ N]% ]| N]%]|N % | N % | N SYIARIA
SNOILDIANOD ANV|NOILOIANOD| 1nd [SSaTIOHY| 1nd na TVIOL AIATOANI-ONYA ANV ~“TOHODTV
40 YODTI ON YdHLO HLNOA |~“TOHODTV| ANOTAd |AONVAWAASIN
NOILJIANOD 40 ddAL

, JHATT INIINATVJINT ANV SALVLS
NOLLVIOIANdVv A9 SHHSVHEO AdNINI/TVLIVA NI SHHATIAd AHATOANI-DNEIAd ANV “"TOHODTV C10C -61 °I9BL

‘(ea0qe pue %80 DY) PaIredut [OY0[E 2IOM PIAJOAUT-SIIP PUE -[OYOI]E JIOM OUYM SISALIP 3Y1 JO (LEE) %168
‘so[1j ejep [oned AemySIH BIWOJI[RD) 7] (T 2Y) WOI PIALIOP I BIep 9Say], 'S[BI0} MOI UO Paseq are safejuaoiad ‘[aas] Juounredwr yoes 104 ,

vy T €9 201 L9 601 €0T  I€€ €79 s1o1 [ 16 6291 AIATOANI-DNIA
. . . : . ) (STAAAT T1V) AGATOANI _
0C 8 €It 86  6€ ree 1€l L6 L61 TT 96¢ “TOHOTY ANV -DMId | E
) . ) . . ) (%6%0-%10" OVE) |~ =
€e €L €I 99e 98 L8I 6'0¢ L9 6'SY 1001 [ TCr  18IC ATV NI TOHOOTY LON Mm
. : . : . ) (%6L0-%S0" OVE) ATITVINT |
= o
0SE  €9% Ly 9 v's 1L 1'0€  86¢ 6'tC 0ce | ¥L veel TOHODTV 41 NMON3 LON | 2
. . ) . . ) (HAOEV ® %80 OVE)
9¢ ISP I'L <88 69 88 €Iy STIS 0’1t L80S || T69  90vTI TRV INT TOHOTV
6S  L901 €L 9I¢l 0L  ¥9T1 I'LE 6599 STy 0€9L ][ 0001 9€6L1 TVIOL
% | N % | N % | N % | N % | N % | N SYIARIA
NAMONMINN AIHLO MOV1d DINVJSIH JLIHM V1oL AIATOANI-DNYA ANV ~“TOHOD TV
ALIDINHLA/AOVY
, THAHT INHINATVAAT ANV

ALIDINHLE/ADVYE A9 SHHSVHED AdNINI/TVLIVA NI SHIATIA AHATOANI-DNEA ANV “"TOHOITV CI10T -81 2Iqel

66



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

€ee 91 00 0 881 6 27 z 8ch 1T 8P Y4OvV1d
0CI 8t S vl v'6€ 81 T8 €€ 6'9¢ 8yl 10t AONVIO
1'v¢C L v'e I 8¢l % 8¢l % 8vh €l 62 VAVAIN
8¢l % v'e I Tss 91 ve I 1'v¢C L 62 VAVN
€87 €l 0°€l 9 601 S LS % 1'6€ 81 9% ATIHINOW
00 0 00 0 0°001 I 00 0 00 0 I ONOW
00 0 00 0 00 0 0001 € 00 0 ¢ DOAON
0°SI 6 LTI L 001 9 L9 % L9S € 09 ago¥an
1'9¢C 9 €y I Sey 01 %7 I LT S €T ONIDOANAN
00 0 00 0 002 I 002 I 0°09 € S VSOdTIVIN
I'TI S T I I'1s €T I'Il S Tadd I1 S NIIVIN
€€l 8 LT I 0'sT SI L9 % €€s 143 09 VIAAVIN
001 S91 v'e 96 0'vE 095 68 L1 L€y 61L L¥91 SHTIONYV SOT
€yl z I'L I I'L I v'Ie € 0°0S L 1 NASSV'T
LT S YL 4 0°€l € 00 0 8Ly 11 €T IV
0°$T 9 €8 4 80T S STl ¢ €ee 8 v SONTIY
00T ¢ 9y 8 991 6C 08 vl 6°0S 68 SLT NI
1'€C € L'L I ¥'ST z 1€ € 8°0€ v €l OANI
9°¢l € I'6 14 6'0% 6 T8I % TSI v 144 TVIIAdINI
v'Te €l 9'8 S 9'8 S 1'Z1 L €81 8T 8¢ LA TO9NNH
vy 4 00 0 00 0 00 0 9GS S 6 NNATD
96 Sl I'L 1 6L1 8T 8¢ 6 9'6S €6 961 ONSTYA
6°S1 L Sy 4 6°S1 L 89 ¢ 896 ST 4% oavyod 14
an S 00 0 €yl I 00 0 €yl I L ALION T14d
€Sl 144 1'C ¢ 1'LT 6€ 811 L1 8¢h €9 il VI1SOD VILNOD
0°0S 14 00 0 00 0 00 0 0°0S 14 % VSNTOD
9'8C 4 V1T € v'Ie € I'L I V1T € il SVIFAVTIVD
€ee 91 (47 4 80T 01 v01 S €1¢ S1 8P qLLNg
00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 0 ANIATV
001 I 0°0€ ¢ 001 I 001 I 0°0v v 01 JOAVINY
86 9z 0°¢ 8 9p¢ 26 86 97 6T al! 997 VAINVTV
8¢l 916 'y YLT 1°0¢ 9661 68 886 ¢ 1982 $€99 HAIMALVLS

% N % | N % | N % | N % N TVIOL ALNNOD
AIATOANI (STAATT T11V) (%670-%10" DVE) (%6L0-%S0° OVed) | (HAOLV 2 %80 DVE)

-ONAd AIATOANI-TOHOD TV | AFIIVINI TOHOD TV | ATIIVANT TOHODTV | AAIIVIINI TOHOD TV
ANV -DNAd ION AT NMONS LON
TAATT INFNITYJINT

TAAHT INAWAIVAINT ANV ALNNOD A9 NOILLOIANOD
O IODdd ON HLIM SHHSVED AYNINI/TVLIVA NI SHAATIA AHATOANI-DNEA ANV - TOHODTV CI10T -0C 2198l

67



SECTION 6: DRIVERS IN CRASHES INVOLVING ALCOHOL AND DRUGS

0001 1 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 I vdanA
I'TI € VL 14 6'ST L S8l S 0'LE 01 LT OTOA
86T 6€ €€ S 661 0€ 66 S1 'y 79 IS1 VINLNGA
8I¢ L Sy I 81 v Sy I 6°0v 6 144 ANINNTONL
S'LT 144 SL 9 791 €l 88 L 0°0v 43 08 TIVINL
00 0 00 0 T z 00 0 8LL L 6 ALINIIL
0°0€ 9 0S I 0'sT S 001 14 0°0€ 9 0z VINVHAL
002 9 001 € €€T L 001 € L'9€ 1 0€ Y4.LLNS
YL 61 8T ¢ 70T 144 9y S 0SS 09 601 SNVISINV.LS
6°S1 €l L ¢ L€ 9z 4! 01 9°9¢ 0€ Z8 VINONOS
29! 01 I'¢ 4 79T L1 9y € 805 €¢ $9 ONVI0S
L91 % 00 0 L91 v €3 4 €8¢ vl vz NOATISIS
00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 00 0 0 VIIAIS
S€l L 61 I 88T Sl 8¢ 14 6'1S LT 43 V.ISVHS
€61 1 S z 9'1¢ 81 0l 3 9'1¢ 8T LS ZN¥ID VINVS
911 9T I'¢ L L'LT 79 86 (4 8Ly LOT ¥z VAVTI) VINVS
Sel 4 T z 97¢ 6T Sel 4 T8¢ 123 68 VIvVEIvd VINVS
v'e6 1 00 0 6°S€ w 6'L1 1T 8°9¢ 9% LT1 OdLVIN NVS
$'6 9 N7 € '8¢ ¥T ¥'stT 91 T vl €9 0dS190 SINT NVS
8P 91 61 14 6'9C 6T 6°€l ST 9T 9% 801 NINOVOrL NVS
6 1 (4 ¢ 12 29 ST € 9°¢g ov 611 ODSIONV YA NVS
611 $9 €€ 81 L€ 061 98 Ly S1v LTT LYS 0Dd1d NVS
891 18 'L € v'€T €Il S'L 9¢ TSy 81¢ 14372 ONIQYVNYIAL NVS
612 L 00 0 STl v 9°¢1 S 0°0S 91 43 OLINAL NVS
9°¢1 6€ vy 1 9'1¢ 6L s €l ey 801 0S¢ OLNHNVIIVS
v'6 |87 ¥ 1T 0'v€ Syl 79 LT SSh 861 Sep AAISYIATY
0'sT ¢ €8 I €8 I 0'$T ¢ €ee 4 4! SVINN'Td

% N % | N % | N % | N % N TVIOL ALNNOD
AIATOANI (STAATT TIV) (%670-%10" DVL) (2%6L0-%S0° OVed) | (HAOLV % %80 OVE)

-0Ndd AIATOANI"TOHOD TV | TAIVANIT TOHOD TV | ATAIVINI TOHOD TV | AFUIVINI TOHOD TV
ANV -ONdda LON A1 NMONS LON
TAATT ININIIVINI

panunuod — THAHT INHINIIVJAINT ANV ALNNOD A9 NOILLOIANOD

O IODdd ON HLIM SHHSVED AYNINI/TVLIVA NI SYAATIA AHATOANI-DNEA ANV - TOHOODTV CI10T -0C °l9eL

68



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

TABLE 21: ALCOHOL-INVOLVED DRIVERS UNDER AGE 21 IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES, 2002-2012"

AGE 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012
TOTAL N 20633 20632 20847 20818 21031 21045 19604 17874 16501 16231 16325
ALL AGES)

N 382 376 409 351 344 369 316 239 233 190 199
UNDER 18

%l 19 18 20 17 16 18 16 13 14 12 12
o0 N | 2016 1894 1943 1946 2226 2171 1901 1831 1641 1569 1379

% | 98 92 93 94 106 103 97 102 99 97 84

N | 23908 2270 2352 2297 2570 2540 2217 2070 1874 1759 1578
UNDER 21

% | 116 110 113 110 122 121 113 116 114 108 97

“These data are derived from the 2012 California Highway Patrol’s Annual Report of Fatal and Injury Motor Vehicle Traffic

Collisions.

TABLE 22a: 2012 ALCOHOL-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY CRASHES BY

AGE AND GENDER*
TOTAL MALE FEMALE

AGE N | % N | % N | %

TOTAL 16325 100.0 12218 74.8 4107 25.1
UNDER 18 199 1.2 150 75.4 49 24.6
18-20 1379 8.4 1014 73.5 365 26.5
21-30 6612 40.5 4812 72.8 1800 27.2
31-40 2928 17.9 2211 75.5 717 24.5
41-50 2219 13.6 1637 73.8 582 26.2
51-59 1433 8.8 1112 77.6 321 22.4
60-69 685 4.2 538 78.5 147 21.5
70 & ABOVE 243 1.5 181 74.5 62 25.5
AGE UNKNOWN 627 3.8 563 89.8 64 10.2

“These data are derived from the 2012 California Highway Patrol’s Annual Report of Fatal and Injury Motor Vehicle Traffic

Collisions.

TABLE 22b: 2012 ALCOHOL- AND DRUG-INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY
CRASHES BY AGE AND GENDER (NOT SUSPENDED UPON ARREST OR

CONVICTED)"
TOTAL MALE FEMALE

AGE N | % N | % N | %

TOTAL 4388 100.0 3245 74.0 1143 26.0
UNDER 18 37 0.8 32 86.5 5 13.5
18-20 311 7.1 232 74.6 79 25.4
21-30 1647 375 1244 75.5 403 24.5
31-40 815 18.6 603 74.0 212 26.0
41-50 633 14.4 444 70.1 189 29.9
51-59 514 11.7 368 71.6 146 28.4
60-69 279 6.4 214 76.7 65 23.3
70 & ABOVE 152 3.5 108 71.1 44 28.9

“These data are derived from California Highway Patrol data files and include only cases where the driver license was found in

the DMV Master file.
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TABLE 25: 2012 REPORTED" BLOOD ALCOHOL CONCENTRATION (BAC) LEVELS
OF ALCOHOL- AND DRUG- INVOLVED DRIVERS IN FATAL/INJURY CRASHES

BAC LEVEL (%) | FREQUENCY | PERCENT
00 429 4.2
01 44 0.4
.02 38 0.4
.03 69 0.7
.04 63 0.6
.05 111 1.1
06 163 1.6
07 205 2.0
08 320 3.1
09 368 3.6
10 449 4.4
11 454 4.4
12 537 5.2
13 504 4.9
14 592 5.7
15 588 5.7
16 566 5.5
17 621 6.0
18 597 5.8
19 538 5.2
20 474 4.6
21 439 4.2
22 369 3.6
23 330 3.2
24 269 2.6
25 224 2.2
26 205 2.0
27 166 1.6
28 125 1.2
29 96 0.9
30 101 1.0
31 49 0.5
32 49 0.5
33 43 0.4
34 23 0.2
35 23 0.2
36 20 0.2
37 19 0.2
38 8 0.1
39 9 0.1
40 6 0.1
41 2 0.0
42 3 0.0
43 2 0.0
44 2 0.0
45 4 0.0
46 2 0.0
49 1 0.0

TOTAL 10319 100.0

MEAN® BAC .17
MEDIAN® BAC .16

“The source of BAC data is the APS reporting form for alcohol- and drug-involved drivers (60.4% of the records showed BAC
levels).
"The calculation of the mean and median BAC level does not include zero BAC levels which could be related to drug-involved
drivers.
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DATA SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS

DUI Arrest Data:
Arrest data are reported to the Department of Justice (DOJ), Criminal Justice Statistics Center,

by individual law enforcement agencies throughout the state. As such, these data are subject to
reporting errors such as incorrect names, birthdates, or arrest dates. Nonreporting of arrest data
due to error or omission can also occur; for example, in 1995 the Oakland Police Department
reported no DUI arrests, after reporting 960 such arrests in 1994." In addition, when data are
entered into DOJ's Monthly Arrest and Citation Register (MACR) system, only the highest-order
offense is included. Therefore, in cases where a DUI arrest is made in conjunction with, for
example, an auto theft arrest, that DUI arrest will not be included in the database. This results in

a slight but systematic underreporting of the number of DUI arrests annually.

DUI Conviction Data:
Abstracts of conviction for DUI and other traffic-related offenses are reported to the DMV by

courts throughout the state. As abstracts are received (either hard copy or through direct
electronic access from the courts), they are entered onto the DMV driver record database.
Abstracts without an identifying driver license number are run through the Automated Name
Index (ANI) system in order to match the abstract with an existing driver record; in cases where
no such match can be made, an “X”-numbered record is created to store the abstract information.
Conviction data are subject to change since abstracts of conviction can be amended, corrected, or
dismissed after the initial abstract of conviction is reported to DMV. Also, reporting and non-

reporting errors can occur as with DUI arrest data.

Alcohol- and Drug-Involved Crash Data:
Crash data are reported to the California Highway Patrol (CHP) by local law enforcement

agencies and district offices of the CHP. As such, these data are subject to reporting and
nonreporting errors similar to those occurring in both DUI arrest and conviction data. While
most local law enforcement agencies will investigate and file reports on crashes involving injury
or death, the investigation and reporting of property-damage-only crashes varies widely by local
jurisdiction. Data are entered onto CHP's Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System
(SWITRS) and published in their annual report.

! Similarly, there was an undercount of approximately 6,500 DUI arrests for April 2011 by CHP.
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HISTORY OF MAJOR DUI LAWS IN CALIFORNIA SINCE 1975

AB 2552 (Torres), effective 1/1/2014, amends and repeals Sections 23152 and 23153 of the
Vehicle Code, to separate and define distinctly the offenses of driving under the influence of
an alcoholic beverage, drug, or combined influence of alcohol and drugs, including causing

bodily injury while committing any of these offenses.

AB 2020 (Pan), effective 1/1/2013, removes the option to choose a urine test to determine the
drug content level for a person lawfully arrested for driving under the influence of drugs or
the combination of alcohol and drugs. The bill specifies that the person’s only options are a
blood or breath test. A person consents to a urine test if a blood test is unavailable or if the

person is exempted from a blood test for medical reasons.

AB 520 (Ammiano), effective 1/1/2012, allows persons convicted of alcohol-reckless driving
and who have no more than two prior alcohol-related convictions within 10 years, to obtain
an IID restricted license after completing a 90-day APS suspension period, if they enroll in a
9-month DUI program, provide proof of financial responsibility, pay the necessary fees, and
provide proof of IID installation. The license restriction remains in effect for the remainder

of the 12-month APS suspension period.

AB 1601 (Hill), effective 1/1/2012, authorizes the court to order a 10-year revocation of the
driver license of a person who has been convicted of three-or-more DUI offenses if the court
considers certain factors. This bill also allows a person whose driver license is revoked for
10 years to apply to DMV for driver license reinstatement, 5 years from the date of the last
DUI conviction, if certain conditions are met; these conditions include, among other things,
that the person was not convicted of any other drug- or alcohol-related offenses during the

driver license revocation period.

AB 91 (Feuer), effective 7/01/2010, establishes a pilot program in four counties (Alameda, Los
Angeles, Sacramento, and Tulare) that requires convicted first-time and repeat DUI
offenders, as a condition of obtaining a restricted driver's license, to install an ignition
interlock device (IID) on all vehicles they own or operate. The required time period for the
IID installation is based on the number of prior DUI convictions. The law also requires the
Department of Motor Vehicles to evaluate the effectiveness of the pilot program in reducing

the recidivism rate of DUI offenders and to report its findings to the legislature.
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SB 895 (Huff), effective 6/22/2010, provides clean-up legislation for SB 598. This bill
terminates the 1-year Administrative Per Se (APS) license suspension if the person has been
convicted of a DUI as stated under SB 598, and the person meets all specified conditions for

a restricted driver license including the installation of an ignition interlock device (IID).

SB 598 (Huff), effective 7/01/2010, requires the Department of Motor Vehicles to advise second
and third offenders convicted of misdemeanor DUI (alcohol only), of the option of obtaining
a restricted driver's license after completing a 90-day suspension period for a second
misdemeanor DUI, or a 6-month suspension period for a third misdemeanor DUIL. The
issuance of a restricted driver’s license is subject to certain conditions, among which are the
installation and maintenance of an ignition interlock device (IID) in any vehicle that the

offender owns or operates, and enrollment in a DUI program.

SB 1388 (Torlakson), effective 7/1/2009, transfers regulatory authority for the administration of
mandatory ignition interlock device (IID) programs from the state courts to the Department
of Motor Vehicles (DMV). This law also authorizes the DMV to require any driver
convicted of driving with a suspended license, due to a prior conviction for DUI, to install an

IID in any vehicle that the offender owns or operates.

SB 1190 (Oropeza), effective 1/1/2009, reduces the blood alcohol level (BAC) at which the court
may require first time offenders convicted of a DUI to install an ignition interlock device
(IID) from 0.20% to 0.15% at the time of arrest.

AB 2802 (Houston), effective 1/1/2009, requires the court to order a person convicted of alcohol-
reckless driving to participate in a licensed DUI program for at least 9 months, if that person
has a prior conviction for alcohol-reckless driving or DUI within 10 years. This law requires
the court to revoke the person’s probation for failure to enroll in, participate in, or complete
the program. It also requires the Department of Motor Vehicles to include in the annual

report to the Legislature an evaluation of the effectiveness of that program.

AB 1165 (Maze), effective 1/1/2009, authorizes law enforcement to issue a notice of suspension
and impound the vehicle of a convicted DUI offender who is on probation and is driving with
a BAC of 0.01% or greater (as measured by a preliminary alcohol screen test or other

chemical test).

SB 1756 (Migden), effective 1/1/2007, extends driver’s license suspension from 6 to 10 months
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for a person convicted of a first DUI offense, who is granted probation, and whose blood

alcohol level (BAC) is 0.20% or greater, or who refuses to take a chemical test.

AB 2520 (Committee on Transportation), effective 1/1/2007, requires the DMV to immediately
suspend (APS action) the commercial driver’s license of a driver operating a commercial
vehicle with a blood alcohol level (BAC) of 0.04% or greater.

AB 2559 (Benoit), effective 1/1/2007, reorganizes the section of the penal code 192(c)(3) related
to gross vehicular manslaughter while intoxicated, to include the offense where the

intoxication was a contributing factor in the killing.

AB 2752 (Spitzer), effective 1/1/2007, makes it an infraction for a person under the age of 21 to
drive with any measurable (0.01% or greater) blood alcohol concentration. Persons under the

age of 21 will now be subject to criminal penalties.

AB 3045 (Koretz), effective 1/1/2007, requires the DMV to verify installment of an ignition
interlock device (IID) before reinstating the driving privilege, when an IID restriction is

imposed by the courts.

SB 207 (Scott), effective 1/1/2006, establishes a statewide administrative vehicle impoundment
program for repeat DUI offenders, when the driver’s BAC level is 0.10% or more by weight,
or when the driver refuses to submit to a chemical test. If the driver has one prior DUI
conviction within the past 10 years, his/her vehicle shall be impounded for 5 days, and if the
driver has two or more prior DUI convictions within the past 10 years, his/her vehicle shall

be impounded for 15 days.

SB 547 (Cox), effective 1/1/2006, establishes a pilot program in Sacramento County that would
authorize a peace officer to impound a person’s vehicle for up to 30 days, if the driver has
one or more prior DUI convictions within the past 10 years. Vehicle impoundment will take
place in combination with a DUI intervention program established by the county. This bill
remained operative until January 1, 2009, and required the county to report the effectiveness

of the pilot program to the Legislature.

SB 571 (Levine), effective 1/1/2006, lowers the blood alcohol level (BAC) at which the court

must consider enhanced penalties from 0.20% to 0.15%, if a person is convicted of DUI.
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AB 979 (Runner), effective 1/1/2006, reduces the mandatory suspension/revocation period, from
a 12- to 30-month range to 12 months for repeat DUI offenders, before they become eligible
to obtain a restricted driver’s license. The license restriction requires the installation of an
ignition interlock device (IID). This bill allows for a mandatory 30-day vehicle impoundment
period if a person is operating the vehicle in violation of the ignition interlock device

restriction.

AB 1353 (Liu), effective 9/20/2005, increases the duration of DUI programs from 6 to 9 months
(consisting of at least 60 hours of program activities) for first DUI offenders, who are granted
probation, and whose blood alcohol content (BAC) is 0.20% or greater, or who refuse to take

a chemical test.

SB 1694 (Torlakson), effective 1/1/2005, increases the time period from 7 to 10 years during
which arrests and/or convictions of DUI will be counted as prior offenses for enhanced
penalties (includes DUI convictions of persons under age 21). This law also requires the
court to order a person convicted of a prior DUI to complete a DUI program, even though
that prior conviction occurred more than 10 years ago, and authorizes the court to order the
person to complete a repeat offender DUI program. Finally, it expands court-ordered
participation in a county alcohol/drug assessment program to all persons convicted of a

repeat DUI offense within 10 years of a prior offense.

SB 1696 (Torlakson), effective 1/1/2005, requires DUI program providers to send proof of
enrollment in, or proof of completion of, the programs directly to DMV Headquarters, and

prohibits the DMV from receiving the certificates from program participants.

SB 1697 (Torlakson), effective 9/20/2005, assigns sole responsibility for imposing driver license
actions for DUI arrests and convictions to DMV, and removes this responsibility from the
courts. It also ensures that all persons convicted of a DUI will receive a license restriction,

suspension, or revocation of the driving privilege.

SB 408 (Torlakson), effective 1/1/2004, prohibits the DMV (for cases showing a “critical need to
drive”) from issuing a restricted drivers license to minors convicted of DUI with a BAC of
0.01% or greater if the minor has other zero tolerance or DUI convictions within 7 years of

the current violation.

78



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

AB 1078 (Jackson), effective 1/1/2002, removes the 10-year limit on certain vehicular
manslaughter convictions, resulting in the permanent retention of these violations on the
driver’s record. These convictions would be considered by the court as “priors” for

enhancing penalties upon subsequent conviction for DUIL

AB 803 (Torlakson), effective 1/1/2001, requires the court to order a person who is at least 18
years of age who is convicted of a first violation of DUI with a BAC of 0.05% or more, to
attend the educational component of a licensed DUI program. Upon a second or subsequent
conviction, the court is required to order the person, in addition to other penalties, to attend a
30-hour DUI program. If the person’s license is suspended, the DMV cannot reinstate the
driving privilege until the person provides proof of having completed the program as

specified.

AB 1650 (Assembly Transportation Committee), effective 1/1/2000, is a committee bill intended
to deal with transportation issues more efficiently by clarifying and making technical
changes. This bill authorizes the DMV to impose a driver license suspension on those
convicted of DUI in a water vessel involving injury. This remedies an oversight in the law
which provided for sanctions against drivers convicted of DUI in a water vessel without

injury, but did not specify sanctions for cases involving injury.

AB 762 (Torlakson), effective 7/1/1999, extends the suspension period for a second DUI
offender from 18 months to 2 years, but allows the second offender to serve 12 months of the
license suspension period, followed by a restricted license, with continued enrollment in a
DUI program and installation of an ignition interlock device. It also requires persons
convicted of driving with a suspended or revoked license, where that suspension or
revocation was based on prior DUI convictions, to install the ignition interlock device for a
period not to exceed 3 years or until the driving privilege is reinstated, and requires DMV to
study and report on the effectiveness of these devices. Judges are also encouraged to order
installation of an ignition interlock device for first-time DUI offenders if there are
aggravating factors such as high blood alcohol readings (0.20% or above), chemical test
refusal, numerous traffic violations, or injury crashes. This law requires that upon a first DUI
conviction, if a court grants probation, 1) the person’s driving privilege shall be suspended
for 6 months by the DMV, in addition to other penalties, or 2) the person may operate a
motor vehicle restricted for 90 days, to and from work and DUI program, if the person

establishes proof of financial responsibility and complies with other penalties and fees.
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SB 24 (Committee on Public Safety), effective 7/1/1999, cleans up AB 762, AB 1916, and SB
1186. This law requires the DMV to revoke for one year the driving privilege of any ignition
interlock device-restricted driver who is convicted of driving a vehicle not equipped with an
ignition interlock device (IID) under authority section 23247(g); requires the department to
suspend or revoke the driving privilege of any IID-restricted driver [under section 23246(g)]
if notified by an installation facility that the driver attempted to bypass, tamper with, or
remove the device, or has three or more times failed to comply with calibration or servicing
requirements of the device; amends certain sections to specify that completion of a DUI
program equals enrollment, participation, and completion subsequent to the date of the

current violation.

SB 1186 (Committee on Public Safety), effective 7/1/1999, reorganizes specified provisions
relating to DUI-related statutes by amending, repealing, and/or renumbering the DUI-related

sections without making substantive changes to the statutes.

SB 1176 (Johnson), effective 1/1/1999, requires that, upon a conviction of an alcohol-related
reckless driving charge, the courts order enrollment in an alcohol and drug education
program as a condition of probation. This bill also requires an evaluation by the DMV of the
effectiveness of the program and a discussion of the findings in its annual report to the

Legislature.

SB 1890 (Hurtt), effective 1/1/1999, deletes the choice of the urine test from the options for
chemical tests relating to operating a vehicle under the influence of alcohol, unless both the
blood and breath tests are unavailable or where there is a condition that warrants the use of

the urine test.

AB 1916 (Torlakson), effective 1/1/1999, provides that the court shall, as a condition of
probation, order a first offender whose BAC level is less than 0.20%, by weight, to
participate for at least 3 months (minimum 30 hours) or longer in a licensed
education/counseling program; if the BAC level is equal to 0.20% or more, by weight, or the
person refused to take a chemical test, the court shall order the person to participate for at
least 6 months or longer in a program consisting of 45 hours of education/counseling
activities; requires the DMV to submit an annual report to the Legislature on the efficacy of
the increased drug and alcohol intervention programs; requires repeat offenders who have

twice failed the programs to participate in a county alcohol and drug problem assessment
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program, and requires each county, beginning 1/1/2000, to prepare, or contract to be
prepared, an alcohol and drug assessment report on each person ordered by the court to

participate in an alcohol and drug assessment program.

AB 130 (Battin), effective 1/1/1998, requires that any person guilty of a felony or misdemeanor
DUI within 10 years of a prior felony offense be designated as a habitual traffic offender for

a 3-year period and have their driver license revoked for four years.

SB 1177 (Johnson), effective 1/1/1998, requires that anyone convicted of a second or subsequent
DUI within seven years of a separate DUI, alcohol-related reckless driving, or DUI with
bodily injury violation, be ordered to enroll, participate in, and complete a DUI treatment
program, subject to the latest violation, as a condition of probation. The person is not to be

given credit for any treatment program activities prior to the date of the current violation.

AB 1985 (Speier), effective 1/1/1997, cited as “Courtney’s Law”; provides that a person
convicted of gross vehicular manslaughter while intoxicated and who has one or more prior
convictions of vehicular manslaughter or multiple prior DUI convictions shall be punished by
imprisonment in the state prison for a term of 15 years to life. Also, any person fleeing the
scene of a crime after committing specified vehicle offenses which resulted in death, serious

injury, or great bodily injury is subject to an additional 5-year prison enhancement.

SB 1579 (Leonard), effective 1/1/1997, permits DMV to suspend a driver license on a first
Failure to Appear (FTA) for DUI, and establishes an enhanced audit and tracking system to

compare DUI arrests with subsequent actions.

SB 833 (Kopp), effective 1/1/1996, permits peace officers to seize and cause the removal of a
vehicle, without arresting the driver, when the vehicle was being operated by a person whose
driving privilege was suspended or revoked or who had never been issued a license; requires
an impounding agency to send a notice by certified, return receipt requested mail, to the legal
owner of a vehicle that is impounded, and specifies under what conditions an impounded

vehicle may be released to the legal owner.
AB 3148 (Katz), effective 6/30/1995, prescribes procedures for the forfeiture of a motor vehicle

if the driver of the vehicle has a prior conviction for driving while unlicensed or

suspended/revoked, and if the driver is the registered owner of the vehicle.
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AB 321 (Connolly), effective 1/1/1995, allows juveniles cited for driving under the influence,
with a BAC of 0.05% or more, by weight (Section 23140), to be charged with vehicular
manslaughter (Penal Code (PC) 192) or gross vehicular manslaughter (PC 191.5) if they

violate these laws.

SB 1295 (Lockyer), effective 1/1/1995, requires every person convicted of a first DUI offense to
submit proof of completion of a treatment program within a time period set by the
department; requires the department to suspend the driving privilege for noncompliance,
prohibits reinstatement until proof of completion is received by the department; enhances the
required administrative driving privilege revocation for a minor who refuses to take or fails
to complete a preliminary alcohol screening (PAS) test, to two years revocation for the
second offense in seven years and three years revocation for the third and subsequent
offenses; applies the CVC section 23140 to drivers under age 21 (previously under age 18),
making it unlawful to drive with a 0.05% BAC level or greater.

SB 1758 (Kopp), effective 1/1/1995, permits a noncommercial driver, 21 years of age or older,
who was arrested for a first APS DUI offense, who took a chemical test, and enrolled in an
alcohol treatment program, to also obtain a restricted driver license, valid for driving to and
from and during the course of that person’s employment, after serving 30 days of the
suspension period. The total time period for suspension/restriction shall be 6 months, rather
than 4 months. Suspended/revoked and unlicensed drivers who drive are subject to having

their vehicles towed and impounded for 30 days.

AB 2639 (Friedman), effective 9/30/1994, repeals the statutes which authorized discretionary
[ID orders (23235), although part of the repealed statutes were incorporated into the sections
establishing mandatory orders (section 23246 et seq.). Previously, the discretionary 11D
orders applied to all DUI offenders, but now they apply only to first DUI offenders. For third
and subsequent offenders, the statutes are amended to clarify that the court must require
proof of installation of the device before issuing an order granting a restricted license. Some

of the exemptions to the IID orders were revised.

SB 126 (Lockyer), effective 1/1/1994, amends CVC 23161 to provide that if the court orders a
90-day restriction for a first offender, the restriction shall begin on the date of the
reinstatement of the person’s privilege to drive following the 4-month administrative
suspension; as part of the sentencing of repeat DUI offenders, 23161 requires an ignition

interlock device to remain on the vehicle for one to three years after restoration of the driving
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privilege; specifies that the person cannot operate a motor vehicle when the driving privilege
is suspended or revoked even if the vehicle is equipped with an ignition interlock device;
requires second offenders who have been suspended for 18 months to provide proof of
financial responsibility and proof of successful completion of an alcohol or drug program in
order to reinstate their license privilege, includes violation of 23140 for administrative

suspension for minors driving with 0.05% BAC or greater.

SB 689 (Kopp), effective 1/1/1994, prohibits a person under 21 years of age from driving with a
BAC of 0.01% or greater, as measured by a PAS test; violators receive a l-year license
suspension. A person under the age of 21 who refuses the PAS test will be suspended for 1

year.

AB 2851 (Friedman), effective 7/1/1993, requires anyone convicted of a second DUI within 7
years of a prior conviction to install an IID on all their vehicles. The device must be
maintained for a period of 1 to 3 years. Proof of installation must be provided to the court or
probation officer within 30 days of conviction. If proof is not provided, the DMV will
revoke the license for 1 year. Exceptions to installing a device are for medical problems, use

of vehicle in emergencies, and driving the employer’s vehicle during employment.

AB 3580 (Farr), effective 7/1/1993, changes the effective date of APS suspension from 45 to 30

days after the notice is given.

SB 1600 (Bergeson), effective 9/26/1992, provides that DMV is required to suspend or revoke

the licenses of those who drop out of an alcohol treatment program a second time.

AB 37 (Katz), effective 1/1/1992, combines elements of the formal and informal review hearing
into a single hearing for those who were suspended under the APS laws, and provides that
DMV need not stay a suspension or revocation pending review, if the hearing followed
suspension or revocation for refusing a chemical test for alcohol or for driving with a BAC of

0.08% or more.

SB 185 (Thompson), effective 1/1/1992, amends Section 14602 to authorize the court to order
the motor vehicle impounded for up to 6 months for a first conviction, and up to 12 months
for a second or subsequent conviction of any of the following offenses: driving with a

suspended or revoked license, violation of 2800.2 or .3 (evading a peace officer in a reckless
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manner, causing injury or death), within 7 years of a violation of 23103, 23152, 23153, or
pcs 191.5 or 192(c).

AB 2040 (Farr), effective 9/28/1990, repeals previous statutes authorizing the installation of
ignition interlock devices in DUI cases. This statute authorizes the installation of such
devices in all DUI cases and permits the court to grant subjects revoked for three-or-more
DUI-related violations a restricted license after 24 months of the revocation period have
passed. The restricted license is conditioned on satisfactory completion of 18 months of an
alcohol treatment program, submission of proof of financial responsibility, and agreement to
have an ignition interlock device installed in their vehicles. Courts are authorized to reduce

the minimum DUI fine to allow the person to pay the costs of the device.

SB 1150 (Lockyer), effective 7/26/1990, provides clean-up legislation for APS; lowers the BAC
level from 0.10% to 0.08%, requires proof of financial responsibility to reinstate from any
APS suspension or revocation action, increases sanctions for implied consent refusals (1-year
license suspension for no priors or APS actions, 2-year license revocation for one prior or
APS action, and 3-year revocation for two or more prior DUI offenses or APS actions), and
authorizes suspension or revocation actions taken under 13353 and 13353.2 CVC to be

considered as priors.

SB 1623 (Lockyer), effective 7/1/1990, establishes authority for a peace officer to serve a notice
of suspension or revocation (administrative per se or APS) personally on a person arrested
for a DUI offense, to take possession of the driver license for forwarding to the department,
and to issue a 45-day temporary operating permit; provides for an administrative review of
the order, for an administrative hearing, and for a judicial review of the hearing, and provides

for a fee, not to exceed $100, to be assessed upon the return of the driver license.

AB 757 (Friedman), effective 1/1/1990, requires the DMV to establish and maintain a DUI data
and recidivism tracking system to evaluate the efficacy of intervention programs for persons

convicted of DUIL. Annual reports are to be made to the Legislature.

SB 310 (Seymour), effective 1/1/1990, authorizes the courts to sell the vehicles of those
registered owners who are found in violation of Penal Code Sections 191.5 or 192(c3), CVC
23152 which occurred within 7 years of two or more convictions of 23152 or 23153, or a
violation of 23153 which occurred within 7 years of one or more convictions of 23152 or
23153 or the cited PC sections.
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SB 408 (Leonard), effective 1/1/1990, modifies AB 7 (Hart) to establish a BAC level of 0.08%

or higher as per se evidence of impaired driving.

SB 1119 (Seymour), effective 1/1/1990 for vessel provisions and 1/1/1992 for commercial driver
provisions, prohibits the operation of a commercial vehicle by a person with a BAC of 0.04%
or above; requires a commercial vehicle driver to be ordered out of service for 24 hours if
found with a BAC at or above 0.01%, but less than 0.04%; establishes separate penalties for
refusing to take or complete a chemical test based on the type of vehicle involved. Under
this bill a conviction of operating a vessel while under the influence of alcohol or drugs

would also be treated as a DUI prior for driver license sanctions.

SB 1344 (Seymour), effective 1/1/1990, requires statewide implementation of 12-week (30-hour)
first-offender alcohol education and counseling programs, and requires state licensing of such
programs. This bill also adds 6 months of monitoring and follow-up to second offender
programs, resulting in 18-month programs. It requires that DMV evaluate program effects

on recidivism and report the findings to the Legislature.

SB 1902 (Davis), effective 1/1/1990, prohibits DMV from issuing or renewing a driver license
unless the applicant agrees in writing to comply with a blood, breath, or urine test. This bill
also designates drivers convicted of a third or subsequent DUI within 7 years as “habitual

traffic offenders.”

AB 3134 (Harris), effective 1/1/1989, allows the fourth DUI within 7 years to be charged as a
felony or misdemeanor. The term of imprisonment to state prison or county jail is not less
than 180 days and not more than 1 year. Allows for second offenders to attend either a 1-

year or 30-month treatment program.

AB 3563 (Killea), effective 1/1/1989, authorizes the court to order DMV to suspend, revoke, or
delay issuing the driving privilege of a minor failing to show proof of completion of a court-

ordered alcohol education program when convicted of CVC 23140.

SB 1300 (Campbell), effective 1/1/1989, amends CVC 13202.5 to allow courts to suspend the
license of a person under the age of 21 (changed from age 18) for 1 year, or delay issuing the
driving privilege of those 13 years or older for 1 year, upon conviction of various alcohol and

drug offenses, including open container violations.
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SB 1964 (Robbins), effective 1/1/1989, requires all first DUI offenders to file proof of insurance
when applying for a restricted license or for reinstatement of the driving privilege following a

period of license suspension.

SB 885 (Royce), effective 1/1/1988, requires a person who was granted probation for a second
DUI offense to show proof of financial responsibility in order to be eligible for the 1-year

restricted license.

SB 1365 (Seymour), effective 1/1/1988, establishes a 30-month alcohol treatment program as an
alternative to the 12-month program for third and subsequent DUI offenders, in counties
where such a program exists. In these cases, imprisonment in the county jail shall be
imposed for at least 30 days, but not more than 1 year, in lieu of the 120-day minimum jail

term.

AB 2558 (Duffy), effective 1/1/1987, provides that gross vehicular manslaughter while
intoxicated is punishable in the state prison for 4, 6, or 10 years. Former PC 192(c3) was

deleted and incorporated into 191.5(a).

AB 2831 (Killea), effective 1/1/1987, makes it unlawful for a minor to drive with a BAC of
0.05% or more (CVC 23140). A conviction of this violation requires completion of an

alcohol education program or alcohol-related community service program.

SB 2206 (Watson), effective 1/1/1987, authorizes a county to develop and administer an alcohol
and drug problem-assessment program, which could include a pre-sentence alcohol and drug
problem-assessment report for persons convicted under CVC 23152 or 23153, and referral to

treatment program with follow-up tracking.

SB 2344 (Lockyer), effective 1/1/1987, extends the sentencing period for prior DUIs from 5 to 7

years, and specifies a 3- to 5-year probation term for a DUI conviction.
SB 3939 (Farr), effective 1/1/1987, authorizes courts to order the installation of IID for repeat
offenders in four counties, and establishes a pilot project to evaluate the effectiveness of the

devices.

SB 925 (Seymour), effective 7/1/1986, extends the period of license suspension for second-

misdemeanor offenders from 1 year to 18 months, and also requires that offenders with three-
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or-more DUI convictions show proof of treatment completion in order to have their licenses

reinstated.

AB 144 (Naylor), effective 9/29/1985, requires the court to take into consideration in a DUI case
a blood alcohol concentration of 0.20% percent or above, or a refusal to take a chemical test,
as special factors in the enhancing of penalties for sentencing or to impose additional terms

and conditions of probation.

SB 1441 (Petris), effective 1/1/1985, requires a 3-year license revocation for persons with two-
or-more DUI or alcohol-related reckless convictions within 5 years of refusing a chemical

test.

SB 1522 (Alquist), effective 1/1/1985, retains existing law for first offenders, which authorizes
courts to impound a vehicle at the registered owner’s expense for up to 30 days if the driver
was convicted of DUI pursuant to CVC 23152 or 23153. The same time period for
impoundment is required for second offenses within 5 years. For third-and-subsequent
offenses, the vehicle can be impounded at the registered owner’s expense for up to 90 days.
Exceptions to the required impoundment arise “where the interests of justice would best be
served by not ordering impoundment.” Another limitation is that no vehicle driven by a class
3 or 4 licensee is subject to impoundment if another person has a community property

interest in the vehicle, and it is the only vehicle available to the driver’s family.

AB 624 (Moorhead), effective 1/1/1984, requires a 1-year license revocation for minors (up to
age 18) for a DUI conviction (Sections 23152, 23153 CVC).

SB 1601 (Sieroty), effective 7/1/1982, modifies AB 541 provisions by requiring that SB 38
participants establish proof of insurance in order to remove the license restriction at the end
of 6 months. In addition, SB 38 participants who dropped out of the program are given two
more opportunities to reenroll, instead of receiving an immediate license suspension.

Program providers are also required to report dropouts directly to DMV.
AB 7 (Hart), effective 1/1/1982, makes it a misdemeanor under CVC 23152(b) to drive a vehicle

with a BAC level of 0.10% or higher. Drivers with lower BAC levels (0.05%-0.09%) can be

convicted of DUI when sufficient behavioral evidence of impairment is apparent.
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AB 541 (Moorhead), effective 1/1/1982, establishes that under CVC 23152(a), driving under the
influence of an alcoholic beverage or drugs or their combined influence is a misdemeanor,
while felony charges are filed under CVC 23153, and alcohol-related reckless charges are
filed under CVC 23103.5. A conviction under 23103.5 constitutes a prior for a second
offense (but not for third offenses). The penalties imposed are a 90-day license restriction
(work- and treatment-related driving only) and referral to an alcohol education program for
most first offenders; a 1-year license restriction for second offenders who enroll in an
approved 12-month alcohol treatment (SB 38) program. First offenders not placed on
probation receive a 6-month license suspension. Second offenders not assigned to an alcohol
program are suspended for 1 year. A minimum jail term of 48 hours is mandatory for all
repeat offenders, and a minimum fine of $390 is assessed for all DUI offenses. Offenders
with three-or-more DUI or alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving convictions receive a 3-
year license revocation along with a jail term and fine, and a small proportion are assigned to
a 12-month SB 38 program. Enrollment in the program cannot be substituted for license
revocation. The period defining prior DUIs changes from 7 to 5 years. Conviction of a DUI
offense with bodily injury or fatality, when prosecuted as a felony, continue to result in more
severe penalties (such as longer license actions and jail terms) than misdemeanor offenses.
The only change in the 1982 law for felony second offenders is that those participating in the
SB 38 program will receive a license suspension for 1 year and a license restriction for 2

years.

SB 38 (Gregorio), effective 1/1/1978, extends the pilot 12-month alcohol treatment program for

repeat offenders statewide.
SB 330 (Gregorio), effective 1/1/1976, permits repeat DUI offenders in four counties to

participate in a 12-month pilot alcohol treatment program in lieu of the usual 12-month

suspension or 3-year revocation.
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GLOSSARY

ADMINISTRATIVE PER SE (APS)

Administrative per se (“on-the-spot™) license suspension or revocation occurs immediately

upon arrest for the following reasons: a person was driving with a blood alcohol concentration
(BAC) of 0.08% or more, a person refuses a chemical test, a commercial driver was driving a
commercial vehicle with a BAC of 0.04% or more, or a person was on probation for a
violation of Section 23152 or 23153 and had a BAC of 0.01% or more. Also, in January
1994, California enacted a “zero tolerance” statute which requires the administrative
suspension of any driver under age 21 with a BAC of 0.01% or greater, or who refuses to be
tested. Upon arrest, the driver's license is immediately confiscated by the law enforcement
officer and an order of suspension or revocation served. The driver is issued a temporary
license and allowed due process through administrative review. In July 1990, California
became the 28th state to implement APS.

ALCOHOL-INVOLVED CRASH
Alcohol-involved crashes are those in which the investigating law enforcement officer
indicates on the crash report that the driver “had-been-drinking (HBD).”

ALCOHOL- OR DRUG-RELATED RECKLESS DRIVING
Alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving conviction refers to a conviction of the California
Vehicle Code (VC) Section VC 23103.5 of reckless driving involving alcohol and/or drugs. It

is typically associated with DUI arrests with weaker circumstances (for example, BAC level

lower than or close to .08%) and results in lesser penalties and sanctions than a DUI
conviction. Alcohol- or drug-related reckless driving convictions count as priors for the

purposes of enhanced penalties upon subsequent conviction of DUIL

ALPHA
Alpha is the investigator's acceptable risk or probability level of making a Type 1 error
(generally chosen to be small-e.g., .01, .05). There is always some risk of a Type 1 error, so
alpha cannot be zero. Alpha is also called the significance level, because it is the criterion for

claiming statistical significance.
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BAC
Blood alcohol concentration, or BAC, is a measure of the percent, by weight, of alcohol in a
person's blood. Statutorily, BAC is based upon grams of alcohol per 100 milliliters of blood
or per 210 liters of breath.

CONVICTION

Conviction refers to a violation of a specific California Vehicle Code Section reported by

courts to DMV 1in the abstract of conviction. Since courts’ abstracts of conviction can be
amended, corrected, or dismissed, the conviction totals reported here are dynamic and subject

to change.

COVARIATE
A variable used to statistically adjust the results of an analysis for differences (on that

variable) existing among subjects prior to the comparison of treatment effects.

DUI
DUI is an acronym for “driving under the influence” of alcohol and/or drugs, a violation of
Sections 23152, 23153, 23140, of the California Vehicle Code, Penal Codes 191.5a, b, US
Codes J36FR46, J36423, and out of state DUI codes.

DUI CONVICTION RATE

Percent of total number of DUI arrests in a given calendar year that resulted in DUI

convictions (total DUI convictions/total DUI arrests * 100).

LOGISTIC REGRESSION

Logistic regression analysis is a statistical procedure evaluating the linear relationship

between various factors and the occurrence or nonoccurrence of an outcome event. In this
study, the procedure was used to explain the relationship between various sanctions and the

proportion of DUI offenders who incurred crashes and/or DUI incidents.

MAJOR CONVICTION

Major convictions include primarily DUI convictions, but also reckless-driving and hit-and-

run convictions.
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MEAN
Arithmetic average computed by adding up all the values and dividing them by the number

of values.

MEDIAN
The median is the midpoint in a set of values arranged from lowest to highest, so that half of

the values are below and half are above.

Vid
P stands for probability. For example, if p < .05, the probability is less than 5 chances in 100

that the difference found or one larger would occur by chance alone.

QUASI-EXPERIMENTAL DESIGNS

Quasi-experimental designs refer to analyses where the comparison groups are not equivalent

on characteristics other than the treatment conditions because random assignment was not
used. Caution should be exercised when interpreting the results because of possible
confounding of group bias with treatment effects. Covariates are used to statistically reduce

group differences prior to the comparison of treatment effects.

STATISTICAL SIGNIFICANCE
If the result of a statistical test is significant, this means that the difference found is very

unlikely to have been by chance alone.
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APPENDIX A

Assembly Bill No. 757

CHAPTER 450

An act to add Section 1821 to the Vehicle Code. Relating to driving offenses.

(Approved by Governor September 14, 1989. Filed with
Secretary of State September 15, 1989.)

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 757, Friedman. Driving offenses: intervention programs: evaluation.

Under existing law, the Department of Motor Vehicles maintains records of
driver's offenses reported by the courts. Including violations of the prohibitions
against driving while under the influence of an alcoholic beverage, any drug, or
both, driving with an excessive blood-alcohol concentration, or driving while
addicted to any drug.

This bill would, additionally, require the department to establish and
maintain a data and monitoring system, as specified, to evaluate the efficacy of
intervention programs for persons convicted of those violations relating to
alcohol and drugs, and to report thereon annually to the Legislature.

The bill would declare legislative findings.

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. The Legislature finds and declares as follows:

(a) Drivers under the influence of drugs or alcohol continue to present a
grave danger to the citizens of this state.

(b) The Legislature has taken stern action to deter this crime and punish its
offenders and has provided a range of sanctions available to the courts to use at
their discretion.

(c) No system exists to monitor and evaluate the efficacy of these measures
or to determine the achievement of the Legislature's goals.

(d) This lack of accurate and up-to-date comprehensive statistics hampers the
ability of the Legislature to make informed and timely policy decisions.

(e) It is essential that the Legislature acquire this information, from available
resources, as soon as practicable, and that this information be updated and
transmitted annually to the Legislature.

SEC. 2. Section 1821 is added to the Vehicle Code, to read:

1821: The department shall establish and maintain a data and monitoring
system to evaluate the efficacy of intervention programs for persons convicted
of violations of Section 23152 or 23153.

The system may include a recidivism tracking system. The recidivism
tracking system may include, but not be limited to, jail sentencing, license
restriction, license suspension. Level I (first offender) and II (multiple offender)
alcohol and drug education and treatment program assignment, alcohol and drug
education treatment program readmission and dropout rates, adjudicating court,
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length of jail term, actual jail or alternative sentence served, type of treatment
program assigned, actual program compliance status, subsequent accidents
related to driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs, and subsequent
convictions of violations of Section 23152 or 23153.

The department shall submit an annual report of its evaluations to the
Legislature. The evaluations shall include a ranking of the relative efficacy of
criminal penalties, other sanctions, and intervention programs and the various
combinations thereof.
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE
TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
STATEWIDE 133525 100.0 102266 100.0 31259 100.0
ALAMEDA UNDER 18 8 0.2 7 0.2 1 0.1
18-20 226 4.9 163 4.7 63 5.7
21-30 1964 42.6 1441 41.1 523 47.3
31-40 1191 25.8 947 27.0 244 22.1
41-50 712 15.4 555 15.8 157 14.2
51-60 372 8.1 287 8.2 85 7.7
61-70 109 24 85 2.4 24 2.2
71 & ABOVE 28 0.6 20 0.6 8 0.7
TOTAL 4610 100.0 3505 100.0 1105 100.0
ALPINE 21-30 6 333 6 333 0 0.0
31-40 2 11.1 2 11.1 0 0.0
41-50 3 16.7 3 16.7 0 0.0
51-60 5 27.8 5 27.8 0 0.0
61-70 2 11.1 2 11.1 0 0.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 18 100.0 0 0.0
AMADOR 18-20 7 5.8 7 1.7 0 0.0
21-30 24 20.0 21 23.1 3 10.3
31-40 17 14.2 13 14.3 4 13.8
41-50 26 21.7 16 17.6 10 34.5
51-60 35 29.2 26 28.6 9 31.0
61-70 9 7.5 7 7.7 2 6.9
71 & ABOVE 2 1.7 1 1.1 1 34
TOTAL 120 100.0 91 100.0 29 100.0
BUTTE UNDER 18 8 0.8 4 0.6 4 1.5
18-20 87 9.0 59 8.5 28 10.3
21-30 381 39.4 276 39.6 105 38.7
31-40 176 18.2 129 18.5 47 17.3
41-50 150 15.5 110 15.8 40 14.8
51-60 116 12.0 85 12.2 31 114
61-70 42 43 27 3.9 15 5.5
71 & ABOVE 8 0.8 7 1.0 1 0.4
TOTAL 968 100.0 697 100.0 271 100.0
CALAVERAS UNDER 18 1 0.6 0 0.0 1 2.5
18-20 7 4.2 6 4.7 1 2.5
21-30 49 293 43 339 6 15.0
31-40 27 16.2 22 17.3 5 12.5
41-50 41 24.6 25 19.7 16 40.0
51-60 31 18.6 25 19.7 6 15.0
61-70 8 4.8 4 3.1 4 10.0
71 & ABOVE 3 1.8 2 1.6 1 2.5
TOTAL 167 100.0 127 100.0 40 100.0
COLUSA 18-20 15 11.3 10 9.2 5 20.8
21-30 40 30.1 36 33.0 4 16.7
31-40 26 19.5 20 18.3 6 25.0
41-50 28 21.1 24 22.0 4 16.7
51-60 17 12.8 12 11.0 5 20.8
61-70 7 53 7 6.4 0 0.0
TOTAL 133 100.0 109 100.0 24 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
CONTRA COSTA UNDER 18 8 0.3 5 0.2 3 04
18-20 157 5.0 113 4.8 44 5.6
21-30 1299 41.5 968 41.2 331 42.3
31-40 696 22.2 543 23.1 153 19.6
41-50 538 17.2 393 16.7 145 18.5
51-60 320 10.2 245 10.4 75 9.6
61-70 92 2.9 68 2.9 24 3.1
71 & ABOVE 23 0.7 16 0.7 7 0.9
TOTAL 3133 100.0 2351 100.0 782 100.0
DEL NORTE 18-20 6 4.7 3 3.2 3 8.6
21-30 46 35.7 35 37.2 11 31.4
31-40 24 18.6 18 19.1 6 17.1
41-50 25 19.4 15 16.0 10 28.6
51-60 23 17.8 18 19.1 5 14.3
61-70 4 3.1 4 4.3 0 0.0
71 & ABOVE 1 0.8 1 1.1 0 0.0
TOTAL 129 100.0 94 100.0 35 100.0
EL DORADO UNDER 18 2 0.2 2 0.3 0 0.0
18-20 46 5.7 35 6.0 11 49
21-30 288 35.6 216 36.9 72 32.1
31-40 166 20.5 118 20.1 48 214
41-50 143 17.7 97 16.6 46 20.5
51-60 124 15.3 87 14.8 37 16.5
61-70 34 4.2 25 4.3 9 4.0
71 & ABOVE 7 09 6 1.0 1 04
TOTAL 810 100.0 586 100.0 224 100.0
FRESNO UNDER 18 18 04 16 04 2 0.2
18-20 320 6.8 247 6.7 73 7.0
21-30 2136 453 1654 45.1 482 46.3
31-40 1058 22.5 819 22.3 239 23.0
41-50 671 14.2 535 14.6 136 13.1
51-60 368 7.8 281 7.7 87 8.4
61-70 123 2.6 108 2.9 15 1.4
71 & ABOVE 18 0.4 11 03 7 0.7
TOTAL 4712 100.0 3671 100.0 1041 100.0
GLENN 18-20 14 7.9 13 9.2 1 2.8
21-30 60 339 49 34.8 11 30.6
31-40 42 23.7 34 24.1 8 22.2
41-50 36 20.3 24 17.0 12 333
51-60 16 9.0 13 9.2 3 8.3
61-70 8 4.5 7 5.0 1 2.8
71 & ABOVE 1 0.6 1 0.7 0 0.0
TOTAL 177 100.0 141 100.0 36 100.0
HUMBOLDT UNDER 18 1 0.1 1 0.2 0 0.0
18-20 39 5.6 25 5.0 14 7.2
21-30 272 39.1 191 38.0 81 41.8
31-40 182 26.1 132 26.3 50 25.8
41-50 110 15.8 86 17.1 24 124
51-60 67 9.6 49 9.8 18 9.3
61-70 23 33 16 3.2 7 3.6
71 & ABOVE 2 0.3 2 04 0 0.0
TOTAL 696 100.0 502 100.0 194 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
IMPERIAL UNDER 18 1 0.2 1 0.2 0 0.0
18-20 52 8.5 48 9.4 4 3.7
21-30 245 39.8 196 38.6 49 45.8
31-40 132 21.5 101 19.9 31 29.0
41-50 106 17.2 89 17.5 17 15.9
51-60 57 9.3 51 10.0 6 5.6
61-70 16 2.6 16 3.1 0 0.0
71 & ABOVE 6 1.0 6 1.2 0 0.0
TOTAL 615 100.0 508 100.0 107 100.0
INYO UNDER 18 4 35 4 4.2 0 0.0
18-20 8 7.0 6 6.3 2 11.1
21-30 40 35.1 36 37.5 4 22.2
31-40 20 17.5 17 17.7 3 16.7
41-50 23 20.2 17 17.7 6 333
51-60 11 9.6 8 8.3 3 16.7
61-70 6 53 6 6.3 0 0.0
71 & ABOVE 2 1.8 2 2.1 0 0.0
TOTAL 114 100.0 96 100.0 18 100.0
KERN UNDER 18 18 0.5 13 0.5 5 0.8
18-20 262 7.7 238 8.5 24 4.0
21-30 1538 452 1257 45.0 281 46.6
31-40 737 21.7 609 21.8 128 21.2
41-50 508 14.9 395 14.1 113 18.7
51-60 255 7.5 210 7.5 45 7.5
61-70 71 2.1 64 2.3 7 1.2
71 & ABOVE 10 0.3 10 04 0 0.0
TOTAL 3399 100.0 2796 100.0 603 100.0
KINGS UNDER 18 7 0.8 5 0.7 2 1.1
18-20 49 5.4 40 5.5 9 5.0
21-30 404 44.8 327 45.4 77 42.5
31-40 206 22.8 164 22.7 42 23.2
41-50 134 14.9 105 14.6 29 16.0
51-60 78 8.6 59 8.2 19 10.5
61-70 22 24 19 2.6 3 1.7
71 & ABOVE 2 0.2 2 0.3 0 0.0
TOTAL 902 100.0 721 100.0 181 100.0
LAKE UNDER 18 1 04 1 0.5 0 0.0
18-20 10 39 9 4.6 1 1.6
21-30 98 38.1 77 393 21 344
31-40 47 18.3 39 19.9 8 13.1
41-50 45 17.5 29 14.8 16 26.2
51-60 44 17.1 30 15.3 14 23.0
61-70 11 4.3 10 5.1 1 1.6
71 & ABOVE 1 0.4 1 0.5 0 0.0
TOTAL 257 100.0 196 100.0 61 100.0
LASSEN 18-20 19 11.2 15 114 4 10.5
21-30 62 36.5 51 38.6 11 28.9
31-40 28 16.5 22 16.7 6 15.8
41-50 31 18.2 20 15.2 11 28.9
51-60 25 14.7 20 15.2 5 13.2
61-70 3 1.8 2 1.5 1 2.6
71 & ABOVE 2 1.2 2 1.5 0 0.0
TOTAL 170 100.0 132 100.0 38 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
LOS ANGELES UNDER 18 14 0.1 12 0.1 2 0.0
18-20 1443 53 1119 5.2 324 53
21-30 12242 44.6 9140 42.8 3102 50.9
31-40 6548 239 5188 243 1360 22.3
41-50 4352 159 3493 16.4 859 14.1
51-60 2203 8.0 1845 8.6 358 59
61-70 547 2.0 470 2.2 77 1.3
71 & ABOVE 92 0.3 80 04 12 0.2
TOTAL 27441 100.0 21347 100.0 6094 100.0
MADERA UNDER 18 4 0.5 4 0.6 0 0.0
18-20 69 8.8 60 8.9 9 8.2
21-30 314 40.1 278 41.2 36 32.7
31-40 153 19.5 131 19.4 22 20.0
41-50 134 17.1 115 17.1 19 17.3
51-60 86 11.0 68 10.1 18 16.4
61-70 22 2.8 17 2.5 5 4.5
71 & ABOVE 2 0.3 1 0.1 1 09
TOTAL 784 100.0 674 100.0 110 100.0
MARIN UNDER 18 6 0.5 3 04 3 0.9
18-20 65 5.5 44 52 21 6.4
21-30 397 337 290 34.0 107 32.8
31-40 231 19.6 182 21.3 49 15.0
41-50 233 19.8 160 18.8 73 224
51-60 148 12.6 104 12.2 44 13.5
61-70 85 7.2 64 7.5 21 6.4
71 & ABOVE 14 1.2 6 0.6 8 2.6
TOTAL 1179 100.0 853 100.0 326 100.0
MARIPOSA 18-20 3 4.5 3 5.6 0 0.0
21-30 20 30.3 16 29.6 4 333
31-40 11 16.7 9 16.7 2 16.7
41-50 16 24.2 13 24.1 3 25.0
51-60 11 16.7 9 16.7 2 16.7
61-70 5 7.6 4 7.4 1 8.3
TOTAL 66 100.0 54 100.0 12 100.0
MENDOCINO UNDER 18 5 0.9 3 0.7 2 1.7
18-20 28 53 21 5.1 7 59
21-30 186 353 145 355 41 34.7
31-40 132 25.0 106 259 26 22.0
41-50 80 15.2 62 15.2 18 153
51-60 65 12.3 49 12.0 16 13.6
61-70 29 5.5 21 5.1 8 6.8
71 & ABOVE 2 0.4 2 0.5 0 0.0
TOTAL 527 100.0 409 100.0 118 100.0
MERCED UNDER 18 4 0.5 3 04 1 0.6
18-20 52 6.2 34 5.1 18 10.8
21-30 396 474 323 48.2 73 44.0
31-40 179 214 144 21.5 35 21.1
41-50 110 13.2 88 13.1 22 13.3
51-60 68 8.1 54 8.1 14 8.4
61-70 22 2.6 19 2.8 3 1.8
71 & ABOVE 5 0.6 5 0.7 0 0.0
TOTAL 836 100.0 670 100.0 166 100.0
MODOC UNDER 18 1 1.8 1 2.4 0 0.0
18-20 7 12.5 4 9.8 3 20.0
21-30 9 16.1 5 12.2 4 26.7
31-40 9 16.1 8 19.5 1 6.7
41-50 17 304 12 29.3 5 333
51-60 5 8.9 5 12.2 0 0.0
61-70 8 14.3 6 14.6 2 13.3
TOTAL 56 100.0 41 100.0 15 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
MONO 18-20 5 4.8 4 4.8 1 4.8
21-30 38 36.2 34 40.5 4 19.0
31-40 19 18.1 11 13.1 8 38.1
41-50 9 8.6 8 9.5 1 4.8
51-60 25 23.8 20 23.8 5 23.8
61-70 6 5.7 4 4.8 2 9.5
71 & ABOVE 3 2.9 3 3.6 0 0.0
TOTAL 105 100.0 84 100.0 21 100.0
MONTEREY UNDER 18 11 0.6 9 0.6 2 0.6
18-20 118 6.4 102 6.7 16 4.8
21-30 821 443 685 45.1 136 40.7
31-40 396 21.4 334 22.0 62 18.6
41-50 270 14.6 206 13.6 64 19.2
51-60 179 9.7 135 8.9 44 13.2
61-70 50 2.7 42 2.8 8 24
71 & ABOVE 7 04 5 0.3 2 0.6
TOTAL 1852 100.0 1518 100.0 334 100.0
NAPA UNDER 18 4 0.5 1 0.1 3 1.8
18-20 68 8.1 55 8.2 13 7.7
21-30 323 384 256 38.0 67 399
31-40 185 22.0 157 23.3 28 16.7
41-50 119 14.1 98 14.6 21 12.5
51-60 99 11.8 72 10.7 27 16.1
61-70 36 4.3 29 4.3 7 4.2
71 & ABOVE 7 0.8 5 0.7 2 1.2
TOTAL 841 100.0 673 100.0 168 100.0
NEVADA 18-20 25 52 18 5.2 7 5.1
21-30 184 38.1 129 37.3 55 40.1
31-40 96 19.9 79 22.8 17 12.4
41-50 83 17.2 55 159 28 204
51-60 69 14.3 46 13.3 23 16.8
61-70 23 4.8 16 4.6 7 5.1
71 & ABOVE 3 0.6 3 0.9 0 0.0
TOTAL 483 100.0 346 100.0 137 100.0
ORANGE UNDER 18 59 0.4 45 04 14 04
18-20 910 6.8 682 6.7 228 7.0
21-30 6029 45.1 4465 44.2 1564 47.9
31-40 2914 21.8 2290 22.7 624 19.1
41-50 2059 154 1555 154 504 154
51-60 1069 8.0 815 8.1 254 7.8
61-70 280 2.1 216 2.1 64 2.0
71 & ABOVE 55 04 42 04 13 04
TOTAL 13375 100.0 10110 100.0 3265 100.0
PLACER UNDER 18 13 0.9 9 09 4 1.0
18-20 86 6.0 54 53 32 7.6
21-30 613 42.7 453 44.5 160 38.2
31-40 257 17.9 181 17.8 76 18.1
41-50 257 17.9 163 16.0 94 224
51-60 157 10.9 117 11.5 40 9.5
61-70 51 3.6 38 3.7 13 3.1
71 & ABOVE 2 0.1 2 0.2 0 0.0
TOTAL 1436 100.0 1017 100.0 419 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
PLUMAS 18-20 2 2.0 1 1.4 1 3.7
21-30 31 31.0 27 37.0 4 14.8
31-40 18 18.0 12 16.4 6 22.2
41-50 23 23.0 14 19.2 9 333
51-60 20 20.0 15 20.5 5 18.5
61-70 6 6.0 4 5.5 2 7.4
TOTAL 100 100.0 73 100.0 27 100.0
RIVERSIDE UNDER 18 7 0.1 5 0.1 2 0.1
18-20 540 6.5 415 6.6 125 6.4
21-30 3809 46.1 2876 45.7 933 47.4
31-40 1722 209 1333 21.2 389 19.8
41-50 1220 14.8 909 14.5 311 15.8
51-60 702 8.5 540 8.6 162 8.2
61-70 208 2.5 169 2.7 39 2.0
71 & ABOVE 46 0.6 40 0.6 6 03
TOTAL 8254 100.0 6287 100.0 1967 100.0
SACRAMENTO UNDER 18 9 0.2 8 0.2 1 0.1
18-20 346 59 250 6.1 96 5.6
21-30 2625 45.0 1808 43.8 817 479
31-40 1329 22.8 963 233 366 21.5
41-50 889 15.2 607 14.7 282 16.5
51-60 476 8.2 364 8.8 112 6.6
61-70 138 24 111 2.7 27 1.6
71 & ABOVE 20 0.3 15 04 5 03
TOTAL 5832 100.0 4126 100.0 1706 100.0
SAN BENITO UNDER 18 3 1.6 2 1.3 1 3.1
18-20 15 79 12 7.6 3 9.4
21-30 76 40.2 63 40.1 13 40.6
31-40 35 18.5 29 18.5 6 18.8
41-50 26 13.8 20 12.7 6 18.8
51-60 26 13.8 23 14.6 3 9.4
61-70 6 32 6 3.8 0 0.0
71 & ABOVE 2 1.1 2 1.3 0 0.0
TOTAL 189 100.0 157 100.0 32 100.0
SAN BERNARDINO UNDER 18 15 0.2 13 0.2 2 0.1
18-20 551 7.2 432 73 119 6.9
21-30 3516 459 2708 45.6 808 47.1
31-40 1599 20.9 1258 21.2 341 19.9
41-50 1169 15.3 899 15.1 270 15.8
51-60 595 7.8 457 7.7 138 8.1
61-70 184 24 151 2.5 33 1.9
71 & ABOVE 28 0.4 25 04 3 0.2
TOTAL 7657 100.0 5943 100.0 1714 100.0
SAN DIEGO UNDER 18 34 0.3 26 03 8 03
18-20 694 6.4 524 6.4 170 6.3
21-30 4959 45.5 3680 449 1279 47.6
31-40 2335 214 1801 22.0 534 19.9
41-50 1612 14.8 1207 14.7 405 15.1
51-60 952 8.7 721 8.8 231 8.6
61-70 254 2.3 199 2.4 55 2.0
71 & ABOVE 48 04 43 0.5 5 0.2
TOTAL 10888 100.0 8201 100.0 2687 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
SAN FRANCISCO 18-20 50 4.1 33 3.6 17 6.1
21-30 573 47.5 431 46.4 142 51.3
31-40 291 24.1 224 24.1 67 24.2
41-50 171 14.2 138 14.9 33 11.9
51-60 87 7.2 75 8.1 12 4.3
61-70 28 2.3 23 2.5 5 1.8
71 & ABOVE 6 0.5 5 0.5 1 04
TOTAL 1206 100.0 929 100.0 277 100.0
SAN JOAQUIN UNDER 18 1 0.0 1 0.0 0 0.0
18-20 184 7.1 144 7.0 40 7.5
21-30 1164 45.2 914 44.7 250 47.0
31-40 546 21.2 443 21.7 103 194
41-50 386 15.0 309 15.1 77 14.5
51-60 220 8.5 171 8.4 49 9.2
61-70 65 2.5 54 2.6 11 2.1
71 & ABOVE 12 0.5 10 0.5 2 04
TOTAL 2578 100.0 2046 100.0 532 100.0
SAN LUIS OBISPO UNDER 18 13 0.8 11 0.9 2 0.5
18-20 129 79 94 7.9 35 7.9
21-30 734 44.8 537 44.9 197 44.6
31-40 319 19.5 246 20.6 73 16.5
41-50 223 13.6 151 12.6 72 16.3
51-60 167 10.2 115 9.6 52 11.8
61-70 39 24 30 2.5 9 2.0
71 & ABOVE 15 09 13 1.1 2 0.5
TOTAL 1639 100.0 1197 100.0 442 100.0
SAN MATEO UNDER 18 17 0.7 12 0.6 5 0.9
18-20 125 52 85 4.6 40 7.4
21-30 1023 42.8 792 42.8 231 42.8
31-40 547 22.9 433 234 114 21.1
41-50 379 159 292 15.8 87 16.1
51-60 222 9.3 175 9.5 47 8.7
61-70 67 2.8 54 2.9 13 24
71 & ABOVE 10 0.4 7 04 3 0.6
TOTAL 2390 100.0 1850 100.0 540 100.0
SANTA BARBARA UNDER 18 10 0.5 9 0.6 1 0.2
18-20 200 9.7 155 9.9 45 9.3
21-30 872 424 672 42.7 200 414
31-40 396 19.3 324 20.6 72 14.9
41-50 302 14.7 228 14.5 74 15.3
51-60 209 10.2 140 8.9 69 14.3
61-70 55 2.7 36 2.3 19 39
71 & ABOVE 12 0.6 9 0.6 3 0.6
TOTAL 2056 100.0 1573 100.0 483 100.0
SANTA CLARA UNDER 18 13 0.3 9 0.2 4 04
18-20 322 6.4 235 6.0 87 7.7
21-30 2416 48.1 1814 46.6 602 53.2
31-40 1108 22.0 918 23.6 190 16.8
41-50 681 13.5 534 13.7 147 13.0
51-60 370 7.4 291 7.5 79 7.0
61-70 93 1.9 76 2.0 17 1.5
71 & ABOVE 24 0.5 18 0.5 6 0.5
TOTAL 5027 100.0 3895 100.0 1132 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
SANTA CRUZ UNDER 18 10 0.8 7 0.7 3 0.9
18-20 105 8.3 78 8.3 27 8.3
21-30 540 429 399 42.7 141 434
31-40 258 20.5 197 21.1 61 18.8
41-50 175 13.9 127 13.6 48 14.8
51-60 124 9.8 94 10.1 30 9.2
61-70 41 33 28 3.0 13 4.0
71 & ABOVE 7 0.6 5 0.5 2 0.6
TOTAL 1260 100.0 935 100.0 325 100.0
SHASTA UNDER 18 5 0.6 4 0.7 1 04
18-20 34 4.1 27 4.7 7 2.7
21-30 314 38.0 215 37.7 99 38.7
31-40 185 224 130 22.8 55 21.5
41-50 155 18.8 94 16.5 61 23.8
51-60 85 10.3 62 10.9 23 9.0
61-70 36 44 28 4.9 8 3.1
71 & ABOVE 12 1.5 10 1.8 2 0.8
TOTAL 826 100.0 570 100.0 256 100.0
SIERRA 21-30 2 22.2 2 333 0 0.0
31-40 5 55.6 3 50.0 2 66.7
41-50 1 11.1 0 0.0 1 333
51-60 1 11.1 1 16.7 0 0.0
TOTAL 9 100.0 6 100.0 3 100.0
SISKIYOU UNDER 18 1 0.5 0 0.0 1 1.9
18-20 10 4.8 10 6.3 0 0.0
21-30 69 32.9 52 32.9 17 32.7
31-40 37 17.6 29 18.4 8 154
41-50 45 214 31 19.6 14 26.9
51-60 33 15.7 24 15.2 9 17.3
61-70 13 6.2 10 6.3 3 5.8
71 & ABOVE 2 1.0 2 1.3 0 0.0
TOTAL 210 100.0 158 100.0 52 100.0
SOLANO UNDER 18 5 0.4 3 03 2 0.7
18-20 69 6.0 56 6.5 13 4.6
21-30 476 41.7 351 40.9 125 44.0
31-40 247 21.6 189 22.0 58 204
41-50 189 16.5 139 16.2 50 17.6
51-60 115 10.1 85 9.9 30 10.6
61-70 32 2.8 26 3.0 6 2.1
71 & ABOVE 9 0.8 9 1.0 0 0.0
TOTAL 1142 100.0 858 100.0 284 100.0
SONOMA UNDER 18 16 0.7 11 0.6 5 0.8
18-20 139 6.0 100 5.8 39 6.5
21-30 949 40.8 701 40.7 248 41.2
31-40 488 21.0 379 22.0 109 18.1
41-50 375 16.1 277 16.1 98 16.3
51-60 239 10.3 172 10.0 67 11.1
61-70 99 43 70 4.1 29 4.8
71 & ABOVE 20 0.9 13 0.8 7 1.2
TOTAL 2325 100.0 1723 100.0 602 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
STANISLAUS UNDER 18 7 0.3 6 04 1 0.2
18-20 155 7.1 129 7.7 26 53
21-30 980 45.2 733 43.6 247 50.6
31-40 486 22.4 389 23.2 97 19.9
41-50 312 14.4 229 13.6 83 17.0
51-60 174 8.0 146 8.7 28 5.7
61-70 46 2.1 40 2.4 6 1.2
71 & ABOVE 8 0.4 8 0.5 0 0.0
TOTAL 2168 100.0 1680 100.0 488 100.0
SUTTER 18-20 26 8.6 23 9.5 3 49
21-30 130 42.8 102 42.0 28 459
31-40 62 20.4 55 22.6 7 11.5
41-50 48 15.8 34 14.0 14 23.0
51-60 31 10.2 24 9.9 7 11.5
61-70 5 1.6 3 1.2 2 33
71 & ABOVE 2 0.7 2 0.8 0 0.0
TOTAL 304 100.0 243 100.0 61 100.0
TEHAMA UNDER 18 3 1.2 2 1.1 1 1.7
18-20 17 7.0 14 7.5 3 52
21-30 81 332 64 344 17 29.3
31-40 49 20.1 35 18.8 14 24.1
41-50 38 15.6 26 14.0 12 20.7
51-60 38 15.6 28 15.1 10 17.2
61-70 17 7.0 16 8.6 1 1.7
71 & ABOVE 1 0.4 1 0.5 0 0.0
TOTAL 244 100.0 186 100.0 58 100.0
TRINITY 18-20 4 4.8 4 6.5 0 0.0
21-30 13 15.5 9 14.5 4 18.2
31-40 23 27.4 19 30.6 4 18.2
41-50 13 15.5 9 14.5 4 18.2
51-60 24 28.6 15 24.2 9 40.9
61-70 6 7.1 5 8.1 1 4.5
71 & ABOVE 1 1.2 1 1.6 0 0.0
TOTAL 84 100.0 62 100.0 22 100.0
TULARE UNDER 18 3 0.1 3 0.2 0 0.0
18-20 202 8.3 156 8.1 46 9.2
21-30 1107 45.6 872 45.2 235 46.9
31-40 546 22.5 430 22.3 116 23.2
41-50 354 14.6 286 14.8 68 13.6
51-60 156 6.4 131 6.8 25 5.0
61-70 50 2.1 40 2.1 10 2.0
71 & ABOVE 11 0.5 10 0.5 1 0.2
TOTAL 2429 100.0 1928 100.0 501 100.0
TUOLUMNE 18-20 20 6.4 16 6.8 4 53
21-30 92 29.5 68 28.8 24 31.6
31-40 54 17.3 43 18.2 11 14.5
41-50 53 17.0 33 14.0 20 26.3
51-60 68 21.8 55 23.3 13 17.1
61-70 21 6.7 19 8.1 2 2.6
71 & ABOVE 4 1.3 2 0.8 2 2.6
TOTAL 312 100.0 236 100.0 76 100.0
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TABLE B2: 2012 DUI CONVICTIONS BY COUNTY, GENDER, AND AGE — continued

TOTAL MALE FEMALE
COUNTY AGE N | % N | % N | %
VENTURA UNDER 18 8 0.2 5 0.2 3 04
18-20 251 7.6 193 7.6 58 7.5
21-30 1452 438 1088 42.8 364 47.0
31-40 678 20.4 543 21.4 135 17.4
41-50 505 15.2 390 15.3 115 14.8
51-60 325 9.8 255 10.0 70 9.0
61-70 83 2.5 59 2.3 24 3.1
71 & ABOVE 16 0.5 10 04 6 0.8
TOTAL 3318 100.0 2543 100.0 775 100.0
YOLO 18-20 43 6.3 29 5.6 14 8.6
21-30 341 499 273 52.4 68 41.7
31-40 124 18.1 103 19.8 21 12.9
41-50 83 12.1 52 10.0 31 19.0
51-60 70 10.2 47 9.0 23 14.1
61-70 22 3.2 16 3.1 6 3.7
71 & ABOVE 1 0.1 1 0.2 0 0.0
TOTAL 684 100.0 521 100.0 163 100.0
YUBA UNDER 18 1 0.4 1 0.5 0 0.0
18-20 21 7.4 13 6.4 8 10.0
21-30 114 40.3 80 394 34 42.5
31-40 63 22.3 47 23.2 16 20.0
41-50 39 13.8 29 14.3 10 12.5
51-60 35 12.4 25 12.3 10 12.5
61-70 9 3.2 8 39 1 1.2
71 & ABOVE 1 04 0 0.0 1 1.2
TOTAL 283 100.0 203 100.0 80 100.0

123



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

"0P1ET DA JO SUONBIOLA,
"SOTUO[QJ S& PAULAP A[LI0JNIe)S AIe YOIyMm (SIeaK U) UT) SOSUSFFO [}, APNIOUT JOU OP SUNOD dSAYL, "dP0d UONISOdSIP AUO[SJ & PILLIED YOTYM SIOUEIWOPSIUN SOPN[OUT JUNOD SIYT,

8 99 93 4 9 1C1 TVLIOL

8 99 e C 9 IC1 HLION T14d HLION T1dd

L 80T zes €€ 6 900€ IV.LIOL

8 €lc 8¢ 01 L1 €ecl SHTYD LONTVM

S 454 911 01 €T SLL OINGSLLId

S Syl 811 9 L1 899 ANOWHOII

97 €8 0 L 0 % @IODNOD

LS SLI % 0 z 01 ZANILIVIN V1S0D

ST 062 4 0 ¢ 91 VLSOO VIINOD VIINOD

8 79 Ly ¢ v 971 TV.LIOL

L 79 Ly z % 971 VSNT0D

0 0 0 I 0 0 VSNT0D AN VSNT0D

% 09 €€ 0 6 8S1 TV1OL

€ 661 0 0 0 I SVIAAVIVD AN(

% 09 €€ 0 6 LST SVIAAVIVD| SVIIAVIVD

ST 6C1 vLI vl L€ L16 IVIOL

T €07 0 0 0 01 aL1ngd ANt

SI 871 vLI al LE L06 EARAeL:| EARAeL:|

I%4 L9 %4 0 L €11 IVLIOL

%4 29 44 0 L 48 NOSMOV(

L €1z I 0 0 I MOAVINV ANL AOAVINY

11 08 9 0 0 81 IVIOL

11 08 9 0 0 81 ANIATV ANIdTYV

¥ L6 Lyl 9% %4 1St IVIOL

9 801 S9¢ 0 C eIcl MAVMAVH

4 08 8TS T S LOLT ANV TIVO

9 611 ory I z 08 NOINVSVATd

S 16 LET 1z € LOL INOWAYA

8¢ €01 I 0 I 4| ANV TIVO AN(

(4 9¢1 1 0 01 86 ANV ITAVO VAdNVTV

9 6 89GL1 L001 0€1¥ 88€871 AAIMALVLS
ALVAdN AN NOLLDIANOD SSATIOAA JNa Jna na 14N0D ALNNOD

OL NOLLDIANOD OL NOLLVIOIA ONYA YO | 12YIANN | ANOTHA dsIN
(SAVQA) SANILL TOHOOTV

NOILVOIAN(AV INd NVIAAIN

LdNOD AY SLSHIYV 1Nd <107 404 VLVA NOILLDIANOD INd -

¢qd H19dV.L

124



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

(44 8¢ 1 I z vEl LAVL
I 09 L I 0 14% V1149VSI 3AV1
€ €T 9 0 €l Sh1 ONVT1dd
L1 8¢ (1143 0l 44! 011¢ dT1didSaadvd
1 94 79 L 14! 631 INONV1
L1 <9 0 ¢ 0 LT NAI) ANSL
L1 LYl 0 0 ¢ ¢ NI NI
4 96 (44 € S 901 TVIOL
z 6 (44 € 0 €01 dOHSIg
14 6cCl 0 0 0 C OANI DIJAVYIL ANS
LE 0S1 0 0 S I OANI OANI
4 871 v81 L 01 865 IVIOL
14 19 0 0 0 I NAAVHUALNIM
8 811 z8 S 6 69 OYINAD 14
11 LET €9 0 I L0T ODIXATVD
0z 43| 6€ z 0 0zl ATIMVEL
(474 0¢l 0 0 0 I TVIIAdINT ANSL TVIIddINT
€L €8 81 v SI LLY TVIOL
€L £8 81 14 Sl LLY LAdTOINNH dNS LATOdINNH
€T 0€1 ¢ I 11 S91 IVIOL
€T 0€1 ¢ I 11 S91 NNATO NNATO
0 €Tl 1€ 0S €0C 65t IVIOL
0 651 0 I 0 0 YAONVS dNS
0 001 S I 14 SL AHTAITd
0 LTI S 0 z Ly DYNISON
0 ov1 C 0 4 €C HONvdadId
I pIl L I I ¢ VONITVOD
0 801 6 0 I €01 SIAOTD
0 vTl 1€ Ly z61 1LY TVIINAD ONSTIA
S LST 0 0 I S ONSTYA AN ONSTIA
93 801 L8] S 1T ¥SL TVIOL
4| €l LT1 z 1 6h ATTAYAOV1d
€S LL 09 € L See JOHVL $IV1HLNOS| 0aviod 1d
ALVAdN ANA NOILLDIANOD SSATIOTT JNa Jna Ina 1d4N0D ALNNOD
OL NOLLOIANOD OL NOILLVTOIA ONIA YO | 12YdANN | ANOTAA AsIN
(SAVQ@ SANILL TOHOO1V

NOILVOIAN(AV INd NVIIN

panunuod - 1YNOD A9 SLSHIYYV 1Nd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD INd -¢9 4'1dV.L

125



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

9 0L ¥91 T 0€ vTIl ALSVONVT
S Y01 0S % 4l 089 VIGNVHTV
11 66 orl 0 4 ces LIOdHIV SHTAONY 1
S 961 0 0 I S IAVILSVA ANS
% TLE 0 0 0 z SATAONY SOT AN
9 1274 0 0 L 6 VIOINOW VINVS
9 €Ty 0 0 € 8 ONVIIOL
L 961 0 0 6 1z MTVMION
S 611 0 0 S L NOLJINOD
S v0T 0 0 % 11 HOVAd ONOT
8 002 0 0 S ST SANN NVA
91 8¢CI I 0 C 6 VNAAVSVd
11 S0T 0 0 11 11 OANVNYAd NVS
9 00C 0 0 11 14! YALSVONVT
9 IL1 0 0 6 T VNOIWOd
9 LTT 0 0 €¢ Ly SHTAONY SOT| SATIDNYV SOT
v 8T1 Ll € € ¥91 TVIOL
% LT1 L1 € z 091 ATTIANVSNS
91 il 0 0 0 z NASSVT ANC
8t 092 0 0 I z NASSVT NASSV1
01 611 44 0 4 %4 TVIOL
80C 011 1 0 1 (9% PAVTIVAIO
414 vTl 1T 0 11 702 AV IV
0 L11 98 8 09 €S IVIOL
L g 0 I 0 0 HIOONWAT
0 6 z 0 z Ss NVIODI0D
0 44 9 I % s TVYNAAV
0 611 8L I S €L QIOANVH
I 06 0 S 0 14 SONIY ANS SONIY
¢l 8¢ 1434 8¢C L91 Y0cCe TVLOL
0 L9 144 I € 11 LSTI0ananrd
0 IS 6t € € SHT AAVION (yuoo)
z ST €1 z L 902 YALAVHS NI
ALVAdN AWNA NOILLDIANOD SSHTIOTT JNa Jna na 14N0D AILNNOD
OL NOLLOIANOD OL NOILLVTOIA ONAA YO | 12YAANN | ANOTAA ASIN
(SAVQ) SANILL TOHOO1V

NOILVIIA(AV INd NVIAIN

panunuos - TYNO0I A9 SLSHIYV INd TI0C 404 VLVA NOILLOIANOD INd -¢d 41dV.L

126



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

¥4 €9 S L1 € 0€I1 BCATO)

1T €9 S L1 43 0€I1 TAVAVYE NVS NIIVIN

6 6S1 €01 4 ST LSL TVIOL

w 112 €9 I L 43| VII4IS a3V SSvd

0z 9L1 I 0 0 v RO VIAAVIN

SIC 9¢1 1€ I 0 439 VITIHOMOHD

8T SPe 3 0 81 69 VIAAVIN VIAAVIN

9 L8 8€9¢ 121 8LY 89T TVIOL

61 9¢1 I 0 0 €l SATAONV SOT 1ASN

91 SL 0 0 0 z NOTVAV

0 LS1 0 € 0 I SHTAONYV SOT LSAM

9 €S 9bP 1 1€ 60¥C SANN NVA

6 0S 0T¢ 8 LE 6LT1 OANVNYAd NVS

% 6 €9 0 €T 906 ALLLIHM

S €01 YT ¢ 01 09¢1 ONVIIOL

S 6L 6t 01 14 0v6 VNOWOd

9 €71 al| 0 z L6T NarTvin

% 111 661 I L L98 VNAAVSVd

S 801 L11 z z 0€8 VIRV VINVS

S 201 0S € 1 088 AAMOTA 1144

11 9 L6 44 9z 7798 OYIAN V1

91 €8 96 S 0z TTLl HOVALd ONOT

9 66 9L I L Sev AOOMATONI

% 0TI 6l 0 9 879 TVANATO

6 68 or L I 1L9 JLNOW 14

S 6 611 01 % 61L SATAONV SOT LSvA

S vTl 4 I al LS8 AANMOA

9 €71 v01 v 123 608 NOLJINOD

0 61T 0 S 0 4 HILYIOMSLVHD

L 06 911 L1 9T 0112 VNIAOD LSAM

S 7L 9t 4 S S0€ JINVEINd (Juoo)

€l €71 0€ 0 €l 91¢ STTIH ATIIAAEL | SHTADONYV SO1
ALVAdN AINA NOILLDIANOD SSATIDAYT JNd Jna na 1dN0D AINNOD

OL NOLLOIANOD OL NOILVIOIA ONYA MO | IZYAANN | ANOTAA ASIN
(SAVQ) SANIL TOHOOTV

NOILVOIAN(AV INd NVIIN

panunuod - 1YNOD A9 SLSHIYYV INd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD INd ¢4 4'19V.L

127



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

0 01 0LT S <9 C18¢ U LSNINLSAM

0 68 LL 9 8 966¢ NOLIATINA

6 011 0 L I 7L AONVIO AN( ONVIO

SI 68 69 S 91 9% IVIOL

€ 89 1T z z 49 FIONYL

1T L6 8t € Cl 60¢ ALID VAVAAN

91 Lyl 0 0 0 I VAVAAN AN(

91 081 0 0 T 0 VAVAIN VAVAIN

€ 89 SI1 €l % 8SL TVIOL

€ 89 8I1 €l oy 88L VdVN VdVN

8 29 8¥T v 43 96L1 TVIOL

01 LS 6 0 6 6T€ ALID ONIY

L 09 161 C 11 09¢1 SVNITVS

4| SS 0 I 0 0 VNIIVIA

LE 89 0 I 0 €l ATIALNOW AN

14! SIT 8 0 43 ¥6 ATIAINONW ATIHAINON

vl S8 Ll I € 101 IVIOL

14! 06 91 I € 16 SHYVT HLONINVIA

1€ 0L 1 0 0 0l LJ0ddDOdrdd ONOIN

(44 011 14 I I 149 TVLOL

4 011 % I I S SVINLTV DOAON

8T Zie 8I1 L 1C 808 IVIOL

1T 91 1474 14 0l 44 SONVA SO1

6T 97T L € 11 €8¢ ago¥an AgaO¥an

8¢ 8L €1 I SI 11§ IVIOL

19 LL ST I L 26 DOVId 1¥04

8LI SL z 0 0 01 OT4A0D

9L¢ 98 I 0 0 % VNTIVINIOd

96 8L 001 0 z L€ HVIIN

e 701 z 0 0 9 ONIDOANAI AN

9 6L I 0 9 8¢ HVDIN dNS ONIDOANAIN

01 26 0l I z €9 IVIOL

01 26 0l I z €9 VSOdIIVIN dNS VSOdIIVIN
ALVAdN AINA NOLLDIANOD SSATIDIY JNa Jnd na 14N0D AINNOD

OL NOILDIANOD OL NOILVTOIA ONIA YO | 12 YIANN | ANOTAL AsInN
(SAVQA) SANILL TOHODTV

NOILVOIAN(AV INd NVIAIN

panunuos - TYNO0D A9 SLSHIIV INd TI0C 404 VLVA NOILLOIANOD INd -¢d 4'1dV.L

128



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

L LI vl 9 ¥9 €L ATTIAIOLDIA
9 S61 601 % LS 97Tl VONOWVOND M| ONIQIVNIAL
% A STl 8 6S 0901 ONIQUVNYAL NVS NVS
14! 16 0¢ I 11 LLT TVILIOL
L1 e 0 0 0 € OLINAL NVS AN
al 6 0T I 11 vLI OLINAI NVS| OLINAd NVS
8 18 0L9 6S 96¢ L1¥S TVIOL
S¢ L9T 0 0 0 4 OLNANVYIOVS LAsn
8 08 L99 6S 08 987¢ D OLNFNVIIVS
81 L01 0 0 z 11 OLNANWVIOVS AN(
€ v01 € 0 vLT 811 OLNANWVIDIVS | OLNANVIOVS
4 SII 061 6C v61 1€08 TVIOL
0 €6 0 8 0 0 VINDAWAL
< L6 S I v S¥0C VLIATININ
1 16 14 1 0 £8 HHLATH
I 88 I 0 I 069 OIANI
I 101 ¢l C € S0v DONINNVA
S L9 0 L 0 0 LANdH
€T 981 0 0 I 01 AAISYTATI ANL
z €61 vz € 1T v8L OIANI
€ vl €9 L LTI 110v HAISYIATT HAISYIATT
I $9 43 0 I 66 TVIOL
I S9 S¢ 0 I 66 ADNINO SVINN1d
6 LO1 v1z 11 L9 g€l TVIOL
1 LS Cl 1 ¢ 191 ALID HOHV.L
0 0 I 0 0 0 O[ddVIL ATIIAdSOY
6 801 102 8 9 08T1 ATTIATSOd
z e 0 z 0 0 NINGNV ANf
01 Spl 0 0 0 L1 AV Id ANSL qdOV1d
0 011 0S8 LS 1t€ LL6TI TVIOL
0 96 8Pl L1 9L €6€T VNV VINVS
0 LEI SSy 0z SII alt HOVAL LIOdMAN (3uoo)
0 S 0 z 0 0€ STTIH VNNOV'T AONVIO

ALVddN AINd NOILLDIANOD SSATIDAYT JNa Jna Ina 1dN0D ALNNOD

OL NOLLOIANOD OL NOILLVTOIA ONIA MO | IZYAANN | ANOTAA AsIN

(SAVQ@ SANILL TOHOO1V

NOILVOIAN(AV INd NVIIN

panunuod - 1YNOD A9 SLSHIYYV 1Nd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD INd -¢9 4'1dV.L

129



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

L €¢ 96% Sl 911 L¥T TVIOL
01 LT 65T 4l S9 0Er1 NOLDOLS
% IS 6L1 z 6T 7L9 VOAINVIN
€ Ly 8¢ I 14 443 1ao1
91 €61 0 0 0 I NINOVOL NVS ANL| NINOVOL NVS
91 99 454 €l 96 LETT TVIOL
91 99 494 €l 9¢ SEIT NVIANVS AVIL| OJSIONVYA
8 81T 0 0 0T z OOJSIDNV YA NVS NVS
1T €L 01¢€T 9¢1 vor 88701 TVIOL
al ¥SS 0 0 0 4 ds HLNOS LdsN
€l 89 ov1 38 9t 9¢p1 VISIA VINHD
L €8 Y011 Sl L LT6E VSHN ANIVA
9 9L 0 SI 0 0 TVISIA
€¢ €S I¥S I 69 8¢ VISIA
w 89 8IS L1 901 LT61 NOIvD 14
123 L11 0 0 z e 0DAIAd NVS AN
6¢C Y01 C 0 0¢l 81 VISIA
1 611 S 0 Y01 €01 0DIIA NVS 0D4dId NVS
v Tl LS6 LS €0€ L6TL TVIOL
€l 1L ST € S 9LT LSIA g94.L VAHSOf
0 [4%% 0 I 0 0 AVT1dvad OI1d
€ LO1 4% 6 8 0LL VONOWVOND ¥ dNS
€ 811 801 I 6 795 ATTIAIOLDIA
S 191 €Tl 6 9¢ €LET VNV.LINOA
% 601 Lp1 01 01 6TL ASHLO ONIAYVNYAL S
8 S 0 0 0 I SANVT1Aay
% 66 1z z €l ¥ST ONIHD
€ S91 0 0 0 L ATTIAIOLIIA AN
z 16 0 0 0 z VONOWVOND ¥ ANSL
S¢ 68 0 0 0 3 ONIQIVNYAL S ANC
% 6€1 0 I 0 I NAIYENS dLANI ANS (huoo)
6¢C 1T 9¢ 0 L 91 HHYL VOAHSOf | ONIAYVNYdd
S SO1 9L € SI 08¢ MOLSIVL NVS
ALVAdN AINA NOLLDIANOD SSATIDIY JNa Jna na 14N0D ALNNOD
OL NOLLOIANOD OL NOILLVTOIA ONIA YO | ITYAANN | ANOTAA AsIN
(SAVQ@ SANIL TOHOO1V

NOLLVOIAN(AV INd NVIAdIN

panunuod - 1YNOD A9 SLSHIYYV INd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD INd ¢4 4'1dV.L

130



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

v L8 €L1 € S 89/ TVIOL
% 88 €L z SS SSL ONIAATd
L 89 0 I 0 01 AANENA
29 68 0 0 0 € VLISVHS ANf VLISVHS
€l 69 L1 91 0T vTTl IVIOL
S 89 I 0 I o ATTIANOSLV M
€l 89 891 Sl Cl 498! ZNYD VINVS AVYL
€l 66 € I I 11 ZN¥D VINVS ANL
29 6¢€1 0 0 9 1T ZNAD VINVS| ZNdD VINVS
8 9L 6vS 0S ¥91 €I8Y IVIOL
S 88 0oL L 14 9% ¢ NILIVIN NVS
0 86 0 144 0 0 OIAAVYL ASOf NVS
L L 1€ al IS 0L1E 4SO NVS
4| SL S91 L 9 186 OLTV OTvd
8¢ 9¢1 0 0 I al VIVID VINVS ANC VIVID
89 6C1 I 0 701 201 VIVID VINVS VINVS
61 s 94T 0z 69 L961 IVIOL
16 0€ 0 I 0 0 DNVATOS
001 0 I€ S S L91 DOdINOT
0¢ 1474 0¢ ¢ 0¢ SyL VIIVIN VINVS dNS
81 09 S91 11 e 01 VIVEIVE VINVS
(0)74 L 0 0 0 14 LSM VIAVIAN VINS ANS vivdadavd
61 81 0 0 0 L VIVEIVE VINS ANS VINVS
Cl vl 19% (44 148 1 ARY4 TVLOL
11 0€1 8LT L 9 0L01 ALID doomagy
11 44 €81 S S S0zl 0DSONV YA NVS OS
C 94! 0 ¢ 0 0 HLIYON OdLVIN NVS
¢l 1C1 0 L 0 Y1 OdLVIN NVS AOS
6V 9¢1 0 0 (974 Y4 OdLVIN NVS OdLVIN NVS
8 29 86¢ SI €9 1961 TVIOL
8 79 867 al €9 €PST 0dSI90 SINTNVS 0dS190
L 48! 0 I 0 81 0dSI90 SINT S ANL SINTNVS
ALVAdN AINA NOLLDIANOD SSHTIOTYT JNna Jna na 14N0D AINNOD
OL NOILLDIANOD OL NOILVTOIA ONIA YO | 12YdANN | ANOTAA dsInN
(SAVA) SANILL TOHODTV

NOLLVOIAN(AV INd NVIAIIN

panunuod - 1IN0 A9 SLSHIYYV 1Nd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD INd ¢4 4'1dV.L

131



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

€€l St 9¢ ¢ 0 6%9 TIvVINL
€< 9 149 S 9 8¢¢ HTTIAYALY0d
861 9 z I 0 L9 vAaNNId
L Y91 0 0 0 14 VITVSIA ANSL HAVINL
6C 1€l 1T 0 I €8 TVIOL
6T 1€1 1T 0 I €8 ALINIIL ALINIYL
91 €S (43 I 11 434 TV.IOL
(44 9F LE I I €l 440719 a3y
1 79 S1 0 0 06 ONINIOD
1T LL 0 0 0 € VINVHAL ANC
il IS1 0 0 01 % VINVHAL VINVHAL
a4 18 8 ¢ €€ 89T TVIOL
a4 18 8 € €€ 897 ALID VANA ¥ALLAS
91 38 €T 11 0L L80T TVIOL
I 8L 0 01 0 0 OLSTIAON
6S €€l 0 I 0 11 SNVTISINV.LS ANS
91 L8 €T 0 0L 9.0 SOAVISINVLS| SNVISINVLS
0¢ 69 6ct LT 6 90¢C¢ TVIOL
454 98 0 €1 0 0 VSO VINVS
0¢ 9¢ 0 v 0 €1 VINONOS ANf
61 69 6Tt 01 26 €61C VINONOS VINONOS
L vel 911 9 3 1011 TVIOL
S 801 8¢ € €1 €6 OfdTIVA
L 124! 8L € 1T 108 dATAIAIVA
9 981 0 0 0 L ONVI0S AN
6S¢€ 871 0 0 I 0 ONVI0S ONV'10S
L pIl Sy ¢ vl €61 TVIOL
9 €11 1T 0 4l 01 VITIA
L 911 T z 0 S8 agam
07 €zl 0 I 0 0 SROd
01 LET 0 0 0 € NOAIMSIS NOATIMSIS
26 €8 L 0 I 8 IVIOL
26 €8 L 0 I 8 VIIAIS VIIAIS
ALVAdN AWNA NOILLOIANOD SSATIOTT JNa Jna na 14N0D AILNNOD
OL NOILDIANOD OL NOILVIOIA ONYA YO | 1ZYIANN | ANOTHA dsIn
(SAVQ) SANIL TOHODTV

NOILVOIdN(AV INd NVIIN

panunuod - 1YNOD A9 SLSHIYYV INd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD 1Nd -¢9 4'1dV.L

132



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

€9 121 €L 8 vl 197 TV1OL
L1 e 0 I 0 € veanA ANS
9 611 €L L 1 86T vdanA vdanA
vl Y01 L L LT 059 IVIOL
1 Y01 7L L LT 059 OT0A OT0A
0 6 0 9¢ €L 60T€ TV1OL
0 6 0 9¢ €L 607€ VINLNIA VINLNIA
1 68 e I 1 662 TVIOL
0€ 43 0 0 0 I ANINNTONL ANC
1 68 e I 1 86¢ ANINNTONL|  ANWNTONL
SP 89 8LI 0T It 89¢€T TV.IOL (uoo)
LE 08 98 1 S¢ 0601 AId VITVSIA TIVINL
ALVAdN AINd NOILDIANOD SSATIOTT JNa Jna na 14N0D AINNOD
OL NOILLDIANOD OL NOILVIOIA ONIA YO | 1Z2YIANN | ANOTAA AsSIN
(SAVQ@ SANIL TOHODTV

NOILVIIANfdyVv INd NVIAdN

panunuod - 1YNOD A9 SLSHIYYV INd C10C 404 VLVA NOILDIANOD I1Nd -¢9 4'1dV.L

133



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

"SMB]S IOPUSJJO PUB “1IN0J ‘AJUnod Aq UOnoUes [oed SUTAII0AI Z[()T UT PAISILIE SI9I0IAUO0D [)(] JO s98rIuaorad jussardar satnuy,

69¢C 00 §ee 9 996 ¥'c6 611 TVIOL
0°0¢C 00 00¥ 00 0001 009 S ¥
£e8 00 0001 00 0001 0001 9 qu€
L09 00 €19 6°LI 0001 6'C6 8¢ an®
€1l 00 ¥4 €98 0°s6 8°¢6 08 st NOSDVI
00 00 00 0001 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 0001 00 00 I st AOAVIANV ANl AOAVINY
L9l 00 (44 8'LL 0001 07001 81 TVLOL
0001 00 07001 00 0001 07001 [ au®
00y 00 009 00y 0001 0001 S an@
00 00 00 0001 0001 0001 4! st ANIATV ANIdTV
01 4 1'9¢ 989 196 0°L6 SIcTlI TVLOL
00 00 07001 00 LS8 07001 L RETTI4
00 1% €8 6'C 008 0°06 0L au®
€e 00 818 Syl 6°56 VL6 69¢ an®
€0 00 9¢ I'T6 9L6 VL6 698 st TIVMAVH
0¢ 00 6'S¢ 9L 1'86 8'66 L08 TVIOL
L99 00 0001 00 0001 07001 € ¥
(4] 00 8'L6 [ 9°¢6 07001 Sy au®
s9 00 §06 ) 896 07001 861 an®
0Ll 00 e 816 L'86 L'66 109 st NOINVSVAId
LY 1o €1¢ 69 6°56 8°G6 T€L TVIOL
00 00 £e8 L9l 0001 0001 9 ¥
€ee €e €eL 00 0001 0001 0¢€ qu€
611 00 8°8L 91 L'86 VL6 IS1 an®
L1 00 8’1 8'88 6’16 0°S6 4% st INOWAIA
00 00 00 S'19 00 €76 €l TVIOL
00 00 00 S'19 00 €76 el st ANVTAVO ANL
¢t 90 981 £0¢ €96 £96 Y81 TVLOL
1! vl L'SE 00 L'S6 9'8L 0L +¥
'y €L 43 €L I're S'€6 €Cl qu€
9 (4 6'9¢ €L L6 9'86 [44% an®
'l 00 e L $'96 L96 6¢cCl m ANVTITAVO VAdNVIV
§'s <0 9'1¢ 8'L9 CEL 6'56 433! HAIMHLVIS
% % % % % % N SNLVIS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADO0TIHINI | INVIDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILVHOdd | TVLOL | JHANHA40
NOILINDI na na Ina 1na
HLNOW-0€ | HINOW-81 |[dHANHAJO (I

<SNLVLS JAANTAJ0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILLONVS INd T10T ‘v dT1dV.L

134



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

3 00 €9C T L'L6 L6 169 TVIOL
9LI 00 885 00 0001 SoL L1 -
9'9¢ 00 9'sL 00 0001 0001 v s
T 00 S$9L TL 9L6 9'L6 991 N
70 00 0€ 568 v'L6 66 L9 ] ANOWHOII
00 00 1'6 1'6 '9¢ '€ I TVIOL
00 00 1'6 1'6 '9¢ '€ I Ll @I0INOD
00 00 00 00 00 00 Al TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 4l Ll ZANILIVIN
T6¢ 00 I'Ly 86 TT6 €98 Is TVIOL
43 00 $79 00 856 €€ vz -
6Th 00 I'LS 00 L's8 L's8 L af
0T 00 0°0S 00 0'sL 0001 8 an’
L91 00 €8 L1y 0°001 £es 4! ol V.LSOD VIINOD | VLSOO VIINOD
00 00 T8l v'L9 L'L6 L'v6 €l TVIOL
00 00 £ee 00 0001 0001 3 .
00 00 LTL €LT 0°001 0001 11 auf
00 00 Ty I'tvb 0001 16 ve anl
00 00 Tl $'p8 96 0't6 8 il VSN100
00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I ol VSNT0D ANS VSN100
00 00 00 00 00 0001 i TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I il SVIIAVIVO ANL
661 00 L'81 $9L 0°001 96 991 TVIOL
L'99 00 €€ 00 07001 €es 9 .
0°0S 00 S'LE 0T 0001 $79 8 auf
vy 00 L9 6’8 0001 L6 St ax’
Ly 00 61 £96 0°001 1'66 L01 ol SVIIAVIVD SVYIAVIVD
00 00 00 009 001 008 01 TVIOL
00 00 00 0°09 001 008 01 il aLLng ANf
€S L'S 661 1'89 888 €76 856 TVIOL
67 6T 811 00 0001 Ty L1 .
9y 9°Zs 8°0¢€ 8¢ VL6 68 8L auf
€ '€ SHL 091 0'96 0°€6 002 an’
80 £0 v'T 1°€6 'S8 1'v6 €99 L aLLng aLLngd
% % % % % % N SNLVLS 1¥N0D ALNNOD
SDOOTIAINI | WVIDOUd | WVIDOYUd | NVIDOdd | IV |NOILVEOHUd | TVLIOL | ¥4aNddd0
NOILINDI falel flel 1na Ind
HINOW-0¢ | HINOW-81 |MAANHAIO I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v A TdV.L

135



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

¥'9 4 (474 L9 S'L6 S'€6 01y TVIOL
Vs 9v 8'¢e 8¢ 66 9vy 0¢T ¥
ly 0 L'v8 L'e 186 I'¢6 9T qu€
8l 1o [4%] 86 G'86 0'v6 96 an®
60 00 Sl SR I'L6 ) 950¢ st TVILNAD ONSHYA
00 00 00 00 00 07001 9 TVLOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 9 m ONSHYA ANS ONSHYA
08 00 S'LT 8'LS 1'96 €66 9y TVI1OL
8'LT 00 L9l 00 6'88 (44 81 RETTI
v'ce 00 SeL 0¢C 656 656 6% au®
9Ll 00 708 86 I's6 0001 01 an®
01 00 v'e L8 0°L6 0°86 96¢ st ATIIAYEOV1d
144! 00 cse 9v9 I'L6 I'L6 Sve TVLOL
0001 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I RETr4
8'89 00 0°SL 00 0001 8°¢6 91 auf
(413 00 6°SL 6°¢l S'L6 S'L6 6L an@
0y 00 9¢ 168 896 L6 6¥¢C ! HOHVL 4XVTHINOS oavyioda T4
I'L1 194 0vC 1S9 L'L6 0°¢6 6cC1 TVIOL
0°sL 0°0¢ 00 00 0°001 0°SL 14 ¥
009 00T 008 00 0001 0001 S auf
LIS 00 8T8 Ve 0001 I'e6 6C an@
Il 00 19K3 16 L96 v'€6 16 st HLION T4d HLION THd
vy 00 [ 6°0L I'v6 v'86 09¢1 TVLOL
0°6¢ 00 0°SL 00 0001 8°G6 ¥C v
LTt 00 €'e8 00 0001 606 99 auf
st 00 98 140 L96 0°66 66¢C an®
€0 00 60 126 0°¢6 L'86 ILTI st AAFID LONTVM
0¢ 00 S'6¢ L'Y9 ¥'96 7’86 808 TVIOL
£ee 00 €L 00 0°001 07001 S1 ¥
I'TT 00 I'Té6 00 07001 8'L6 9% au®
0¢ 00 1'88 08 L6 07001 10¢ an® (yuoo)
¥'0 00 91 L'T6 9'G6 8'L6 LYS m DINISLLId | VLSOD VILNOD
% % % % % % N SNLVIS AR 10(0)0) AINNOD
ADO0THHINI | WVEDOUd INVIDOUd WVEDOUd TIVL | NOILVEO¥dd | TVLIOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILINOI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-8I |dHANHAA0 (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D “ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v d1dV.L

136



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

96 00 L0l s'6¢ an L6 LLT TVIOL
00b 00 00 00 0001 009 S .
VLY 00 9'1¢ €9C 0001 L'v6 61 aut
A 00 'og T8l 0L6 0001 €€ and
L1 00 80 Tov £'85 L'16 0zl il NNAT1D NNATD
00 00 00 0001 00 00 [ TVIOL
00 00 00 0001 00 00 I ] WADNVS dNS
S'L 00 0°0€ 009 S$'L6 86 08 TVIOL
00 00 £'ee 00 0001 £ee ¢ + b
0°0S 00 0001 00 0001 0001 9 aut
I'11 00 688 00 0001 0001 81 ax’
61 00 61 906 796 €6 €s 1l A97099Y
I't 00 vTe €L9 07001 816 6 TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 I + P
008 00 0°0S 00 0001 0°0S z at
1'6 00 818 00 0001 606 1 axl
00 00 6T €76 0001 1'L6 s¢ 1] DYNISONII
0t 00 0T 09 0001 06 st TVIOL
00 00 0°0S 00 0001 0°0S 4 b
0°0S 00 0°0S 0°0S 0001 0001 T at
00 00 1'LS 98T 0001 LS8 L axC
00 00 00 6'T6 0001 0001 ¥I ] HONVETIId
'S 00 s 8°€8 96 9'v6 LE TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 I b
00 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I s
0'sT 00 e $29 0001 0001 8 axC
00 00 00 £96 976 €96 LT 1] VONITVOD
901 00 Tot 0sL 1'86 1'86 01 TVIOL
0°0S 00 0T 00 0001 0°0S ¥ b
0T 00 0001 00 0001 0001 ¥ aut
Vb 00 €€ 96 16 0001 81 and (u0o)
00 00 €l L'86 L'86 0001 8L ! SIAOTO ONSTYd
% % % % % % N SNLVIS LMN0D ALNNOD
SOOTIAINI | WVIOOUd | AVIODOUd | AVIDOdd | 1IVI |NOILVEOMdd | TVLOL | ¥4ANd4d0
NOILINDI Ind Ind 1na Ind
HINOW-0¢ | HINOW-81 |AANHAIO /I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D “ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v d1dV.L

137



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 L91 €ee 0001 0°0S 9 TVIOL
00 00 00 0°0s 0001 00 [4 an®
00 00 05T 05T 0°00T 0'SL 4 m NAgA NI
60 00 Y4 8¢S ¥°09 S'16 901 TVLOL
I'T1 00 (44 I't1 6'88 9°¢¢ 6 au€
00 00 989 98 9'88 €16 c¢ an®
00 00 91 6'¢8 €0y TS6 9 st dOHSId
00 00 00 0001 00 07001 [4 TVIOL
00 00 00 0001 00 07001 [4 st OANI DI4AVHEL ANS
00 00 00 e L99 008 9 TVLOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 C RETr4
00 00 00 0°0¢ 0°0¢ 0°SL 14 m OANI OANI
00 00 00 0°001 00 0001 I TVIOL
00 00 00 07001 00 0001 I st NAAVHIALINIM
00 00 ¥'81 819 69¢C S'16 €8¢ TVLOL
00 00 8l 00 606 LCL I RETR4
00 00 606 00 818 606 1T qu€
00 00 L 9Ll 9°0L 06 59 an®
00 00 V'l 06L 001 6'C6 01¢ st OYLNHID T4
00 00 149! 8'GS 6°SI £¢6 80¢C TVIOL
00 00 6'88 I'TT 0°001 07001 6 au®
00 00 0°88 0y 09L 0¥8 4 an®
00 00 ! $'S9 6C €6 VLI st ODIXATVO
00 00 9°¢l 0°€L L8C v'E6 (44! TVLOL
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 I P
00 00 €'e8 00 0001 0001 9 auf
00 00 9 £9¢C LEL v8 61 an
00 00 I'c S'L8 9v1 86 96 st AdTIMVIL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 ! st TVIIIdINT ANL TVIdddINI
v e €0 Y've 1'89 876 9°L6 969 TVLOL
'Ly 811 €6¢ 00 0001 I'v6 L1 b
STL 00 L LEl 1'96 [ IS aut
eI 00 8'SL 8'LI S'L6 896 LS an
el 00 L'l ’'t6 L 06 $'86 ILY st LATOIINNH dNS LATOIINNH
% % % % % % N SNLVIS AR 10(0)9) ALNNOD
ADO0THHINI | WVEDOUd INVEDOUd NVEDOUd TIVL | NOILVEO¥dd | TVLOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢€ HINOW-8I |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v A TdV.L

138



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

€ 00 Lve 0vs v'v6 1°C6 SI¢ TVIOL
I'6 00 I'6 00 0001 S'Sy 11 b
00 00 €ee 00 L'16 £e8 4! auf
6'8 00 'L 9°¢I 8°L6 8°L6 97 an®
00 00 601 I'vL (21 9'v6 Lyl st YdLAVHS
L0 00 €L 0°¢€ €66 I'Lé LET TVIOL
00 00 00 00 07001 00 4 b
00 00 00T 0°0¢ 0001 0001 0f1 au®
oy 00 0°ce 0°¢I 0001 07001 4 an®
00 00 00 0y 0°66 0'86 00T st 1dVL
L9 00 00 £es 9°¢6 £¢€6 Sy TVLOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 I ¥
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 I qu€
0°S¢ 00 00 L91 0001 L'16 4! an@
00 00 00 01L G'e6 896 [§3 st V1149V SI d3V1
00 00 ¢'1C I'ss L'86 0°¢6 8¢C1 TVLOL
00 00 9'8¢C 00 0001 6'Cy L ¥
00 00 €ee I'TT 0001 6'88 6 auf o
00 00 €0L 4! €L6 €L6 LE an® =
00 00 6C () 066 T'S6 SOl st ONVTAd
911 €0 [4Y Lev 0°66 86 (4444 TVLOL
8l VL 6'1 9¢ 0001 '8y 125 +
ovy 1! 00 0°¢ 9'86 6'L8 34! aut
L'ce 0 4 9°¢ 866 L96 08¥y an@
(4 00 0 889 886 $96 L9ST st A TS99 Aved
S0 00 8vl 6'1¢ L96 £¢€6 01¢ TVLOL
00 00 I'6 I'6 0001 49 11 +¥
00 00 9y 00 0001 0001 €l qu€
€7 00 ces 00 L'L6 L'L6 & an®
00 00 L0 (4% 8°G6 v'v6 34| st INONWV1
00 00 00 07001 00 0°56 0¢ TVIOL
00 00 00 07001 00 0001 I an® (3uoo)
00 0°0 00 0°001 00 L'¥6 61 m NAIA ANL NAIA
% % % % % % N SNLVLS L1IN0D ALNNOD
AOO0OTIHINI | NVIDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILVHO¥d | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOILINDI 1na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v dT1dV.L



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

8¢C 00 I'vl |4 147 €08 €1c TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0°001 0001 I a4
0°¢ 00 oSy 0°¢ 0°sL 0°¢8 0¢ au®
el 00 9°¢Cs el €9L 918 8¢ an®
00 00 90 89 (44 oL 129! m d4AVI €AV
00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I st JIO0NWAT
953 00 9v¢C ¥'89 0001 7’86 LS TVIOL
00 00 0001 00 0°001 07001 I v
00 00 0°0¢ 00 0001 0001 [4 qu€
6'S 00 9°0L 811 0001 I'v6 L1 an®
L'e 00 00 0001 0001 0001 LE st NVIODdO0D
00 00 €9¢ 679 7’86 0°¢6 LS TVLOL
00 00 §79 4! 0001 S'L8 8 auf
00 00 818 I'6 0001 606 IT an®
00 00 9¢ 1°C6 VL6 L'¥6 8¢ st
1’0 00 6'vC €19 86 906 8LL TVIOL TVNAAV AIOINVH
00 00 0°0¢ 00 L96 ey 0¢ +
00 00 L'TL €¢ L96 €8L 09 au®
00 00 VLL €11 7’86 L'16 891 an®
4 00 €T L'L8 ¢'86 v'v6 0cs st JIOINVH
00 00 00 00 00 00 6 TVLOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 6 m SONIX ANS SONIX
00 00 60 8YS €86 $'96 STI TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0°001 07001 S au®
00 00 L'e vy 0°001 £96 LT an®
00 00 00 19 9°L6 v'96 €8 st LSHYOIDATd
v'e 00 0y 909 096 0v6 IS¢ TVLOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 S v
00 00 I'TT €ee 0001 6'88 6 auf
6’8 00 8'LI 6'8¢C 0°001 £¢6 9% an® (yuoo)
01 00 ¢o 8'0L 86 696 61 st HAVION NIF
% % % % % % N SNLVIS LdN0O ALNNOD
ADOTIHINI | WVEDOUd INVEDOUd NVEDOUd TIVL | NOILVEO¥dd | TVLOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILLINDI 1na 1na na Ina
HINOW-0¢€ HINOW-8I |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D “ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v dT1dV.L

140



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 70 V'1c 869 9'9¢ 6°¢6 9IEl TVIOL
00 0¥y 091 00 0°001 0°8¢ 94 ¥
00 8 €59 00 086 L€8 6% auf
00 00 608 19 €16 1'¢6 ¢ an@
00 1o (4 678 8l 96 9201 st OANVNYIHA NVS
00 €0 14 099 VyL €76 1811 TVLIOL
00 00 811 00 0001 9Ll L1 SETR4
00 09 L9S Sy G'S6 9°¢8 L9 au®
00 00 0°¢8 S'L 9t6 A7) 844 an@
00 00 vl L'88 999 6°¢6 968 1! YALSVONVI
00 70 ¥'81 LcL 08¢ 0°¢6 S00T TVIOL
00 00 0°0C 00 0°001 0°0¢ Sl it
00 €8 L99 8¢ 0001 9°08 9¢ aqu®
00 90 9°¢8 (4% s6 8°68 L91 an’®
00 00 61 6’16 6'1¢ L'S6 L8L 1! VNOWOd
(4! 00 €9 L€T €16 ¢cs 08 TVLIOL
00 00 el L'L 0°001 ¢'8¢ €l RETR4
00 00 00 00 0001 00 € au€
00 00 el 00 0001 L9t ST an@
0¢ 00 0T L9¢ LS8 €LY 14 st SHTHIDNV SOT SHTADONV SO —
8V 00 9Ll L 69 9°L6 866 S91 TVLIOL X
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 I SETR4
00 00 009 001 0°001 0°08 01 auf
0°s¢ 00 98L 'L 0°001 ¥'96 8¢C an@
80 00 80 6'88 896 896 971 st ATIIANVSAS
00 00 00 00 00 0°0¢ C TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0°0¢ C st NASSVT ANS
et 00 00 €ee 0001 07001 € TVIOL
0°0¢ 00 00 00 0001 07001 C an@
00 00 00 0001 0001 0001 I m NASSVT NASSV'1
1Al 00 €LT L'LYy €LL c'e6 144 TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0°001 0001 1 +uit
00 00 L99 00 0001 0001 € qut
9'8¢ 00 €19 I'L 6'C6 LS8 4! an@ (3uoo)
8¢ 00 8¢ 69L ¥'S9 96 9¢ m HAVTIVHIO 2AVI
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADO0TIHINI | INVIDOUd INVIDOUd NWVEDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEOdd | TVLIOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILLINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘¥4 AT1dV.L



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 881 ¢l 8°¢6 €1e 91 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 € RETrA
00 00 07001 00 0001 0001 I auf
00 00 0°0¢C 00 0°001 0°0¢ S an
00 00 eyl 98¢ LS8 6y L st VOINOW VLNVS
o €0 8'LI 9L 1'9¢ L96 11! TVLOL
00 00 ¢l 00 0001 S'LE 8 RETR4
00 09 0L 0¢ 0°88 08 0¢ auf
00 00 6'68 7’8 618 696 LTT an@
4 o 4! 6 (! 9°L6 6601 st HONVIIOL
00 00 L9 00 0°06 £ee 0¢ TVLOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 9 RETRA
00 00 00 00 0°0¢ 0°0¢ 4 aut
00 00 05T 00 0001 (4 14 an@
00 00 9¢ 00 6'88 444 81 st ATVMION
1o 1o 91 9°¢9 L've 1's6 658 TVLOL
00 00 €ee 00 0001 £ee 9 ¥
00 8¢ 6°¢9 9¢ v'v6 v'v6 9¢ qu®
90 00 019 981 oL A7) L1 an@
00 00 14! oL Lel 096 Y9 st NOLJdNOD
o €0 I'Ic 6'CL 8Ly ¥°96 CIL1 TVLOL
00 00 €9¢ 1Y 0°001 9'¢cs 6l ¥
8’1 v's 708 9¢ 0001 €68 9¢ auf
€0 90 L06 (43 706 VL6 cle an®
00 00 8¢C X4 €6¢ I'Lé SLET st HOVHd DNOT
o [4Y 0°81 0vL 0¢y I'L6 18¥C TVLIOL
00 (1% 00 00 0001 09¢ 94 RETe4
€1 I's 879 €1 0001 6’16 8L aut
4 4 8°¢8 4! 0°¢6 0°66 1014 an®
00 00 I'¢ L06 8'6C 9°L6 LL6T st SANN NVA
00 01 §0cC LTL 08¢ S'L6 988 TVIOL
00 00 00T 00 0001 009 01 ¥
00 $9¢ 0°0¢ 00 I'L6 v'C8 123 aut
00 00 S'68 €6 068 ¥'66 LT an® (3uoo)
00 00 el L'€6 8L 786 0.9 st VNAAVSVd SHTADONV SO
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0d AINNOD
ADO0THHINI | WVEDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILVEO¥dd | TVLOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0€ HINOW-8I |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D “ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v d1dV.L

142



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

4 €0 67l V8L 60¢ 9°L6 06 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 I SETR4
00 0°0I €eL €e L96 L98 0¢ Rt
Sl 00 9°0L 8'CC 0°SL 8°L6 9¢1 an@
00 00 [ 8’16 0°0¢ 1’86 SEL st AINMOd
00 00 00 98¢ eVl 98¢ L TVLIOL
00 00 00 98¢ 134! 98¢ L st HIYOMSLVHD
4V 1o ol ¥9L 8'I¢ €L6 €S1¢ TVLIOL
00 00 00T 00 0001 00T 0C SETR4
00 Sl 9v8 9y ¥'S6 8'¢6 ¢9 auf
80 €0 88 €6 1'c6 9'86 c9¢ an@
o 1’0 I'c V'v6 9°¢I 0°86 €0LT st VNIAOD LSAM
00 €0 091 0°SL Ve I'L6 cle TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 I it
00 [ 9°¢¢ (! 6'88 0001 6 auf
00 00 0°08 601 ¢'¢8 L'C6 99 an’
00 00 ¥'0 6’16 81 086 Lye st JINVEINd
€0 €0 L9l €6L 1A% 8'86 6C¢ TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 I SETR4
00 eyl I'LS 00 0001 LS8 L aut
00 00 06 Ve 9°L6 07001 v an@
¥'0 00 0°¢ 6°C6 89y 6'86 08¢ st STIIH ATdHdAdd
€0 1o 8'LI 6'¢L 0re €L6 969 TVIOL
00 L91 0°0¢ 00 0001 L99 9 ¥
00 00 8'LL 9¢ 0001 Y6 81 au€
L'l 00 9°C8 96 8'L8 €86 Sl an’
00 00 [ 1'06 €91 S'L6 LSS st VIdINVHTV
00 ¢o CLI SeL (43 L'L6 658 TVIOL
00 0°s¢C (4 00 0001 0001 14 it
00 0°¢l 8Ly €y 0°L8 LS6 €C aut
00 00 08 €L 006 0°86 0ST an@
00 00 61 806 LT L'L6 89 wl| LIOdIIV SHTADNYV 1
00 00 00 00 00 0001 9 TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 9 st IAVILSVA ANS
00 00 00 00 00 0001 4 TVLIOL (yuoo)
00 00 00 00 00 0°001 [4 m SHTIONV SOTANS SHTIONV SOT
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D AINNOD
ADO0TIHINI | INVIDOUd INVEDOUd WVEDOUd TIVL | NOLLVEOYdd | TVLIOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTII0 ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 10 ‘#9 414V.L

143



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 01 144! 8'8¢ I've 8°L6 y€8 TVIOL
00 88 0°0¢ 6°¢ I'L6 I'L6 143 au€
00 ¢¢ 9°LS L6 L'16 986 124! an@
00 00 S0 €CL 181 L'L6 9¢9 st VIIIVIO VINVS
00 90 €yl LC9 1'6c I'L6 S68 TVILIOL
00 00 98¢ 00 0001 6'Ct L it
00 I'6 9LS 00 0°L6 6°L8 €€ aut
00 L0 699 06 798 L6 94! an’®
00 [0 V'l CLL Sel 0°86 01L st YIMOTATTAd
¥'0 [ col VEL 1494 €16 0L9¢ TVIOL
00 6°S 811 6'S I'v6 v'6C L1 ¥
(43 ¥'9 VL €1 1'86 668 9¢1 aut
91 o 998 09 v6 0°56 (439 an’®
00 00 ¢¢ 868 gee L'v6 9194 st OYIdIN V1
00 L0 801 €es 6Ly L'L6 944 TVI1OL
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 ! it
00 14! ¢8¢ 00 0001 €76 €l aut
00 00 0°0¢ (44 1'c8 ¥°96 78 an@
00 €0 €0 S€9 VLE €86 Sye st AOOMHATONI
(40 ¢o L0t 8€L yee L'86 ¥€9 TVLIOL
00 00 00y 00 0001 008 S it
L9 L9 L98 00 07001 0001 Sl qu€
00 L'l ces 911 6'06 S'L6 14! an@
00 00 0¢ 1'¢6 991 66 o st HIVANITO
00 00 I'vl 108 44 866 689 TVLIOL
00 00 €yl 00 0001 €yl L ¥
00 00 8'89 00 0001 €18 91 aut
00 00 L'LL 8¢l S'16 LS6 ¥6 an’<
00 00 I'c Y6 0'ce L6 CLS st HLNOW Td
00 €0 1oc LL9 ¥9¢ 696 €EL TVLIOL
00 00 L9l 00 0001 L99 9 SETRI4
00 3% 0°L8 00 0001 0°001 €C aut
00 00 9v8 '8 ¥'e8 €96 9¢1 an@ (3uoo)
00 [40) 6’1 'S8 (%44 L6 89¢ 5! SHTADONV SOT LSVH SATADONV SOT
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADOTIHINI | INVEDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEOdd | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOLLINOI 1na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HLNOW-8I |¥HANT440 (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 10 ‘#9 4T14V.L

144



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 L'0T €19 126 9°¢6 or1 TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0°001 0°sT v -
00 00 00t 00 0°001 008 S au€
00 00 0°€L 791 6’16 €L6 LE and
00 00 00 68 S'16 L'S6 6 || Vaddrs avssvd
00 00 00 00 0°0S (X4 v TV.LOL
00 00 00 00 0°0S 0'sT v il NI VIAAVIN
00 T0 8'LT 099 L'86 0'86 €56 TV.LIOL
00 00 07001 00 0°001 07001 I b
00 ST $T8 $T 0°001 0°56 o au€
00 00 I'LL L'ST 0°001 9'86 or1 and
00 00 a3 6’16 1'86 186 L sl VTTIHOMOHD
00 €T 191 LIS €96 €6L L8 TV.LIOL
00 L9 002 00 0001 €ee SI b
00 00 (X4 00 0001 (X4 v au€
00 6'S 6'CS 811 I't6 v'C8 L1 and
00 00 0¢C €98 T 1'96 IS sl VIIAVIN VIIAVIN
00 00 00 00 00 00 €1 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I au€
00 00 00 00 00 00 4 and
00 00 00 00 00 00 01 I SHTADNY SOTLASN
00 00 00 0°0S 00 07001 z TV.LOL
00 00 00 0°0S 00 0001 4 il NOTVAV
00 00 0'sT 00 0'sT 0'sT v TV.IOL
00 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I and
00 00 00 00 00 00 € I SHTADNV SOT LSAM
00 90 861 9L 1'0€ I'L6 626 TVLOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 S H
00 11 L 00 0°001 16 9¢ au€
00 €1 6'68 8¢ 0°56 T'96 651 and
00 00 I'C Tr6 Izl 186 6TL il JALLLIHM
00 L't VT $'79 8'8C €86 66T TVIOL
00 00 0001 00 0°001 07001 z .
00 L9 £ee L9 €€L £¢6 Sl au€
00 Sl 8°¢8 YL v6L $'86 89 an’ (3uoo)
00 00 44 948 6'8 9'86 vIT ol NArvin SHTIONYV SO'T
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LIN0D ALNNOD
SDOTIAINI | AVIDOUd | WVIDOUd | INVIDOUd TVl | NOLLVEO¥d | TV.LIOL | ¥4ANHAA0
NOILINOI na Ina Ina 1na
HINOW-0¢ | HINOW-8I [JdANHAAO I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTAI0 ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 10 ‘#9 4T14V.L

145



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

0°¢I 00 0°LT 0°¢9 096 0°L6 001 TVILIOL
£ee 00 L99 00 0001 L99 € ¥
€e8 00 0001 00 0001 0001 9 aut
9'1¢ 00 S'68 Sor1 0001 0001 6l an@
00 00 8'C S'L8 V'v6 L6 L st DOHVYIL LY04
0°0¢ 00 00T 0°0L 0°001 0001 01 TVLIOL
0001 00 0°001 00 0001 07001 [4 an@
00 00 00 ¢'L8 0°001 07001 8 st OTdAOD
0°S¢ 00 0°sC 0°SL 0001 0°001 14 TVIOL
0001 00 0001 00 0001 07001 I au€
00 00 00 0001 0001 0001 I an®
00 00 00 0001 0°001 0001 4 st VNHEV.LNIOd
S8l 00 gee L9 ¥'86 €L6 €LE TVIOL
0°sL 00 866 00 866 L'T6 14 aut
8'0v 00 Y8 LTI 066 I'L6 €01 an@
Le 00 I'9 06 ¥'86 0°86 ¢ st HVIYIN
00 00 00 00 00 00 9 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 9 1! ONIDOANHIN ANS
6'S 00 811 9Ll 0001 S9L 143 TVIOL
€8 00 L9l 00 0001 L99 4 SETR4
00 00 00 00 0001 0°08 S au®
L9l 00 L91 00 0°001 €'e8 9 an®
00 00 1’6 Svs 0°001 8’18 [T st HVIXN NS ONIDOANHIN
94 00 LTt 601 6'¢6 ¢'S6 99 TVILIOL
€ee 00 €ee 00 0001 L99 € it
00 00 0°0¥ 00T 008 0001 S au€
811 00 8'8¢ 6°¢ 0001 07001 L1 an@
00 00 6y 019 L'T6 166 54 m VSOdIIVIN d1S VSOdIIVIN
[ 00 el 9°69 e 8°L6 6L11 TVLIOL
L99 00 y'Cs 00 0001 018 Ic SETR4
ves 00 9LT L1 €86 996 8¢ aut
9ve 00 88 145 106 066 €0¢ an@
vl 00 1'C 06 9v1 086 L68 5! THVAVI NVS NIIVIA
% % % % % % N SNLVLS L1dN0D AINNOD
AOO0OTIAINI | INVEDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEOdd | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOLLINDOI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HLNOW-8I |dHANTAJ0 (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTII0 ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 102 ‘¥4 419V.L

146



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I ] VNIIVIN
00 00 00 00 00 0001 1 TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I €
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I ol
00 00 00 00 00 0001 Tl 1] ATIALNOW ANS
I'st 00 st 8'€T 9L6 8€L 9Z1 TVIOL
9€l 00 €LT 00 0001 0°0S w .
v1T 00 L'sg 'L 0°001 €9 il s
1'ce 00 9'€S 9¢ 0001 128 8T anl
9 00 L6 TSy zs6 908 & I ATIILNON ATIIINOW
00 00 681 9L L'ES 896 S6 IVIOL
00 00 0°0S 00 0001 0001 ¢ +b
00 00 008 00 0001 008 S @€
00 00 008 002 £€6 0001  SI an’
00 00 A 06 I'ly €L6 €L Il STV HLOWWVIA
00 00 0°0€ 0°0L 0°0L 0001 01 TVIOL
00 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I s
00 00 L'99 £'€e 0001 0001 € ol
00 00 00 0001 0°0S 0001 9 I 1M0dananigd ONOW
'L 81 Tee 6'8S 128 9v6 96 TVIOL
0001 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I T
00 00 0001 00 0001 000l ¢ @€
0T €8 0°0S 0T £'€8 L'16 4l an’
00 00 9T 68L 6L L'v6 8¢ ! SVANLTY DOdON
L9 00 v'ee 879 L'96 0LL 6£C 1VIOL
L9l 00 00 00 €€ 0°0S 9 b
'9¢ 00 LTL 00 606 LTL 11 @€
191 00 08 L0l 786 9'69 96 an’
Tl 00 81 L98 0L6 L08 991 ] SONVE SOT
0 S0 €T 9bp 896 618 L6S TVIOL
00 I'11 I'11 00 0001 L9 6 +ub
00 €€ 009 00 0001 006 0€ s
Tt L0 98 9¢ 96 663 8€1 anl
00 00 6¢C 129 L'96 9.8 0y o aao¥an agodan
% % % % % % N SNLVLS 1¥N0D ALNNOD
SOOTIAINI | NVIDOUd | NVIDOUd | WVIDOYd | TIVI |NOILVEOdd | TVIOL | YAANT4dO
NOILINDOI Ind Ind Ind Ind
HLNOW-0¢ | HLNOW-81 |[d4daNddd0 I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd Z10T ‘#9 AT1dV.L

147



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 00 L9 8’8 €16 08 TVLIOL
00 00 00 0001 00 0001 ! an®
00 00 00 I'L9 6'8 I'Té6 6L m HDONVIO ANS AONVIO
90 00 €01 8'L8 1'86 1'86 9¢1 TVI1OL
00 00 00 0°0¢ 0001 07001 4 RETTI4
00 00 I'LS I'LS 0001 07001 L au®
9¢ 00 ['€c vyL 07001 VL6 6¢ an®
00 00 8'¢C v'S6 L6 1'86 801 st
¢l 00 ['€c 7’89 8'86 8°L6 1443 TVI1OL HIAD0NIL
00 00 €e8 00 07001 0001 9 b
S0l 00 6'8L 00 0001 07001 61 qu€
6'C 00 89L 0 ¢l 07001 I'Lé 69 an
¥0 00 60 [ €86 8'L6 0¢€¢ st ALID VAVAIN
00 00 00 0001 00 07001 I TVLIOL
00 00 00 0001 00 07001 I st VAVAIN ANS
00 00 0001 00 07001 0001 4 TVI1OL
00 00 0001 00 07001 0001 I aut
00 00 0001 00 0001 07001 I an© VAVAIN VAVAIN
9LT 00 0°¢cc 669 866 0°L6 82 TVLOL
8ty 00 $'e9 00 8'¢6 0°SL 91 ¥
LOL 00 ceL 6V 1'S6 L'C6 I qu®
€08 00 €'L8 01 L'86 ¥'66 LS an®
[0 00 gl 606 7S6 €L6 LT9 m VdVN VdVN
€6¢ 00 €9¢ 819 766 1’66 8¢¢ TVIOL
00 00 I'LS 00 0001 LS8 L ¥
9°¢¢ 00 8'LL 9°¢ 0001 v'v6 81 qu€
018 00 R3] 6'8 07001 0001 6L an®
L0l 00 |4 06 1'66 9°66 1494 st ALID DNIA
0°¢l 00 8'1¢ 0°LS €86 9'66 ELET TVI1OL
00y 00 0°0¢ 00 07001 009 S SR
9°Sy 00 608 00 $'86 07001 89 aut
gee 00 6°6L 9Y 7’86 07001 ¥8¢ an® (yuoo)
0¢ 00 L1 8'GL €86 9'66 9101 m SVNI'TVS ATIALNONW
% % % % % % N SNLVIS LdN0D AINNOD
ADO0TIHINI | IWVEDOUd NWVEDOUd INVEDOUd TIVL | NOILVEO¥d | TVLOL | 44ANd440
NOILINDI Ina Ina Ina na
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-8I [dJANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D “ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘v dT1dV.L

148



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

881 00 €9¢ 9°69 0°66 ) (441! TVLIOL
769 00 69 00 0001 69 €l it
vSL 00 9°¢8 £¢ 0001 G388 19 qut
v'LS 00 L'88 8L €66 S'L6 8¢ an@
I'c 00 I'c 916 6'86 ¥'86 968 st dTTIAISOd
00 00 00 00 00 00 4 TVILIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 C st NAININV ANSL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 LT TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 L1 st AIOVId AL ddOV1d
68 00 [ 4 0L '8t L96 981 C TVIOL
¢8I 00 €65 00 0001 £6S LT SETR4
€0¢ 00 818 Sl 6'¢6 I'L8 43! au€
0°¢e 00 88 ve V'v6 L6 L9V an’<
4! 00 I'c LC6 43 L'L6 0981 st VNV VINVS
0¢ 00 6'CC 9L L9 1'86 6vey TVIOL
0°¢ 00 L9S 00 €86 0°0L 09 RETR4
1Al 00 L98 v'e 796 L'S6 01¢ au€
9 00 ¢98 99 L€6 ¢'86 (44} an®
4 00 vl Y6 8'LS 986 LSTE st HOVAL LIOdMAN
14 00 v'6 6'1L 9°0¥ v'v8 [43 TVIOL
0001 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I au€
L99 00 L99 00 0001 0001 € an@
00 00 00 1'¢8 I'ce 1°C8 8¢ st STIIH VNNOVT
01 00 0ce L I'se 6'L6 88T TVILIOL
S 00 €LT Sy 606 94 C it
Sy 00 0C8 60 1’66 8'C6 38! qu®
¢t 00 1'06 9v 0°C6 9'86 98 an®
1o 00 vl Y'v6 991 ¢'86 ¢81¢ st YILSNINLSIM
0°¢ 00 I'1¢ I'vL 8y ¢'86 99¢ TVIOL
(44 00 9°¢¢ 00 0001 0°¢9 LT it
¥9¢ 00 L'v8 L0 L6 866 144! auf
cel 00 0°88 (44 6’16 6'86 199 an® (yuoo)
¥'0 00 81 056 143 8'86 ¥18¢ m NOLIATINA HDONVIO
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LIN0D ALNNOD
ADOTIHINI | INVIDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILVEOYdd | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOLLINOI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |ddANH440 4l

panunuod - SNLV.LS YJIANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd ¢10T #9 419dV.L

149



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

'l 00 8'€T SEL 9L6 086 L30T TVIOL
08 00 09L 00 0v8 09 ST b
1'6 00 616 0T 0L6 676 66 €
81 00 1°06 9L 086 786 v6¢ anl
€0 00 0T L'S6 8'L6 L'86 6951 P VIAREINN
ve 00 987 $'59 €68 Ts6 8 TVIOL
002 00 07001 00 0001 07001 S s
€9 00 0001 00 0001 0001 91 al
00 00 8y €L8 LS8 L'€6 €9 1] dHLATI
S0 00 TeT I'vL 996 $'86 iy TVIOL
00 00 0001 00 0001 0001 € P
'L 00 LS8 00 0001 LS8 i €
A 00 656 't €L6 9'86 L anl
00 00 ¥ 1'v6 €96 1'66 e ] DONINNVE
00 00 00 00 00 00 L TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 L 1l LANTH
00 00 00 00 '9g 0001 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 o€ 0001 11 Ll AAISYTATI ANS
S0 00 6'€T 61L 0v6 1'L6 6611 TVIOL
8 00 I'LS 00 LS8 6'19 1z -
€1 00 088 LT L'v6 L06 SL s
01 00 '8 S11 9'v6 9'L6 S6C al
z0 00 8T 06 0't6 1'86 8011 ] OIANI
€0 00 0T 80L 9L6 L'S6 Shlv TVIOL
00 00 0°0S 00 L98 L9§ 06 N
I't 00 €88 00 6'S6 1°06 1L1 it
S0 00 688 9 €L6 956 008 an’
10 00 6¢C $°€6 1'86 1'L6 ¥80€ ! AAISYIATI dAISYIATS
00 00 0LE 0'6Y 066 000l 00l 1VIOL
00 00 'L STl 0001 000l 8 s
00 00 818 1'9 0001 07001 €€ al
00 00 I's 0'8L £'86 0001 6§ i ADNINO SVINNTd
00 00 8y 1°98 66 66 91 TVIOL
00 00 98T 6Th 0001 0001 L @€
00 00 L91 6'€9 0001 0001  9€ anl (3u0o)
00 00 00 156 766 766 44 Ll ALID HOHVL MAOV1d
% % % % % % N SNLVLS 1MN0D ALNNOD
SMOOTIAINI | NVIDOUd | NVIDOUd | WVIDOYd | TIVI |NOILVEOdd | TVIOL | ¥AANTAdO
NOILINDI falel Ind Ind Ind
HLNOW-0¢ | HLNOW-81 |[d4daNddd0 I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D “ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd 10T ‘#9 AT1dV.L

150



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

S0 00 8'1¢ VL9 6'8L €66 L8TI TVIOL
00 00 69¢C 8¢ 69L ¢'8¢ 9¢ ¥
8Y 00 9y 9°¢ ¥'96 06 €8 aut
80 00 0°¢8 6L 96 896 £6¢ an’
['0 00 v'e ['16 9L 996 SC6 st VONONVOND ¥
00 00 8'6C 619 816 816 LTIT TVIOL
00 00 019 v'e I's6 S08 84 it
00 00 ¥'€9 4! 9°L6 S'16 [4] auf
00 00 08 0L I'Lé 656 e an@ ONIIVNYIHd
00 00 8’1 £68 L'€6 S'S6 09 5! ONIdIVNAHI NVS NVS
00 00 00 00 00 00 € TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 € st OLINAL NVS ANS
9'8 00 145 €9¢ €L6 9v6 981 TVIOL
0°¢¢C 00 00 00 S'L8 0°SL 8 it
9°¢¢ 00 00 00 07001 8'LL 6 au€
9°¢1 00 (44 144 8'L6 8°L6 Sy an’
91 00 00 6'LE 9°L6 096 11! st OLINAE NVS OLINAd NVS
00 00 00 00 008 0°0¢ C TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 0001 I an@
00 00 00 00 00 00 I sl OLNIINVEOVS LdSN
81 00 8'¢C ¥'89 €L6 L'86 44749 TVLIOL
eee 00 £e8 00 07001 0001 9 RETRI4
'L 00 €76 8’1 07001 166 9¢¢€ qu®
¢e o €L8 8 §'66 966 I611 an@
L0 00 4! 976 96 7'86 68¢ st ND OLNAINVIODVS
00 00 00 00 00 0001 €l TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I an’
00 00 00 00 00 07001 cl st OLNHINVIOVS ANl
VI 00 6°0¢ €'LT L'L6 19 6¢ TVIOL
0'8¢ 00 ¢Se 00 €96 0°0¢ 801 SETRI4
0'v¢ 00 0ve (% 0'86 0vs 0% au®
8'0¢ 00 98¢ I'é VL6 9°0¢ LL an@
|43 00 [43 79 L'86 ¥9L LS st OLNANVIIVS OLNHNVIIVS
00 00 00 00 00 00 8 TVIOL (yuoo)
00 00 00 00 00 00 8 st VINDHNG.L HAISYIATI
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
AODO0TIHINI | INVEDOUd INVEDOUd WVEDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEO¥dd | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOILINDI na na Ina Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd Z10T ‘#9 AT1dV.L

151



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 981 6vL 698 696 6vL TVIOL
00 00 0°0¢ 0°¢¢C 0001 0sL 14 it
00 00 Sy (43 896 SR 83 aut
00 00 0'v8 66 66 L'L6 [£3! an@ LdD
00 00 (44 L't6 c'es I'L6 €8¢ st ONIQYVNYTL NVS
00 00 00 0001 0°001 0001 I TVLIOL
00 00 00 0001 07001 0001 ! st SANVIAdd
¥'0 00 (A4 8°SL 129 8°L6 69¢ TVIOL
00 00 606 00 0001 0001 1 qut
0¢ 00 918 41! 6°56 6°¢6 (1% an@
00 00 €e L'v6 s 986 60¢C st ONIHD
00 00 00 00 00 07001 L TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I an@
00 00 00 00 00 0°001 9 st HTIAIOLIIA ANS
00 00 00 0°0¢ 00 0001 4 TVLIOL
00 00 00 0°0¢ 00 07001 C wl VONOWVOND ¥ ANS
00 00 00 00 00 006 0T TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0°06 0T st ONIQYVNYEL S ANC
00 00 0°¢l ['6€ 0°L8 609 €C TVLIOL
00 00 L99 00 0001 L99 € ¥
00 00 L9l 00 £¢8 0°0¢ 9 an’<
00 00 00 €19 LS8 €19 4! 1! 3L VAHSOf
00 00 S'Ie 8'89 8¢9 €'¢6 86¢C TVIOL
00 00 L99 00 0°001 L99 9 ¥
00 00 9v8 00 0001 9v8 €l qu®
00 00 818 €L L'C6 Y6 99 an’®
00 00 81 L 68 9°¢S Y6 14 st MOLSIVYd
v'0 00 14 e9 €L9 v'16 YLET TVLIOL
00 00 05T 00 L'16 8'LT 9¢ it
'l 00 0°L9 (44 0001 I'6L 16 au€ (3uoo)
vl 00 €08 4 €96 S'16 S6¢C an’ ONIAIVNYIHd
00 00 14 1’88 £vs 0°S6 56 5! JTTIAYOLIIA NVS
% % % % % % N SNLVILS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADO0TIHINI | INVEDOEd INVEDOUd WVEDOUd TIVL | NOLLVEOYdd | TVLIOL | ¥94dNd440
NOILLINDI na na Ina Ina
HINOW-0¢€ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTAI0 ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 10 ‘¥9 414V.L

152



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 00 00 00 00 ST TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 S1 sl TVISIA
10 00 L'€T €99 L's€ T¥6 0502 TVIOL
00 00 €T 00 0001 se te T
00 00 L¥L 0T 0°L6 878 66 €
b0 00 1'6L 8'L 68 L'¥6 €LY ol
00 00 0T $'16 aql 796 244l sl NOIVO 14
00 00 00 00 00 00 9¢ TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 9¢ sl 0D4Id NVS AN(
10 00 6'€T 079 96 L'L6 650€ TVIOL
00 00 TIL 61 1'86 €L s T
$0 00 98 $0 $'86 €6 $61 @€
z0 00 608 0s L'06 I'L6 195 ol
00 00 s'¢ 68 6'€€ 8'86 15T sl VISIA
00 00 61 '€l €06 6€L L0T TVIOL
00 00 LT 'S €L6 I'vS L€ T
00 00 00 'L 0001 9'8L al €
00 00 €T €6 098 1'eL 3% ol
00 00 81 981 5’88 508 €11 ! 0DHIA NVS 0D4dId NVS
00 00 L'81 L'89 168 868 8T TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 z T
00 00 0SL 00 0SL S'L8 8 €
00 00 ToL 0b1 L'¥6 L'L8 LS axl
00 00 Te 798 088 T16 L1T Il Lsiaamar vaHsor
00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I sl V1 4vad oid
00 00 ToT 09L €9 1'86 L8L TVIOL
00 00 ee 00 0001 L'99 ¢ T
00 00 6'8¢ 96 0001 0001 81 €
00 00 €76 S 1'86 1'86 st ol
00 00 €1 996 $'€S 786 119 1| VONOWVOND ¥ dns
zol 00 V1T 6°0L 6'L8 $'S6 8Evl TVIOL
96 00 00S 96 L'99 €8 81 +iu b
b'ze 00 Lb9 by I'L6 T16 89 @€ (1u00)
$0T 00 6L €€l 8°L6 056 8LT axl ONIQYVNYAL
19 00 %3 1'16 1's8 1'96 L01 <l VNVINOA NVS
% % % % % % N SNLVLS 14N0D ALNNOD
MOOTYAINI| NVIDOdd | NVIDOAd | AWVIDONd | TIVI |NOILVEOdd | TVIOL | ¥IaNAdI0
NOILLINOI Ina Ina na Ina
HINOW-0¢ | HINOW-81 [¥HANTAIO I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTAI0 ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 10 ‘#9 4T14V.L

153



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

[ 00 L9t 0cCL 9'66 766 €0L TVIOL
9°0L 00 0°001 00 I'v6 I'v6 L1 +uit
9°¢L 00 LC6 00 0°001 9°L6 v qu®
00T 00 9°08 VLl 0001 766 SSI an@
01 00 91 8°L6 966 866 06y st VOdINVIA
v e 00 9T 69 $'66 0°L6 L9¢€ TVLIOL
L98 00 0001 00 0001 L99 Sl SETR4
S'L8 00 S'L8 00 8°¢6 07001 91 au®
CTIL 00 618 €l 0001 €'L6 €L an@
L'e 00 €T c'e6 9'66 ¢'86 €9¢ 1! 1dO1
00 00 00 00 00 07001 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I st NINOVOI NVS AN( NINOVOI NVS
L6l €0 vIc 6'SL 986 L'L6 V811 TVLIOL
L99 00 L99 00 0001 0°0¢ 9 ¥
€9L 6L 898 9C 0°00I L'v6 8¢ qut
9vL 00 798 6 166 VL6 8CC an@
€e 00 I'C 96 ¥'86 7’86 4 st NVId NVS dViL
€L 00 48 9°¢l 0°001 ¥'98 C TVILIOL
41! 00 9°¢9 00 0001 818 11 it
0°s¢C 00 0°SL 00 0001 0L 14 aut
L99 00 L99 00 0°001 0001 € an@
0°s¢ 00 00 0°SL 0°00I 07001 14 st ODSIONVYIA NVS | OOSIONVHA NVS
00 00 00 00 00 00 4 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I an’
00 00 00 00 00 00 I st ds HLNOS LdSN
00 00 06l 9°0L §'LT 916 0LST TVIOL
00 00 €9¢ 00 0001 Viy 61 it
00 00 18 6'C 9'86 G'e8 69 au®
00 00 L'v8 88 €68 96 9T an®
00 00 €1 6'88 06 916 0ccl st V.LSIA VINHD
L1 00 (A4 SL 8'LT 9L6 6v6¢ TVIOL
0°0¢ 00 0°0¥ 00T 008 0°09 S +uit
0°¢I 00 Y06 00 0°L6 6 L91 auf
6'¢ 00 €C8 €yl 8'¢8 €L6 L9L an@ (3uoo)
¥'0 00 81 056 9'6 0'86 010¢ m VSHIN ANIVHA ODHIAd NVS
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADO0TIHINI | INVIDOUd INVIDOUd NWVEDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEOdd | TVLIOL | ¥9dNd440
NOILLINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd T10T ‘¥4 AT1dV.L

154



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 00 00 00 VIL L TVIOL viavadavd viavadvd
00 00 00 00 00 Vi L st VINVS ANM VINVS
ve 00 L0t €99 £66 ¥'€6 €801 TVLIOL
eee 00 L99 00 0001 0001 € ¥
6'8¢ 00 LEL 1Y 07001 ¢'68 8¢ au€
L6 00 6’18 08 0001 L'86 9TC an@
¥'0 00 'l G'e8 066 0°C6 918 st ALID doomdadd
L 00 £7C 8°L9 £66 916 SIcl TVIOL
0°0¢ 00 0001 00 07001 0001 C ¥
0°0¢ 00 LC8 6’1 07001 €76 [43 au€
8'CC 00 88 9 9'66 66 9T an@
S0 00 01 88 66 ¥'€6 Slé6 st ODSONVYA NVS OS
00 00 00 00 00 00 € TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 € sl HLION OHLVIN NVS
00 00 00 00 00 6'19 Ic TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 I au€
00 00 00 00 00 0°09 0¢ st OdLVIN NVS ANS
S'1 00 00 00 9°G6 v'e8 89 TVIOL
L'L 00 00 00 0001 €76 €l it
00 00 00 00 0001 L99 9 aut
00 00 00 00 0001 L99 4! an’
00 00 00 00 6’16 S'98 LE st OHLVIN NVS OHLVIN NVS
91 o 8'1¢ 0L 986 0°L6 0291 TVLIOL
00 00 €0¢ 00 6°¢6 L 69 33 RETRL4
L'L 9¢C 1'C8 I's 0001 VL6 8L au€
v'S 00 €18 L6 ¥'66 €L6 Iee an@
4V 00 80 S'e6 S'86 L'L6 8LII st OdSId0O SINTNVS
00 00 00 00 00 07001 61 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 [4 an’ 0dSId0
00 00 00 00 00 0°001 L1 st OdSIdO SINT S ANl SINTNVS
€ee 00 8¢ 8¢9 686 S'L6 LOST TVLIOL
99L 00 7’68 00 0001 1°¢8 Ly it
6'0L 00 L'S6 00 0001 VL6 LT1 aut
I'LS 00 €06 88 L66 6'86 €LE an@ (yuoo)
0¢ 00 0¢ 856 ¥'86 9°'L6 0L6 st NOLADO.LS NINOVOIl NVS
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
AODO0TIHINI | INVEDOUd INVEDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEO¥dd | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOILINDI na na Ina Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd Z10T ‘#9 AT1dV.L

155



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

I'sl 00 1'vC €L 1°66 £66 seze TVIOL
0°0L 00 0001 00 0001 0001 01 -
918 00 'L Tt 0001 £66 9¢€1 s
b 00 €88 66 0001 $°66 999 N
0€ 00 9T €96 886 £66 €TKT ] 4SO NV'S
96 10 L€l €8 086 766 66 TVIOL
0001 00 00 0001 0001 0001 I .
€EL 00 009 L9€ 0001 0001  0€ €
8°1¢ 00 6'SS STh 0001 0001  6LI al
61 10 €T 96 L6 066 8L 1l OLTV O1vd
00 00 00 00 00 0001  §I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001  §I Sl vEvIO VINVS ANS
0LT 00 €€ £¥¢ 0001 S$'SL 0T TVIOL
Thp 00 T1s 00 0001 1'59 32 -
£'ee 00 LY Ty 0001 0°0S T s
9TY 00 L'19 '8 0001 L'SL Ly ol
68 00 001 T 0°001 98 06 ! VIVID VINVS | VVID VINVS
00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I 1] DNVATOS
8T 00 €61 8°L9 L6v $°S6 LL1 TVIOL
00 00 0°0S 00 0001 0001 ¢ +i P
L91 00 L'99 00 0001 0001 9 s
I'1l 00 9'6s €8 688 0001  9¢ an’
00 00 'l 088 1'9¢ 016 €€l ] DOdINOT
70 00 61T v'L9 6€L 1'86 8LL TVIOL
00 00 €'€S 00 £€6 £€6 S1 T
0T 00 L8 0T 6'€6 086 6 s
A 00 788 9s 1'€6 6'L6 2d! al
00 00 8T 06 899 786 0LS I VIIVIN VINVS dNS
0T 00 861 T 0v8 Ts6 6801 TVIOL
L91 00 9's 00 0°001 1’19 81 b
8L 00 688 00 8'L6 956 Sy €
I's 00 988 L's 686 686 SL1 ol
z0 00 €l T16 6'6L Ts6 158 1] VIVEIVE VINVS (3uoo)
00 00 00 00 00 0SL ¥ TVIOL LSM Vaveadve
00 00 00 00 00 0SL ¥ I VIIVIN VINVS ANf VINVS
% % % % % % N SNLVLS 1¥N0D ALNNOD
SOOTIAINI | NVIDOUd | NVIDOUd | WVIDOYd | TIVI |NOILVEOdd | TVIOL | YAANTAdO
NOILINDI Ind Ind 1na Ind
HLNOW-0¢ | HLNOW-81 |[d4daNddd0 I

panunuod - SNLV.LS YAANTAI0 ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOLLONVS INd 10 ‘#9 4T14V.L

156



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

0cy 00 ¥'0C I'vs G'86 ¢'S6 CI8 TV1OL
6'S 00 811 00 I'v6 88 LT it
ceL 00 8IS 9°¢ 7’86 €68 9¢ qut
6'0L 00 0'v9 Vs 0°66 I'v6 €0¢ an@
6'8¢C 00 60 S6L G'86 $'96 9¢¢ st ONIaddy
00 00 00 SYs 606 606 IT TVIOL
00 00 00 SYs 6'06 606 I1 st AdNEINg
00 00 00 00 00 e € TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 £ € st VLSVHS AN( VLSVHS
00 00 41! I've 9°L6 0001 v TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 07001 € aut
00 00 L1y €8 0001 0001 4! an@
00 00 00 0°0¢ 796 07001 9C st ATTIANOSLVM
00 00 8'LI 979 6°L6 986 6L1T TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 S'L8 8 ¥
00 00 0Ly Sl 0001 0001 99 qut
00 00 L €9 L'86 966 LET an@
00 00 60 [43%] S'L6 €86 898 st ZMN4D VINVS AVdlL
00 00 00 8°0¢ 00 €76 €l TVLIOL
00 00 00 8°0¢ 00 €76 €l st ZMN¥D VINVS ANl
00 00 00 Le €96 8'LL LT TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 L99 € RETRI4
00 00 00 00 0001 L99 € aut
00 00 00 00 0001 008 S an@
00 00 00 €9 8'¢6 €18 91 5! Z1¥D VINVS Z(1dD VINVS
cel 00 9T €69 ¥'86 7’86 LSS TVLIOL
0°0¢ 00 0°001 00 07001 0001 C ¥
9°¢¢ 00 L99 (! 07001 L6 9¢ qut
€c9 00 S'68 €L 07001 0001 4! an@
€l 00 4 V6 L'L6 L'L6 S6¢ st NILIVIN NVS
00 00 00 00 00 00 (44 TVIOL (yuoo)
00 00 00 00 00 00 T st OlddVHL 4SOl NVS VIVIO VINVS
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADOTIHINI | INVEDOUd INVEDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEO¥dd | TVLIOL | ¥4dNd440
NOILLINOI 1na na Ina Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd Z10T ‘#9d AT1dV.L

157



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

001 00 L0g L'Y9 0°66 ¥'96 60¢€ TV1OL
I'LS 00 I'LS 00 07001 VIL L it
6L 00 8°S6 00 07001 8656 144 qut
9°¢ 00 L'88 66 0°00I 9'86 IL an@
61 00 v'e ce6 9'86 996 L0T st OfdTIVA
181 00 SI¢ ¥'¥9 8'86 896 g8 TVIOL
8'1¢ 00 SYs 00 §'S6 0°0¢ [44 it
6'L9 00 L'88 00 07001 ) 139 au€
I'ec 00 6'88 L8 066 1’86 L0T an’<
9Y 00 I'¢ Sv6 L'86 L'86 194 st dTdIdd1vd
00 00 00 00 00 07001 L TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 07001 L st ONVIOS AL
0001 00 00 00 0001 00 I TVIOL
0001 00 00 00 0001 00 I st ONV'IOS ONVTIOS
091 00 LTt 9vS 0°s6 I'v6 611 TVLIOL
£ee 00 £ee 00 0001 0001 € RETRI4
S'Sy 00 49 I'6 0001 818 Il au€
vIe 00 198 49 LSt I'Lé6 I'L6 133 an@
6'¢ 00 vl 98L 6°C6 €16 0L st VATIA
LS 00 oYl L99 996 €16 L8 TVIOL
6y 00 VL 00 07001 07001 L au€
0°0¢ 00 0°0¢ 0°0¢ 0001 0001 01 an@
00 00 194 9'8L L'S6 676 0L st agam
00 00 00 00 00 00 I TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 I st SIId0d
00 00 00 00 00 00 € TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 € st NOAIASIS NOAIASIS
00 00 (44 vy 07001 8'LL 6 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 07001 00 I ¥
00 00 0001 00 0001 0001 I au®
00 00 00 00 0001 0°0s 4 an’®
00 00 00T 008 07001 0001 S st VIIHIS VYIS
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LdN0D ALNNOD
ADOTIHINI | INVEDOUd INVEDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEO¥dd | TVLIOL | ¥4dNd440
NOILLINOI 1na na Ina Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd Z10T ‘#9d AT1dV.L

158



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

I'l 00 I're L 8°L6 966 06 TVIOL
00 00 0°08 00 0001 0001 S au€
6'S 00 88 6'S 0001 0001 LT an@
00 00 00 I'v6 I'L6 ['v6 89 st ONINIOD
00 00 00 0001 07001 0001 € TVIOL
00 00 00 0001 0001 0001 € st VINVHAL ANS
6’y 00 'L 98¢ 0001 0°0¢ 14! TVIOL
0°0¢ 00 L9l 00 0001 L9l 9 ¥
€ee 00 00 00 0001 €ee € aut
00 00 00 0001 0001 0001 I an®
0°0¢ 00 00 0°SL 0°00I 0°001 4 st VINVHY.L VINVHAL
0'v¢ 00 0°¢¢C Y9 ¥'86 8'C6 Y0¢ TVIOL
I'ee 00 ¢8¢ L'L 0001 [4°14 €l it
889 00 0°SL 00 07001 €18 91 au€
I'v9 00 6'S8 v'6 07001 696 9 an®
S8 00 6’1 968 9°L6 €56 11¢ st ALID VANA JHLLAS
00 00 00 00 00 00 01 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 0T st OLSHAONW
00 00 00 L'16 L'16 L'16 4! TVI1OL
00 00 00 0001 0001 07001 I an@
00 00 00 606 606 606 I st SOVISINVLS ANS
0¢ 00 VLT 869 L 66 086 IvicT TVLIOL
6'8 00 009 6’8 8°L6 009 197 ¥
124! 00 [ Ve 1’66 996 911 qut
oY 00 6'88 ¢8 8'66 0°86 (124 an@
1o 00 9°¢ Sv6 L'66 €66 9¢ST n SNVTISINV.LS SAVTISINVLS
00 00 00 00 00 00 €l TVIOL
00 00 00 00 00 00 €l st VSO VINVS
00 00 00 6'CS 9Ll 6'CS L1 TVLIOL
00 00 00 6'CS 9Ll 6'CS L1 st VINONOS ANS
8'¢€T 00 LSt ¢99 £'86 656 S6CC TVLIOL
S'6¢ 00 €¢s 00 VL6 9 8¢ it
€8 00 L'E8 0°¢ 9'86 106 24! aut
6'¢L 00 £v8 9L 066 ) 01¢ an’
v'e 00 €l [ 186 £€L6 9091 st VINONOS VINONOS
% % % % % % N SNLVIS LdN0D ALNNOD
AODO0TIHINI | INVEDOUd INVEDOUd WVEDOUd TIVL | NOILLVEO¥dd | TVLOL | ¥4dNd440
NOILINDI na na Ina Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd Z10T ‘#9 AT1dV.L

159



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 8vC 865 L'88 616 I1¢ TVLIOL
00 00 (Y4 00 0001 0°0¢ 4 ¥
00 00 L9l 00 L'16 0°SL 14 au€
00 00 068 I'v 06 9'86 €L an’®
00 00 €¢ ['L8 9°L8 L96 01¢ 5! HANINNTONL ANINNTONL
S'e 00 €Ce 14% 8°¢6 v'16 9¢11 TVLIOL
9°LT 00 9°LT L'l 996 ss 8¢ SETRIL4
8L 00 VIL (4 196 ['€8 LL aut
0L 00 9vL 1) L96 0°C6 €Ic an@
70 00 6C 6°LS §'To L'v6 88L st AId VITVSIA
9¢ 00 §9¢ 9°0¢ 7’86 $'96 9 TVIOL
00 00 0001 00 0001 07001 € it
8Tl 00 69L 9C VL6 L8 6¢ aut
L 00 7’88 L 07001 L96 (49! an’<
4 00 €1 ¥°69 9°L6 L6 8SY st HAVINL
86 00 8'8¢C L'YyS 7’86 ¢96 69¢ TVLIOL
S'LE 00 $79 00 07001 S'L8 8 ¥
00¢ 00 ¢'co6 0°¢ L6 0°S6 ot au€
6'1¢ 00 'S8 €9 786 €66 8¢C1 an’®
€e 00 €e 99L 7’86 L6 €6¢ st HTTIAYALIOd
S'1 00 §9¢ 4% 9°66 I'L6 89 TVIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 ! it
00 00 0001 00 07001 0001 € aut
L9 00 £¢6 L9 0001 0001 S1 an@
00 00 0¢ SeL 6'¢6 0°86 (1% st VANNId
00 00 00 00 00 0001 4 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 00 0001 4 st VITVSIA ANL HIVINL
v'1C [ (414 0°69 9°L6 07001 78 TVLIOL
0001 0°0¢ 00 00 0001 0001 C RETRIL4
0sL 00 S 00 S'L8 0001 8 qut
6'CS 00 8'8S ¢eC 07001 0001 L1 an®
81 00 ¢'e L'Y¥6 7’86 0°001 LS st ALINIYL ALINIYL
9¢ 00 97T €69 £66 676 LET TVIOL
€ee 00 0001 00 0001 0°001 9 aut
LS 00 LS9 00T 0001 LS8 133 an@ (3uoo)
01 00 I'C L'16 066 6°L6 96 mn 440719 d9d VINVHAL
% % % % % % N SNLVLS LIN0D ALNNOD
ADOTIHINI | INVIDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVL | NOILVHOYd | TVLOL | ¥4ANd440
NOILINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |[dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANAAIO ANV ‘LINO0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd ¢10T ‘#9d AT1dV.L

160



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

00 00 00 0°s¢C 0°6¢ 0001 4 TVIOL
00 00 00 (4 0°S¢ 07001 4 st vdnA ANf
Lo 00 ¥0¢C VL I'cé6 9v6 6LC TVIOL
00 00 £ee 00 07001 00 € ¥
00 00 69L L'L 0001 €76 €l aut
ve 00 6°SL TLI 996 996 8¢ an@
00 00 01 [419) 06 966 S0¢ st vVdnaA vdnaA
08 00 6°¢l 9L I'L6 966 789 TVLIOL
00 00 00 00 0001 00 8 RETRI4
L'SE 00 L09 9°8¢C 0001 LS8 8¢C aut
I'6c 00 99 1394 0'86 0°86 81 an@
¥'0 00 8’1 9'68 9'96 0°L6 008 st OT10A OT0A
I'€C 00 I're VL 0°L6 896 8I¢e TVIOL
[R3% 00 6'0¥ S L'L6 L'LYy 144 it
6'68 00 1’68 91 L'L6 0°¢6 6¢Cl au€
€68 00 068 6L VL6 9°L6 08¢ an’®
€S 00 0T €16 896 9°'L6 §96¢ st VININIA VANLNIA
00 00 00 00 00 00 ! TVILIOL (yuoo)
00 00 00 00 00 00 ! 15! ANINAOTONL ANL ANINNTONL
% % % % % % N SNLVILS LdN0D AINNOD
ADO0TIHINI | INVIDOUd INVIDOUd INVIDOUd TIVE | NOILVEOYUd | TVIOL | J4dNH440
NOILINDI na na na Ina
HINOW-0¢ HINOW-81 |[dHANHAAO (I

panunuod - SNLVLS YJHANIAI0 ANV ‘LIN0D ‘ALNNOD A9 SNOILONVS INd 10T ‘#9 AT1dV.L

161



2015 DUI-MIS REPORT

60" > dy

"SIOPUSYIO [N ISI = O] $SIOPUIJO SSAPII-SNIP 10 -0y = OV 210N

LO0=4 =4 «1'9=4 %9°0€ =4 #V'C9C=4 S6'0=4A *S'89L=o £9°LEE=A €l=4d *CCL=7X  xL'99S = 8000 =72X
081°0 S€0°0 9610°0 001°0 50 S00°0 8C°0 0¥°0 00T 8’1 9°9¢ 76T (%L €0) | wessord
96L01 | Wuow-6
081°0 ¥€0°0 L610°0 101°0 0L0 9000 91°0 620 00T €1 yee 6T (%goL) | weisord
LELYE | Wuow-¢
0oda4d
Y0 =4 %*8'86 =4 #1C9=o  #8E8Y =01 xSV =4 Ve=d #EV] =4 6'C=4d %06 =41 061 =zX 9e=ud LE=7X
4sZL) weidoxd
8S1°0 0€0'0 €200 6600 L0 ¥10°0 80°0 [44l0] 96l L'l See 1'6C mcoﬁa uonednpa
[o4oory
. . . . . . . . . . . . (%$°L7) | weiSoxd
6S1°0 €€0°0 L20°0 060°0 0L°0 ¥10°0 01°0 €C0 ol 6'C 0ve ¥'LT ¢
Gese ON
ouv
SNOILVTOIA | SNOILVIOIA | SLNHAIDDV| SLNIAIDIV| SNOLLOIANOD| SNOILIIANOD| SINAAIOIV| SLNAAIDIV| AdNLS NI SYIATIA 4OV HTVINAA || 9ZIS dNo¥od
DONIAOIN JOIVIN AMNINI TVIOL JONIIN AOIVIN TOHODTV TVIOL SHINOW [ TVIDOYdININOD | NVHN | INADYHAd [HTdINVS AVHA
SHDIANI NOLLDIANOD ANV INAAIDDV 4d0D dIZ SINHAIDNI JOIdd IVHA-T NVAIN NVAN LINADY¥dd

CI10C NI dALSHIEYV SIdANTA40 1NA LSYId ANV SIHANTAHA0 SSATADHE
ALV TAI-DNEA JO “"TOHOIDTV 404 SHTAVIIVA AIdOIHY JHATEA JdOIdd dVHA-C DIHdVIDOWHd -S4 A'1dV.L

162



	Page 8 from Test- 2015 DUI MIS Report
	Pages 9-14 from Test- 2015 DUI MIS Report
	Pages 16-22 from Test- 2015 DUI MIS Report-2
	Pages 24-28 from Test- 2015 DUI MIS Report
	Pages 73-162 from Test- 2015 DUI MIS Report




Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		S5-250 - 2015 DUI-MIS.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 0



		Passed manually: 2



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 0



		Passed: 30



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Passed manually		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Passed manually		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Passed		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top



