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2003 HOUSB STANDING COMMITIBE MINUTBS 

BILL'RESOLUTION NO. HD 1120 

House Transportation Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Dato January 23, 2003 

Ta Number Side A SideB 
3 X 

Committee Clerk Si ture 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
0.1 to 13,3 

Rm, Weisz; Chairman opened the bearing on HB 1120, a bill for an Act to amend and reenact 

section 39-08-01.3 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to driving under the influence of 

intoxicating liquor repeat offenders and ignition interlock devices. 

Keith Maanuson t Deputy Director for Driver and Vehicle Services introduce the background for 

this legislation. This is but one of several pieces of proposed legislation dealing with drinking 

and driving. this way you can address each issue but if you look at them all together you will get 

an idea of how we are trying to attack the problem. A copy of his prepared testimony is attached. 

Rm,. Weisz: How many other states currently have interlock devices? 

Keith Magnusson; I will leave a list of these and a copy of the regulations (fed) with the 

Chainnan. There are 28 states and the District of Columbia that now have interlocks. There are 

other states that use them but they don•t comply with all the federal requirements for their use. 
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House Transportation Committee 
BilVResolution Number HB 1120 
Hearins Date January 23, 2003 

Rev, Weig; My other question I had is the current law says within the five years preceding the 

violation ... is that the minimum you can go ftom the fedfflil ? 

Keith Ma8QU88QQi That is cottect - the five yean is in the law and that is how they define the 

repeat offender •· the second offense within five years. This d~ not affect first time offenders. 

BCP, Schmidt; I noticed there is only 7500 in use now .... 

Keith mapusson; this is a brochure we received two years aso and it is for this particular brand 

of device. That was just in the time when were just getting into the federal mandate to use this -

there area number of brands and companies across the country and they have to be certified by 

the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. So there are quite a few more out there. 

Rm, Thome; Do you have any tlgures on the installation costs? and. who would be doing it? 

Keith Mamusson; It costs on one of these is going run about $100. There companies certified by 

NTSA and they will setup local distributors to do this. the monthly rental fee ... I can see that 

running about $50 - $60 per month. 

ReJ). Ruby; The previous law said that it may also require ignition interlock .... are we making 

this change to comply with federal law • 

.Keith MMOUSSQDi There will probably be a whole combination of things -- the judges have had 

the authority to do that but as far as I know nonE, of them has. 

Rm,,Delmore: As I looked over that brochure - different other family members can be 

calibrated to use the car-· What would happen in the scenario where a friend hadn't done that .... 

the other person who was there was sober and wanted to drive -- would they be able to get the car 

started? 
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Keith Mynuui,on; At Iona u somo body baa had a lesson in this - but they can't make it too 

easy or they would have a child sitting in their lap while the drive ( drunk ). 

Jt,m, Headland; In the changes you havo laid out here - you are specifying these interlock 

devices need to be installed in all of hi vehicles ... in the case of a tanner, he may have three grain 

trucks, 3 or 4 pickups, a couple of cars -· it could be burdensome to him and frankly a lot of 

those vehicles may be season and driven only part of the year. Is it possible to change 'all these' 

vehicle to the judges discretion? 

Keith MaaoUSSOQ; That is a question that baa come up before - the regulations really don't 

address the fanner but they do address the business person who has a fleet of vehicles. They do 

have an exemption and the also have a hmdship provision where a judge could take that into 

consideration ... it is not in this hilt but you could amend that into this bill. 

Rem, Wejsz; do you know how many are convicted in a year as a second offense or greater ? 

Keith M,anugog; I don't have those figure. 

Rep, Thome; Have you been afforded any figures on the results of the use of these devices in 

other states .... have they made an impact'' 

Keith M@IPllSSQUi I think they are looking at this as reducing fatalities and accidents. It is part 

of a package putting all these things into effect to reduce fatalities, 

Rm,. Delmore; the period of time ... they show a range - .. do you know what that range? 

~ That is the range and the judge will decide that within those ranges, I do think 

that the minimum time will be the minimum time one of these rental companies will rent one for. 

I know it won't be less than a month ... I think it will be more like 2 or 3 months. 
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Hearins Date January 23, 2003 

Jg Pcmval! Sgortb; A Biamarck - Executive Director of the North Dakota Beet 

Wholsesa1en Association spoke in support of SB 1120. A copy of her prepared testimony is 

attached. In response to Rep. Thorpe's question earlier, on January 13th - just this month ~ 

state of Pennsylvania came out with what appears to be the flnt comprehensive review of the 

effectiveness of the use of these devices. It appears that they are quite effective in reducing the 

number of repeat offenders. 

There being no other persons wishing to testify either for or against HB t 120, Chainnan Weisz 

closed the hearing. 

F..nd of hearing record ( 13,3 ), 
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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMl'ITEE MINUTES 

BILL'RBSOLUTION NO, HB 1120b 

House Transportation Committee 

CJ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date January 30, 2033 

T Nwnber Side A SideB 
3 X 

Committee Clede Si 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
11.7 to 22.6 

Rm,, Weisz opened the discussion for action on HB 1120. There was much discussion about 

the seasonal vehicles owned by farmers which didn•t have the same exemptions as businesses ... 

is fanning a business under this exemption: loss of federal dollars to the state; the triwlc record of 

interlocks; the reticence to be ' blackmailed '; and how the courts may or may not use if the bill 

is passed. 

~ moved a 'Do Pa~~ ' motion for HB 1120. Rep, Delmore seconded the motion. 

On a roll call vote the motion carried 7 Ay11 S Nays 1 AbHnt and not voting. 

Re,p. Hawken was designated to carey HB 1120 on the floor. 

End of record ( 22.6) 
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FISCAL NOTE 
Requ..ted by LeafelltM CouncH 

01/03/2003 

BHVReaolutJon No,: HB 1120 

1A. llate fttoal .,,_: Identify the state fiscal effect and the fltcoal effect on agency appropriation• compared to 
fundlna JeVfl, and .;.tJona antlclflllled undtlr current law. 

2001·20038'ennl..n 2003,.2005 Biennium 2005-2007 Biennium 
General OhrFunda General otherFundl General OtherFunct. ,unc1 Fund Fund 

' RevenuN 
E 

.. -.& . . ~--- -

1 e. a~ ...... ~. aitv. and uhocM dlstrtct fl9cal .n.ct: ldentlfv the flsoal effect on the -- oolltk:al subdivision. 
2001-2003Blennkln 2003-2005 Biennium 2005-2G07BllrlnkMI 

lchool School School 
Countlel Cities Dlatrlcta Cot.tnt. CIUN Districts Counties Cities Dlatrlcta 

2, Narrative: Identify the aspects of the measure which cauS11 fiscal Impact and Include any comments relevant to 
your analysis, 

Thb legillation w~ld aJJow ND to comply with federal repeat offender req~itementa. Until ND conforms whh this federal 
legialation. then, will be a tr.an,fer penalty &om certain highway fund, into safety (alcohol) and maintenance (hazard elimination). 
Bft'ective Oetober 1. 2002, the tramfer penalty increased to 3% and $4 million doUm was tnwferred into thete two areu. Thia 
3% transfer penalty will apply each year thereafter, until we conform our state law to this federal mandate. 

3. 'State flacal effect detail: For Information shown under state fiscal effect In 1A, please: 
A. RtwnUNe Explain the rowmue amounts. Provide deli/I, when appropriate, for each rewnue type and 

fund afrected and any amounts Included In th6 executive budget. 

e. Expendltu.,..: Explain the e,q,endlture amounts. Provide dstall, when appropriate, for each agency, llne 
Item, and fund afrected and ttJe number of FTE positions affected. 

C, Appropriations: Exp/sin the appropriation amounts. Provide detsH, when appropriate, of the effect on 
the biennial appropriation for each agency and fund affected snd any amounts Included In the executive 
budget. Indicate the relationship betwefin the amounts shown for expenditures and appropriations. 

Dawn Olson, Linda Mathern Aaancy: ND Dept. of Transportation 
328-4359 Data Prepared: 01/08/2003 
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Crm• Headland I 
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Clara Sue Price V .. 
Dllll.Rubv 
Dave Weil• A-. 

No - -~•tadv• y-., No 
Loil Delmore V 
Ario B. Schmidt // ·-
Elwood'~ /' 
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2003 SENATE STANDING COM1\1ITTBE MINUTES 

BILIJRESOLUTION NO, BB 1120 

Senate Transportation Conunittee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 2-27-03 

Ta Number Side A SideB 
l X 

Committee Clerk Si ature 

Minutes: 

Meter# 
533-2345 

Chairman Senator Thomas Trenbeath opened the hearing on HB 1120 relating to driving 

under the influence of intoxicating liquor repeat offenders and ignition in' erlock devices. 

Keith Magnusson (Deputy Director for Driver and Vehicle Services ND DOT) See attached 

testimony supporting HB 1120. Explained that motor vehicle would include all the vehicles with 

the offender's name on the ownership dooument or any vehicle they drive. Definitions of motor 

vehicle would ex.elude those vehicles that are not made for the road such as tractors or combines, 

There are about 1000-1500 repeat offenders each year. The devices would go into effect when 

the offender is due to get his license back not during the time the license is suspended. 

Senator Espegard asked whether the interlock system on a car demobilizes it for every driver. 

Keith Magnusson answered that whoever wants to drive the vehicle would have to blow into the 

device. 

Senator Espegard asked if the repeat offense is the second or third. 
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Senate Transportation Committee 
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1120 
Hearing Date 2-27-03 

Keith M1gnu11on replied that the repeat offense is the seoond conviction for DUI. 

(Meter 1670) Discussion on the increase in highway funding under the new highway bill. These 

funds could be used for drinking and driving or hazard elimination. It would be difficult to use 

them for a match. 

Senator Trenbeath wondered if the interlock devices work. 

Keith Magnu11on replied that they do work in other states. There are 28 states and the District 

' of Columbia that are complying with the repeat offender law and at least half, )f those have the 

interlock option. 

Senator Trenbeath asked Mr. Magnusson if he would provide the committee with the actual 

federal language that mandates this. He wiJl provide this infonnation to the chainnan. 

(Meter 1990) Discussion about putting the device into every vehicle owned by the offender. 

There is nothing in the law that prevents the transfer of a vehicle to someone else, but the 

offender has to have an interlock device on whatever vehicle he drives. A mark then has to be 

put on the drivers license indicating that he can only drive a vehicle with an interlock device. 

Senator Taylor asked about the possibility of having someone else blow into the device to start 

the vehicle if the offender has been drinking. 

Keith Magnusson replied that the machines have been improved. They are not 100% foolproof 

but they are better than they used to be. There is training on how to use it. 

Senator Mutch asked about the cost of the machines. 

Keith Magnusson replied that they are about $2/dny or $60/month. They are rented from an 

interlock company. 

The hearing on HB 1120 was closed. 
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2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MlNUTES 

BILURESOLUTION NO. RB 1120 

Senate Transportation Committee 

□ Conference Committee 

Hearing Date 3-13-03 

-
TaoeNurnber Side A SideB 

2 X 

Committee Clerk Simature 1-"nnfl~~ kW~-
(/ 

Minutes: 

Chairman Senator Yhomas Trenbeath opened HB 1120 for discussion. 

Meter# 
11S0-1565 

Senator Trenbeath provided the cowmittee with infonnation in respect to the interlock device. 

The funds that would be redirected, if this bill does not pass, would go into highway safety 

situatloli 1. Th~y are non matched funds. They can be used without matching with state funds. 

Senator Muteh moved a Do Not Pass. Seconded by Senator Es.,.ard. Roll call vote 5-0-1 

Passed. Floor carrier is Sf."lnator Mutch. 
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Senate TRANSPORT ATJON Committee 

0 Check here for Conference Committee 

Legislative Council Amendment Number _________________ _ 

Action Taken 
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Senafor1 Yes No Senaton Yet No 
Senator Thomas Trenbeath, Chair ._... Senator Dennis Bercier 
Senator Duaine Espe_gard, V. Chair .... Senator Ryan Taylor V' 

Senator Duane Mutch "'" 
Senator Dave Nething v' 

TotaJ 

Absent 

(Yes) ---~..S-=------ No __ CJ, _____________ _ 
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HOUSE TRANSPORTATION COMMITfEE 
January 23, 2003 

North Dakota Department ofTran1portatlon 
Keith C. Mapu11on, Deputy Dlreetor for Driver and Vehlele Servfeet 

RB 1120 

The North Dakota Department ofTrrJisportation preflled HB 1120 as an agency bill. This bill 
ooncems repeat DUI offenders who operate a vehicle while under the u1tluence of drugs or alcohol. It 
is intended to confonn North Dakota law to tho Transportation Equity Act for the 21 st Century (TBA-
21) Restoration Act. That law and subsequent federal regulations mandate certain sanctions for repeat 
offenders. The mandate applies only to convictions and not to administrative proceedings. 

This is a safety issue, aimed at drivers who drink and drive and have not been, or will not be, affected 
by other laws, most of which are intended to prevent serious prob1ems from developing in the first 
place (such as the ,08 BAC proposal). 

In previous sessions, you considered repeat--offender bills. All federally mandated provisions have 
been added to North Dakota law except for mandatory impoundment, immobilization, or interlocks. 
We have had a running disagreement with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration on 
interpretation of those mandatory provisions, but we hav-e not prevailed. 

"~\ 
1 , As long as North Dakota law does not confonn to the federal law and regulations on repeat offenders, 
'·•, ·· certain highway funds will be transferred to safety (drinking and driving) and may not be used for road 

construction or maintenance (except for "hazard etimination°). On October 1, 2000, there was a 
transfer of 1.5 percent of several categories of federal funds, amom1ting to about $2 million, and an 
identical transfer on October 1, 200 l. On October 1, 2002, the transfer penalty increased to three 
percent and amounted to about $4 million. We have thus transferred about $8 million away from 
highways, and the three-percent ($4 million) transfer penalty will be applied every year until we 
confonn our state law to the federal mandate. 

The amendment found in HB 1120 would require that the judge order the installation of an ignition 
interlock system on any vehicle owned or operated by the ,person for a set period of time that the court 
deems appropriate after the l:Onctusion of a suspension or revocation. The court has always had the 
discretion to do this; the amendment would make it maudatory. This would comply with federal law. 
In the past, we have considered immobilization or impoundment, but they place a burden on law 
enforcement as well as other family members who need to drive. Law enforcement would not have to 
be involved in the interlock situation, and other family members could drive as long as they had not 
been drinking. This seems to be the least onerous of the mandatory alternatives. There would be I cost 
to the driver for the systems or devices, The department would work with the companies providing 
interlocks to receive assurances that they had been installed so we could get the license back to the 
driver. 

When federal funds are transferred away &om highways and into the safety account, it is ownbersome 
finding ways to put as much as possible onto the highways (using the "hazard elimination" exception) 
and still comply with the transfer law. If Congress removes the exception, putting the $4 million per 
year into highway construction will become all but impossible. 
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DNll1tf with tJw NONI COH Dr':':f Drlwlr 

SUMMARY OF KEY FINDINGS AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

This nport rwximines the problem of the hard cor, drlnldng driver - thole individuals 
who ..,ateclly drive after clrlnking, ~y with blah blood alcohoJ concemrations 
(BACa) and who seem relatively resistant to ~banalna this bebviour • 

I 

It shows that there has been virtually no chlnae in the magnitude of the problem since the 
release or our previous report in 1991, Althouah hard core drinkfna drivers are a 
relatively small poup in the total drivfna population. they continue to account for a very 
substantial proportion-of drinking-driving problems. including fatal and injury .. produclng 
crashes. To illustrate, hard core clrlnkina driven account for only 1 % of all drivers on the 
road at night during the weekend, but they represent nearly half or aJl the fatal crashes at 
that time. They also account for almost one-third (27%) of all fatally injured drivers and 
about two-thirds (65%) of all fatally injured drivers who are drinking, 

The report focuses on a variety of measures that offer promise fot dealing efficiently and 
effectively with hard core drinking drivm. It recommends: 

The u.r, of an efficient method Jo,- ldenttn,lng and processing hard core drinlcing drivers 
when they ,ni,r th, legal ladminlstraJIVe syst,m. 

♦ The efficiency and effectiveness of identifying and processing 
offenders could be increased by the introduction or a tiered-BAC 
system, which uses the BAC at the time of arrest as a criterion for 
deter.odnlng the sanctions imposed • 

.A.ss,ssment of DWI offenders to identify the problems they present, particularly those 
related to alcohol dependence. :. 

.. 

♦ Assessment - or at least some type of' screening - should be required 
of all DWI offenders. In practice. however. it may be more efficient to 
require assessment only of repeat offenders and first offenders with 
high BACs - i.e .• those most likely to be bannfully involved with 
alcohol and at greatest risk of committing a subsequent DWI offence. 

Tr1atment and r,habllltatlon programs should be viewed as an essemlat and viable part 
of any strategy designed to deal with t1-problem of the hard cor, dtinklng drlvsr. 

T,,aJJlo lnj,lry Ra,anh. Pap-YII 
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Dtoll1t1 wide tlw Hotd Cor, DrWln, 0,#Hr 

• a variety or treatment proarams should be available so 1hat offendera 
are diverted to the most appropriate proarun (treatment matchlna). 

. Pro,,.anu ar, n,1d,d to prmnt or limit ths opi1,,,rtrmJty o/th4 "hard cor,,. to drink and 
drlv, prior to, durln,, awl n.n following lrlatnNnt. Som• of thfu progra1M - n,ch "' 
lic,nc, 1111p1n,lon - can b, tar,,t,d dJr,ct/y at th, o,ff,nd,r; o/Mrl can ht dlrcct,d at 
tll, offlnll,r '1 whlcl,. 

♦ Admin1strative Ucence suspemion it an effective DWI a>untenneaswe 
and should continue to be promoted. Despite its eft'ectivenea, a 
sipificant proportion of those with a suspended license continue to 
drive. Although this does not neaate the beneficuu effect of licence 
IQSJ)elllion, a pester impact mlaht be realized if all IUlpeDded drivers 
could be kept oft'the road but especially the bard core. To increase the 
impact of licence suspension, measures arc needed to etmance the 
detection of unllcenccd drivers and a wider range of sanctions are 
needed to reduce the numbers of those who ignore their suspen,ion. 

' 

♦ Very brief jail terms appear to be effective with first-offenders but It is 
not yet known whether this appliea to hard core offenders. 

♦ Despite the relatively weak evidence that lenathY jail terms have any 
beneficial safety im~ for various reasor11, such as punishment and 
retributio,n, jail and prison sentences will continue to be used. 

♦ Electronically monitored home confinement of DWI offenders appears 
to be a viable. effective and less costly alternative to incarceration, 

• Intensive supervised probation is an effective means of cmuring tha: 
offenders comply with treatment recommendations. 

• Alcohol ignltion interlocks have been extensively evaluated and 
proven to be an effective means of preventing driving after drinking. 
even among repeat offenders. Their widespread use should be 
encouraged. 

• ♦ Devices such as autotimers and fuel locks appear promising and 
warrant further study - th• have not yet been evaluated, so it is 
unknown how and for whom they might be most effe<;.1ive. 

♦ Administrative impoundment and immobilization of vehicles being 
operated by suspended drivers appears to he an efficient and effective 
means of bolstering licence suspensions and preventing repeat DWI 
behaviour. 
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BACs Among Fatally Injured Drivers 
In the United States 
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Targeting uHlgh•BAC" Repeat Offenders 

Despite the great deal of progreee whloh has been made in the fight against drunk drtvfng, the 
challenge 18 not over. Whlle social drinkers appear to have heard 1he meeaage about drunk 
driving. there remains a very small percentage who repeatedly drive wtth extremely high blood 
alcohol levels, If we are going to continue the progress, many experts believe we must target 
the high-BAO repeat offender - these ,,ard-core• drinking drtvera - for further sanctions. 
Consider thla: 

• Th• .. h•~...:oN" drinking driver I• not ,.,ched by conventional m-ge•. 
A 1991 study by the Traffic Injury Research Foundation (TIRF) found that still today some 
80 percent of fatally Injured drunk drivers have a blood alcohol content of .16 percent or 
higher. That·la the equivalent of about abc drinks fn an hour for a 160-pound man. In addition, 
the study found that more than one-half of drunk drivers killed may ~ave a blood alcohol 
content of .20 or above. Education and awareness efforts appear to be Ineffective with this 
group. 

• Promlalng approachN to rNChlng the "hard-core" do exist. The TIRF study suggests 
that an overall strategy to address the high-BAC driver might lncfude: tiered-BAO systems 
that tie the level and type of sanction to the BAO of the driver, so that minor !mpairment and 
severe drunkenness are treated dlfferentty; assessment, treatment and rehabllftation 
coupled with sa1,ottons, and the employment of certaJn technological approaches, like the 
alcohol Ignition Interlock. 

• Alcohol Ignition lnterlookl, for example, may keep convicted drunk drlvena form 
driving dNnk again and again. Alcohol Ignition Interlocks are euentially small breath
testing units Installed In the offender's car and linked to the vehicle's Ignition system. In 
order to start the vehicle. the driver must 1>tow" a breath sample below a certain level. BACs 
In excess of that level·cause the Ignition to lock, preventing the o'ifender from operating the 
vehicle. Studies have shown th•t these devices work In keeping the abuser from driving 
drunk. And. coupled with counseling and treatment, lgnltldn Interlock devices may have 
longer-term benefits as well. · 

• Meaaurea shouldn't penalize all drinkers for the probi.ma caused by a few. With 
govemment's limited resources, It makes good sense to ooncentrate efforts - and money 
- on those who are causing the problems ••• the hfgh-BAC drivers. Measures like the 
Interlock devices fit the bill because they are highly targeted toward offenders and deal 
directly with the drunk driving problem. Such approaches are Inherently more fair and 
sensible than other apptoaches that Inconvenience and punish all consumers In order to 
addresa the problems created by the few. 

According to many researchers, like those at the worfd .. r'1nowned Traffic Injury Research 
Foundation, keeping· repeat "high-BAO- offenders off the road will.go a long way toward solving 
the remaJntng drunk driving problem. The TIRF suggestions for targeting the 1\ard-core,• Hke 
the alcohol lgnltlon lntertock devkle, aim carefully at the 'problem and are worth aertoua 
consideration. · 
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The Hard-Core Drinking Driver 
,,,,_.,. · ~IWIIW 

Evidence Indicates that a large proportion of the drunk driving probtem appears to be 
concentrated among a small percentage of drivers. A study of U.S. federal govemment data by 
the Trafflo Injury Research Foundation of Canada. offers some good direction on where the 
nation should focus attention In the fight against drunk driving. The atudy found: 

Hlgh-BAC drivers .. caualng the vut maJorlty of the drunk driving fatalltle1. While 
education and awareneaa and law enforcement have persuaded many social drinkers not to 
drive drunk. it appears the hard-core drinking drivers. 
have not yet heard the message. Almost 80 percent 
of drunk driver. killed In 1991 had a blOOd alcohol 
content (BAO) of • 15 or above - the equlvalent of 
about alx drinka in an hour for a 1 eo pound person. 
OVer one-hatf of all drunk drivers killed had a BAC of 
.20orabove. Thafetwicethelegal llmltlnmostetatea: 
And, about 8,500 of these hard core drivers "'8 killed 
on U.S. roads each year- not counting their vloUms. 

IMOMO 

This Is almost one-third of all drivers killed-drinking .._,....~,....._........,..,1:111a 
or nondrinklng. 

A very emall percentage 11 cauelng most of the problem. The study also found that 1Nhlle 
these drivers make up only one percent of drivers on the road on weekend nights, they constftute 
half of all drivers killed. 

"Hard~" are ITt09t likely problem drink.,.. or 
alcohollca. The study found that these drivers are 
more likely to have a history of drunk driving 
convictions and driVer's license suspension related 
to drunk driving. In fact, the study found that 80 
percent of fatally injured drinking drivers with previous 
DWI convictions had BACs of .15 and above • 

. 1~.u Hlgh-BAC drlvera are hard to reach. Baaed on the 

.01-.00 findings about hlgh .. BAC drivers. the report suggests 

• 
that an overall strategy to target these abusers might 
Include: a tiered-SAC approach, which ties the sanc

tion to the .BAC of the driver so that minor lmpalnnent and severe drunkenness are treated 
dtfferently; Increased assessment, treatment and rehabilitation; and possible technological 
approaches. 

The public demands that govemment zero-In on the moat cost1)fflclent soh ttfona to society's 
problema. It Is ,noreaalngly evfdent that the 1tan:t-core" are cauafng an extremely high 
proportfon of traffic fatalities, By targeting these alcohol abusers. the nation can continue to 
make further progrees In reducing drunk drfvfng. 
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD 
PubUc meetlnc of June 27, 2000 

ABSTRACT or PINAL REPORT 
(Subject to Edltinl) 

Safety Report Reprdin& Actions to Reduce Fatalities, Injuries, 
aud Crashes lnvolvin1 the Hard Core Drinldn& Driver 

NTSB SR-00/01 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

In 1984, the National Transportation Safety Board published a Safety Study titled Dejici,ncies in 
E:,ifo,ument, Judicial, and 'Jreatment Programs Related to R•peat OJ/end6r Drunk Drlvm 
(NTSBISS-84104) (the Repeat Offender Study), That study identified repeat offender drinking drivers 
(included in this report under the category of "hard core drinking drivers") as a serious traffic safety 
problem. 

ln the more than 1 S years that have passed since that investigation was concluded. efforts have been 
made by all the States to address this major safety problem. However. despite significant progress, the 
measures taken and the degree of implementation have not been unif~nn; and 1 S, 794 people still died 
in 1999 &om alcohol-related crashes. This number is far above the target set by the Secretary of 
Transportation in 1995 to reduce the number of alcohol-related fatalities to no more than 11,000 by 

,· 2005. 
~' I 

For purposes of this report, the NTSB uses the tenn "hard core drinking drivers" to include repeat 
offender drinking drivers (that is, offenders who have prior convictions or arrests for a Driving While 
Impaired [DWI] by alcohol offense) and high-BAC oft"enders (that is, all offenders with a blood 
alcohol concentration [BAC] of 0.1 S percent or greater). 

From 1983 through 1998, at least 137,338 people died in crashes involving hard core drinking 
drivm.1 NHTSA1s data also indicate that 99,812 people were injured in fatal crashes involving hard 
core drinking drivers (as defined by the Safety Board) during that same time period. In 1998 alone, 
hard core drinking drivers were involved in a minimum of6,370 highway fatalities, the estimated cost 
ofwhioh was at least SS.3 billion. 

In preparing this report. the Safety Board reviewed the literature on countenneasures that have ~n 
found effective in reducing recidivism. crashes. fatalities, and injuries. This report identifies the 
highway safety problem involving hard core drinking drivers, discusses research on control measures, 
and proposes solutions. It also discusses steps taken by the United States Congress to address the hard 
core drinking driver problem by enacting certain provisions in the Transportation Equity Act for the 
2111 Century (TEA-21), and recommends that the Department of Transportation evaluate 
modifications to the provisions of 'fBA .. 21 so that it can be more effective. 

TBA-21 may better assist the States to reduce the hard core drinking driver problem if it were 
( ., ... ,.modified to include items such as those in the NTSB model program. listed below. 

\ 

\Jhe Safety Board believes that a model program to reduce hard core drinkms driving should 
incorporate the tbllowiq elements: 

http://www.ntsb.gov/publictn/2000/SROOO l .htm 6/30/00 
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Y'i • Frequent and well-publlcb:ecl statewide sobriety checkpoints that iT\clude checlcing for valid driver's · 
,licenses. Checkpoints should not be limited to holiday periods. 

• Vehicle unctions to restrict or separate hard core drinkina drivers tom their vehicles, includina 
license platt actions (impoundmem, confiscation, or other actions); vehicle immobilir.ation_ 
impoundment, and forfeiture; and ignition lnterlodca tor hlgh-BAC ftrst offenders and repeat 
offenders. 

• State and community cooperative programs involving driver licensing agenci• law enforcement 
officers, judges, and probation f'flicets to enforce DWI suspension and revocation. 

• Legislation to require that DWI offenders who have been convicted or administratively adjudicated 
maintain a zero blood alcohol concentration while operatins a rnotor vehicle. 

• Legislation that defines a hish blood alcohol concentratJon (0.1 S percent or greater) u an 
•agravated* DWI offense that requires strong intervention similar to that ordinarily prescn"bed tor 
repeat DWI offendors. 

• AJ alternatives to confinement, programs to reduce hard core drinking driver recidivism that include 
horM det""tion with electronic monitoring and/or intensive probation supervision prosranu. 

. • Legislation that restricts the plea bargaining of a DWI offense to a lesser. non-alcohol-related r~ offense. and that requires the reasons for DWI charge reductions be entered into the public record. ·· 
I ' 

,,, __ ., • Elimination of the use of diversion programs that pennit erasing, deferring. or otherwise purging the 
DWI offense record or that allow the offender to avoid license suspension. 

• Administrative license revocation for BAC test failure and refusal. 

• A DWI record retention and DWI oft'ense enhancement look-back period of at least 10 years. 

• Individualized sanction programs for hard core DWI offenders that rely on effective countermeasures 
for use by courts that hear DWI cases. 

CONCLUSIONS 

1. Efforts by public and private entities have contributed to substantial reductions since 1983 in· the 
number of fatalities (23,646 to IS,794) and proportion (S6 percent to 38 percent) of alcohol-related 
crashes. 

2. While hard core drinking drivers constituted only 0.8 percent (l of 119) of all drivers on the road in 
the National Roadside Survey, they constituted 27 percent or drivers in fatal crashes during the same 
time period in 1996. These data clearly suggest that hard core drinking drivers are overrepresented in 
fatal crashes. 

I .. ~ ..... 

\. a. Hard core drinking drivers (repeat offender drinking drivers with a prior DWI arrest or conviction 
-...._._; within the past 10 years and offenders with a blood alcohol concentration of'O.lS percent or greater) 

pose an increase<l risk ot crashes, injuries. and fatalities. Therefore, the States should target hard core 

http://www.ntab.gov/publlctn/2000/SROOOl .htm 6/30/00 
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. _ drlnkina driven to ftlrther reduoe the siplfioant lou of human life and immeme IOcietaJ com they 
(f":cue. 

4. Adminlttrative llcen.ce mocatlon ls an eftective measure to reduce alcohol-related cruhea and 
&talidet. 

S. Publicized DWI enforcement including sobriety checkpoints can be very effective in identltyina the 
hard core drinking driver and in reduclns alcohol-involved driving end alcohol-related cruhel. 

6. Sobriety checkpoints provide an opportunity to apprehend not only alcohol-impaired driven but 
also unlicensed drivers and those who are drivins on licenses suspended or revoked for DWI. 

7. Vehicle sanctions to separate the hard core drinking driver &om his or her vehicle or to prevent him 
or her ft-om drinking while Impaired appear to be effective tools in reducing hard core drlnkina driver 
111Cidivism. 

8. Laws rcstrictina pita barpining have been found to reduce the number of DWI repeat offenses as 
well as the number of alcohol-related crashes. 

9. Diversion programs that allow license retention or erasure of DWI offense, &om the driver's record 
may prevent the State &om prosecuting hard core drinking drivers as •repeat offenders in the future. 

10, The elevated crash risk and potential for recidivism of'high-BAC (O. tS percent or greater) drivers 
k, constitute a safety problem that warrants State legislation creating a high-BAC ''aggravated .. alcohot· 
!' ,offense. 

11. The optimal way to target hard core drinking drivers to redute the crashes, injuries, and fatalities 
they cause is with a comprehensive program that would include items such as those included in the 
NTSB model program. 

12. TEA-21 may be more effective in assisting the States to reduce the hard core drinking driver 
problem if it were modified to include items such as those included in the NTSB model program. 

SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS 

As a result of this study, the National Transportation Safety Board makes safety recommendations as 
follows: 

to the Stat,s and the District or Columbia 

Establish a comprehensive program that is designed to reduce the inctdence or alcohol-related 
crashes, i ·juries, and fatalities caused by hard core drinking drivers, that includes items such as 
those included in the NTSB model program, 

to the Department or Trantportatlon 

Evaluate modifications to the provisions of the Transportation Equity Act tor the 21st Century 
so that it can be more eftective in assisting the States to reduce the hard core drlnkina driver 
problem, and recommend changes to Congress u appropriate. Considerations should include 

http://www.ntsb.gov/publictn/2000/SROOOl .htm 6/30/00 
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the followina: a) a rewed dofinitlon of •repeat offend_.. to include adminbarative acdom on · 
drivina-whlle-impaired oftenlel; b) mandatoty treatment for bard core otfead«a; c) a minimum 
period of 10 yeen for recordl retention and drivina-whlle-impalred otrwe enhancement; d) 
administratively impoted vehicle ancdona for hard core drinldfta driven; e) eUminadon of 
comnunity NrYice u an altematrve to· incarceration; and t) inclusion of houae arreat with 
electronic monitorina u an alternative to incarceration. 

Member John Harnmenchmldt will provide a duleotina opinion on conclusion #12 and tho llfety 
recomm-.dadon to the Departmerlt ofTrwportadon. Member Georp Black wu not preaent and 
will vote at a later date. 

I Nineteen nlnety-efaht is the most recent year for which complete data are available ftom the 
National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 

NTSB Home I Press llelOIMI 
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Testimony of Janet Demarais Seaworth 
Executive Director 
North Dakota Beer Wholesalers Assoclation 

HB 1120 
House Tran,portation Committee 

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my name is Janet Seaworth. I am the 
Executive Director of the North Dakota Beer Wholesalers Aasociation. Our association is 
comprised of 17 &mily-owned and operated beer distributors in North Dakota. OUr beer 
wholesalers, along with our brewers, have been involved in the fight against drunk driving 
for a long time, 

It appears to us that despite the progress we have made in the fight against drunk driving, 
a significant problem remains. That problem can be attributed to drivers with v«y high 
blood alcohol levels, who tend to have a history of alcohol related traffic offenses. In 
1991, a study funded by Anheuser-Busch, and conducted by the Traffic Injury Research 
Foundation of Canada, and based on U.S. data, confirmed that an effective anti..drunk 
driving program should focus on the segment of the population that poses the greatest risk 
• that is, the high BAC repeat offender. 

Most recently, a ftna1 report issued in June 2000 by the National Transportation Saf'ety 
Board and relating to the serious traffic safety problem posed by the "hard core drinking 
drivet'' recommended that a program to address high BAC and repeat offenders should 
incorporate vehicle sanctions to restrict or separate the hard core drinking drivers ftom 
their vehicles, including ignition interlocks for high-BAC first offenders and rei;eat 
offenders. 

We believe that targeting high BAC drivers and repeat offenders, and dealing directly with 
the drunk driving problem is fair and sensible and we support it. We urge your favorable 
consideration of HB 1120. 

Thank you. 

J4or , .. ,re infonnation, contact the North Dakota Beer Wholesalers Association, P. 0. Box 7401, 
Bismarck, ND 58501,- ('101)258-8098. 
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SENATE TRANSPORTATION COMMl1TEE 
February 27, 2003 

North Dakota Department of Tran,portadon 
Keith C. Maputton, Deputy Director tor Driver and Veblele Servtees 

BB 1120 

The North Dakota Department of Transportation prefiled HD 1120 u an qency bill. This bill 
concern, repeat DUI offenders who operate a vehicle while under the influence of chup or alcohol. It 
i1 intended to confonn North Dakota law to the Transportation Equity Act for the 21• Century(TBA-
21) Restoration Act. That law and subsequent federal regulations mandate certain sanctiona for repeat 
offenders. The mandate applies only to convictions and not to administrative proceedinp, 

This is a safety issue. aimed at drivers who drink and drive and have not been. or will not be, affected 
by other laws, most of which are intended to prevent serious problems ftom developing in the first 
place (such u the .08 BAC proposal). 

In previous sessions, you considered repeat-offender bills. All federally mandated provisions have 
been added to North Dakota law except for mandatory impoundment, immobilization, or interlO(:U. 
We have had a running disagreement with the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration on 
interpretation of those manchttory provi1ions, but we have not prevailed. 

As long as North Dakota law does not confonn to the federal law and regulations on repeat offenders, 
certain highway funds will be transferred to safety (drinking and driving) and may not be used for rolMI 
construction or maintenance (except for "hazard elimination°). On October 1, 2000. there was a 
transfer ot 1.5 percent of several categories of federal funds, amounting to about S 1.8 miHiott. On 
October 1, 2001 there was an identical 1.S percent (Sl.9 mi1Hon) !: M1Sfer. On October l, 2002, the 
transfer penalty increased to three percent and amounted to about $4.3 million. We have thus 
transferred about $8 milJion away from highways, and the three-percent ($4 million or more ) transfer 
penalty wilJ be applied every year until we confonn our state law to the federal mandate. 

The amendment found in HB 1120 would require that the judge order the installation of an isnition 
interlock system on any vehicle owned or operated by the person for a set period of time that the court 
deems appropriate after the conclusion of a suspension or revocation. The court has always had the 
discretion to do this; the ameradment would make it.mandatory. This would comply with federal law. 
In the past. we have considered immobilization or impoundment, but they place a burden on law 
enforceU1ent as well as other family members who need to drive. Law enforcement would not have to 
be involved in the interlock situation, and other family members could drive as long as they had not 
been drinking, This seems to be the least onerous of the mandatory alternatives. There would be a cost 
to the driver for the systems or devices. The department would work with the companies providing 
interlocks to receive assurances that they had been instatled so we could get the Hcense back to tht 
driver. 

l .... ) When federal funds are transferred away from highways and into the safety account, it is cumbersome 
~ finding ways to put as much as possible onto the highways (using the "hazard elimination•• exception) 

and still comply with the transfer law. If Congress removes the exception. putting the $4 million per 
year into highway construction will become all but impossible. 
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• Alcohol-specific fuel cell based sensor 

• Meets or exceeds NHTSA standards 

• Commercla//y Introduced 1998 

• Approximately 7500 in use 

• Certified and In use In 15 states 

• Software developed from SC100 platfo 

The Mfc,...,.,.tc , ..... on thf• ffl1 •re aecuttt• .. .,.tin of reoordl •uwrtd to Modtrn lnforwtfon tvet• for afcrofllatne nl 
..... fftMCHn tht NtUt•r OOUt't. of butfNtfl. Tttt phototrtiphfd proettl IHtl It ...... of tM AMlrf can Nat10Nl lt .... rdl lnttftutt 
(Mitt) for arehlVtl Mlcrofllll, NO\'ICII If thf fflMd ..... ~ f 1 , ... lttlblt than thfl Notfct, ft fl dut to tht 411lfty of tht 

doawt btlnt fHNd, ~~ cl 
~u . ,ru~ 

$rator'• ,t.i;.~ D1tt 

J 

) 

i 
I 
' 

I 
j 

I 

.J 



r 

L 

,,,... ... -... , 

,.,--··--..... 
' •, 

TECHNOLOOY 

The LileSaltr SC 100 la a 
hand-h.ld devk, thlr 
anac:ha a bmth-alcohol 
anal}1er to I vehk:le11 

lanltK'n • .,... The Ythk:lt 
OJ'lfllOf nwlt complec, I 
breach rest mt1Surin, BtAC 
O,ra,hakollol 
concentradon) below • 
preset Umlt bJore the vehkle can be seined, 

Tht dtvke .,.. dc,..,ed ro r.*r « e:<ceeJ rtchnlcal 
,uidellnn for Interlock Devicef rut,U1heJ April 7. 1992 by 
NHTSA (Nadonal Hi,h-.y Tr.fftc Saftty Adm6nlmaclon.) 

PRODUCT DESION AND FEATURES 

HUM TON£. Pro,t1mtn1ble ON ur OFF. Requbn the client 
10 deliver a hum resonance whlle blowlnc dw 1lcohol tea 
prior to nartln, the vehicle. Deters techniques urillzed to 
m!mlc hwnan brtath or to absorb alcohol. 

RANDOM OP. FIXED R£TEST: Pqrammable. The client 
is alerted and liven 1 ,nee period to rtcat •f'm the vthlc(e ls 
put ln10 the nan are. The resr can be delivered wh,le 
operadna the vthlcle or after pullln, off the road. 8mch ctst 

Lltl .... lC1M 
• on.-itindlftmemo,yctNP 
• ::rallztd r,ttlOl'lmffllftO 

Lout lffllct .-
• SOftwart drtven ptoa,am 

lhrOUfh taotoP or PC, 
1 • Monitiwlnt dlta trtntftr W 

modtmtoholt. 
• Cene,atlon of II hatd COPV ronns. ,eoo,ts and rtftrral 

documentation, 

LIFEWER INTERUXJ< PAGE 86 

refusal or failurt it RCordtd and 
inclucUn, honkln, ol me c•r's , Detes. drinkln 
complectna • 10btr ll■n and vehi le ktUne at t.n, 

PROOMMMED LOCKOUT. 
1 

0ptlun ttnlna whereby 
tht interlock ii propammcd to epc I bre1ch c~r dunna 
,peclf'kd tlmet and orhcrwife re~ ln interlocked, When 
applied wlll mttlcr drMn, houn 
be 1tmpt,l"lully utetJ ,u ■n imnwb! 

BYPASS DETECT. lf I vehicle 
b nor pllMJ, mt horn wtll betln 
rumecl off ur a bmch rest b ,ucc 
art rteorded. Oece11 hut-wlrina 

EVENTS LOO. A bulh•ln mern 
asaociated with the 1M or misuse 
,eneraced throo,h a ~nonal c 
complete hard-copy (ormar. 

VIOLATIONS RESET. P,oera 
numbtr &>( \.llolati~ occurs durl 
tarly Inspection ls 1e4ulted wlrhi 
report will result in lmrnoblllnti 
are quickly ldentilled and repont 

SERVlCE REMJNDER RESET. 
Kheduled monltodn, c.htck. Ftl 

..... 
Ma,t1tfacilrtrMNtlf DllltlN"' 
• Control pro0rammlng of all 

l#Ntl. 
• Mwot all clllnt Information, 

l'lfl0r1 WI remota, . ~~ 
manaoemeftt, re~dtrinO, 
stocklno and bifflnO. 

nJ allows r'or the dt\0ice to 
l:adon cool. 

tUned ~ the breath tffl 
kma lffltll me vehkte " 
lly completed, All events 
f'Wh•1r.rdn1 ol venldts. 

chip records all events 
the device. RtpOtU art 
ttt in • summary and 

n1blt. Jf the predettrmintd 
• monltorin, period, an 
thret (3) days. Fallure to 
o( the vehlclt. Vk>latlons 
to the juri1chcdo 

emlnds the cUen 
re 10 have the dtvk:e 

~ · of'dl dll t rtd to Modern tnfoiwtton SVtt• for •feroft l111fno end 
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,,--coted wJthln the pmcrlbtd tJme period mulu ln the 
· ~ lnlerlock"'I, 

WEJl INTEIUtUPT, A dactd record In the evtnt 12 volt 
power has been dJlconnected or Jntenupctd. The device 
mainran memory rhrou,h an onbc.lard bec~-up Uthlwn 
benery, Thia condir&on (other than iamperin,) can octut 
when• vthkle', battei,• It Jlsconnteted dut to rep1lra or u 
replaced. Clienrs are rtqulreJ to provide documenurlon rJ 
repein. 

I 

VEHICLE REST Al T, In the evtnc ot a vehicle ,tall, the 
driver hal a arac, period dunna which rht lanlclon can bit 
wrned of and re-er,paed wlrhuur havln, to submlr an 
additional breath rest, 

EMERGENCY BYPASS. Prc,erammabte, I( rhe Bypau is 
Invoked, the cUtnt hu three (J) daya to retum to the lffllk:e 
locarJon belott me vehicle i.t lmmobllbtd. Proof nf an 
emt'lfl\CV is forwarded directly ro rhe' rtferrin, a,ency. 
Service Centers may be prt•autht>t'lzeJ to lnvl>ke the 
Emerat"'Y Bypau ln the event o( • device malfunction, 

SERVICE CArABILITY 

E contracu primarily whh p,lvatt Strv1ce Pro~den 
velop a dedicated ,ervlce ncrworlc ro Jellver the 

olosv to the criminal justice market. 

MANUFACTURJNO AND SUPPORT SERVICES 

The Company IUppottl me delivery o( Ll(eSaler SC 100 by 
providina a dtware•c.onrrolled quality control planar the 
manufacturin, and service loc:adon $ites and an 800 toll-(ree 
tec:hnk•I support line. 

HOST INFORMATION 
MANAOEMENT SYSTEM 

UftSaftr licenses proprietary software that controls the 
proenmmin, r/ che device and euarantees lnteer{cy of the 
infommion that is extrapolated from rhe EVENTS LOO chip. 

REPERRJNO 
)URlSDICTJ 

• Ll(cSaftr providee • Mcutity electronic llnk and 
remote acca1 to the H01c Syac · • 

• Refemb dtrecdv entered Into 
the 1ppropriare aervke center I. 

• O.Uv non•compUance reportln, 
the Remote Acccu ,ttt, 

• On«nen and hard copy rtpOnS 

tem and rouced to 

' 

loaded direcdv co 

• Random audtcln, cl 111 c:llent pronama. 
• National PfOll'lln transfer for ell 

• Clien1-pald rental protfim ave 
:Mtallatlon lee. 

• ll(eSa(er provides a subsidy proa 
economic hardship case.1. 

I ' ' 

t relocation, 

$2.00 per day plua an 
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Question & Answer 

... . . ' . 
Ignition lnlertock 5)'stema 

Question & Answer 

I. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
s. 
6. 
1. 
8. 
9. 

Whit 11 the Guardian Jnterlgck 1;stem? 
What ~ the Guardian Interlock tsponslblt Driver Program? 
JI the uardlan lnttrlo k dJ tlllt to ~•e? 

at 10,ntone else want, to drive my ear? 
II the uardlan Interlock• ,,tem work In m car? 

an It a eet my car? 
Can I cheat the n•stem? 
What Is the romn1 retest and wlll ft sf!yt off' my car? 
Is the lnterloc:k alcohol specific:? 
Ho"' lon~don the pro,ram last and how mu(h does It cost? 
Do ou o er fln•neln • 

II my car start If I have been drinki_g;? 

Pase l c,i' 4 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 

What If I cannot aet my car started? 
Wiiat are the benefits of partlclppJJng In the Guard,an Interlock Respo.-.slble Driver 
Proaram? 

tat tte:tt •er::z--:t-. ... ......_,#t:ria ...... ., ....... n- re:tt·~ .. ttt::etz ... " .. ..... 1· ~·It: .. · ► « .. ,~ ... ,-~-· t-- .. t, O'" e:::•· • tt:s-· ...... ,. ·-z-""-::te::: tr;:;;•::t · ·'tu_._ .. 1 "h • • ·•· -e,- ·t•t 

What Is the Guardian Interlock system? 

The Guardian Interlock system is an alcohol detection device that is coMected to your vehicle's 
ignition system. Each time you start yoHr car you must first blow into the handset so that it can test 
for alcohol on your breath. If you pass the test, you can start the car. If you do not pass the test your 
car will not start. 

tett::et:t•~ :Ct:tttzt;z1 ~,,,. f.,_ rt-•M .,..._Ttt;t ... -· ..-- '' .. 'rj• ..... , ..._,.__,,....,_ =-t:t-t .__,. ,._ • _._ .,, ,..... ,._,.._., ::t:••- e:ett:t ~- ., . .,. ,_, •-•• '' - --::tr;: ,.. __ ....., .~,-

What is the Guardian Interlock Responsible Driver Program? 

The Guardian Interlock Responsible Driver Program can help rou become a more res_ponsible driver 
and keeps the court infonnecl of your progress. Usually, participating in the program as a condition of 
your probation or a requirement to get your license back, To enroll in the program you must usually 
follow these steps: 

• You are notified by either the court or the state that you are required to have an interlock 
installed on your vehicle. 

• Next, you call the Guardian Interlock Service Center nearest you to make an appointment. 
Installation can be done at a time convenient to you during our business hours. 

http://www.guardianinterlock.com/Q&A.htm 12/20/2000 
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• At the time of installation, a Guardian Interlock servi",e technician teaches you how to 11se the 
system properly. 

• Finally, you are required to report to the Guardian Interlock Service Center at specific times so 
that the unit can be inspected and your progress reported to the court or the state. 

Is the Guardian Interlock difficult to use? 

Leaminf to use the Guardian Int'?'~ock is no~ difficult. At your installation api>0intment you will be 
fully tramcd by the service tec:hn1c1an and will have the opportunity to practice on a demonstrator 
unit and your own unit. After a few days, using the system will become secon ' nature, no more 
inconvenient than buckling your seat belt. 

Baek to Top 

t• ~· ····•••·t ¥":tt't t • ,.,, ... ,., .. ,. ··~ ........ ,.H,~ .... · .... .,,.;,. tt··'t'"'I' , ... , .... ,~·t·tt·: t·'Jr-·····t:-'~ ·1 .. • • •' • t "rtt1::~· ... •:··".. .,. ....... r·:t:· ......... ... ,..,ett·tt tU:t#I♦ 

What tr someone else wants to drive my car? 

Any family member who uses your car should come with you when the system is first installed. They 
will be instructed on the use of the interlock. If it is more convenient. family members can make an 
appointment for training at a later date. 

@tclc to Top 
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· m the Guardian Interlock system work in my car? 

The, syster 1 is designed to work in all cars and trucks. As an additional service, your vehicle•s 
electrical S)'Stem is tested to ensure that it works properly, In th~ event that the electrical system 
needs repair, work mast be completed before the system can be installed. 

Baek to Top 

Can it affect my car? 

No. The Guardian Interlock system is designed to interfere with your vehicle's operation as little as 
possible. Your vehicle will be returned to "nonnaJ II at the time the system is removed. 

B■ck to Ton 
•=•••· ·ttttlt:e:nt:tttr:trttt::::t±:Mttttte ...... , ... ,:t:r:ttt. It···•• .. ◄• ...... - .... , .. ,,,.' I ''lit:'1 ~ .... , ····==-·:t..... :trrt:ttt: .• ····~t"'" ,1., .. 1 ... ·t:r:te:'""'""t:t:t::t• ,, ................. tr t·ttttt 1•:tt::tttr··· .. --·+ t l'"trtr t:tmt: .... tttrtd 

Can I cheat the system? 

Not without being caught. Your system keeps a record of every transaction you have with your 
... . interlock along with ~e date. t!me and alcohol level. It can al.so be set to require a rando~ retest after 

·· ··-ou start you car. Ifthas retest 1s failed or refused or If the unit detects that the car 1s running and no 
,.,reath test has been given it resets is internal calendar, requiring you to return to the service center 

·--- early. This activity is then reported to the authorities and a reset fee is charged by the service center. 

http://www.guardianinterlock.com/Q&A.htm 12/20/2000 
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What Is the rolling retest and will It shut off my car? 

The !'OIiing retest is a device used to ensure that the driver o( ~e car is rot drinking and driving, It 
requires a random test as you drive down the road (after the 1mtial test 1s passed and the car is 
started). The Interlock cabnot shut off your c•r. lf this test is faiJed or refused it will cause your 
lights to flash and your hom to honk until you pull over and tum the car off. The interlock then resets 
its internal calendar requiring you to report back the service center early. 

latktoTop 
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l1 the Interlock alcohol speelftc~ 

In order to offer you the lowest cost ~nit in the ~ountry we have chosen not to make the Guardian 
Interlock alcohol specific. Your service technician will cover the do's and don'ts of the system that 
will make it hassle free. 

Beck to Top 
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How long does the program last and how much does it cost? 

; The court or state detennines how Jong you must be in the program, however the minimum lease 
period is 6 months. The program cost less that $2.00 per day. This charge covers the lease and all 
scheduled appointments. 

8aek to Top 

* jp"• t:r:t ··-• t1i sze•ttrtt"er:-:rcMetttH· .... tt·et:t'r""'•~--:re: ..... :t:mH...... t:ete:tr::t..u rttt:t· -s:::rtr:'"' 'ttt r w·se .. t w 

Do you offer financing? 

Most Guardian Jnterlock Service Centers accept Master card and Visa. Prepaying your lease on your 
bank card could lower your payments to as little as $1 o .. s20 per month. 

Bick to Top 
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Will my car start If I have been drinking? 

When your system is installed, the service technician wm explain to r.ou the alcohol settings for your 
assigned system and the different conditions that can cause you to faal the breath test. 

Baek to Top 
-· · ,\ •·~•e• -• :rt··= •atttmtt•tt• tt w• , ••. ,.. .•. ,. .... ,,.. 11 • 1• ,, " re,.•· ·•w •-·ta, , •. ,,,.,,. ... ,,. .... .,d•1 • •······~-,, , ••• " .,. ··,·=w·trt· •· · • ,, •••tt•··•=• ••w~ett 

· .. ,__.} What If I cannot get my car started? 
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First review your operating guide that you will receive at the time of installation. If that doe!l not r9ieat up the problem, call you local service center, 

~99. 
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What are the benefits of participating in the Guardian Interlock Responsible Drhter 
Proaram? 

Most participants in the program are on probation for one or more drinking and driving offenses. 
Offenders who want to help monitor themselves and who agree to participate in the Ouardian 
Interlock Responsible Driver Program are permitted privileges that the court may not otherwise be 
inclined to grant. Officials are responding very positively to offenders who choose to participate in 
this program, They recoanize that the Guardian Interlock ltesponsible Driver Program can help you 
to drive responsibly. Jt may even keep you from repeating your offense. 

lack to Top 

The Guardian Interlock Responsible Driver Program Is an economical solution for 
r6talnlng your driving privileges. 
t ttr?ts:tttt • "ft tt ,.,, t -• r·::wttttts t t···•·, "*' tt·11··: • · tte':t:1 t •· ,tr tL• .. t ~ H .. ,,, • ·1 t·tn H ·ztt, , ·• en '"····tt- .. ·• * ... , H •·Htt aM , ... e,,itemm:rtr e·ur·-

Remember, 
HHQ 

·~ when you ch~ose to pardclpate in the. Guardian Interlopk 
Responsible Driver Program, you are given the opportuntty to 
retain a privilege and to make wiser decisions about driving. 

nllenm. 
Copyriabt C (Guardian lnterloek Systems, Inc.). All rlaht• reserved. 
Re\lW: M1y 16, 2000, 
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