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OPTIMUM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT/DRIVER CONTROL 

Purpose of this Supplement 

1. Provide background information regarding the study. 

2 . Outline the management structure established to provide 
guidance and direction to the study group. 

3 . Identify areas of concern to management with the product 
submitted by the consultant firm and explain actions taken 
to resolve the issues. 

4. Present, in matrix format, a listing of major study recom­
mendations, the position of appropriate State departments, 
and implementation status for each recommendation. 

Background 

On 1 Jul 69 , t he Department of Motor Vehicles received authori­
zation to spend $48 7,327 in Federal funds from the Office of 
Traffic Safety to undertake an indepth study to respond fully 
to Senate Resolution 160 of the 1968 Legislative Session. The 
two main objectives of the study were: 

IJBRARl ;~.· 

1. Consider the need for improvement or changes in the relation­
ship between the agencies concerned with safety on the high­
ways, and 

2. Consider the changes needed in the traffic laws, driver 
licensing laws and other laws related to highway safety. 

To meet the objectives, a "systems model" approach to the study 
was necessary. It was felt that the identification of deficiencies 
and coordination problems in the traffic enforcement/driver control 
program, could lead to significant recommendations for program 
improvement, e.g., organizational changes, communication mechanisms, 
modification of existing laws, etc. The three major components of 
the traffic enforcement/driver control program to be studied were: 
(1) traffic courts and prosecutors, (2) police traffic services, 
and (3) administrative regulation (Department of Motor Vehicles). 

Management Structure 

Since the scope of the study involved both the executive and judi­
cial branches of State Government, as well as numerous local 
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governmental organizations and functions, both a Project Steering 
Committee and a Project Advisory Committee were established. 

The Steering Committee, acting as the project policy making body, 
consisted of the Director of Motor Vehicles serving as Chairman, 
the Commissioner of the California Highway Patrol (CHP), and the 
Director of the Administrative Office of the Courts (AOC). Although 
not an official member of the Steering Committee, a representative 
from the Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) was included and attended 
Steering Commi t tee meetings. 

The Advisory Committee consisted of ten individuals. Committee 
members included judges, prosecutors, local law enforcement person­
nel, court clerks, county supervisors, and citizen safety groups. 

Responsibility for day-to-day management of the project was assigned 
to a Project Director (Chief of Research and Statistics, DMV) and 
Co-Director (Chief of the Division of Drivers Licenses, DMV). A 
project work team consisting of representatives from the Department 
of Motor Vehicles, California Highway Patrol and Administrative 
Office of the Courts was also established to work with representa­
tives of the consulting firm. 

Study Approach 

In the fall of 1969, a request for proposal (RFP) was released to 
16 qualified firms. Proposals of nine firms were evaluated by the 
Steering Committee and project staff. A contract for $446,000 was 
awarded to GTE Sylvania Sociosystems Laboratory to perform the study 
over a 17 month period. 

The study methodology consisted of several major sub-studies 
involving field surveys in seven counties; a series of driver record 
foll ow-up studies using central driver record data; a regression 
analysis of system countermeasure effectiveness and accident fre­
quency; an experiment in driver improvement; questionnaires adminis­
tered t o law enforcement agencies, judges, prosecutors, juvenile 
traffic hearing officers, driver improvement analysts and drivers; 
and interviews with legislators and key administrative officials. 

The results of the systems analysis performed by the contractor are 
reported in a three-volume set of documents titled: 

1. An Optimum System for Traffic Enforcement/Driver Control, Final 
Report Summary of Findings and Recommendations, October 1971. 

2. An Optimum System for Traffic Enforcement/Driver Control, Final 
Report, Volume I, October 1971. 

3. An Optimum System for Traffic Enforcement/Driver Control, Final 
Report, Volume II (Appendices), October 1971. 
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Areas of Concern 

Upon receipt of the final report documents, an extensive review of 
the findings and recommendations was carried out by the Steering 
Committee and the staffs of the various affected agencies. In 
completing this review, the agencies were confronted with several 
problems which greatly complicated the review process and resulted 
in lengthy delays in transmitting the report to the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration and the California Legislature for 
review and action. 

1. In the judgment of the Steering Commit tee , while most of the 
study tasks were completed satisfactorily, some of the tasks 
were not developed to the extent required in the contract work 
plan and a few of the more specialized technical tasks did not 
meet minimum performance standards . Additionally, the contrac­
tor failed to develop adequate cost/benefit data , which made it 
difficult and sometimes impossible to assess the feasibility of 
improvement recommendations.(l) 

2. The three-volume set of final project reports submitted to the 
contractor did not provide a complete and comprehensive listing 
of all the recommendations in one document. The volume titled 
"Summary of Findings and R2commendations" was intended to pro­
vide such a comprehensive listing; however, upon detailed review 
of the documents, it was determined that many statements of 
recommendations were not brought forward from the Volume I 
report. Only major "sys terns type" recommendations appear in 
the summary report. 

3. Several recommendations made by the contractor were multi­
faceted, involving action by more than one department or agency. 
Several other recommendations involved changes within both the 
executive and judicial branches of State Government. Evaluating 
recommendations of this nature, which is difficult even under 
the most favorable circumstances, was complicated by the 
absence of cost data and a specific implementation plan. 

The above factors not only necessitated, but also prolonged the 
final review of the consultant's work before transmitting the reports 
to the Legislature. In order to crystalize specific improvement 
recommendations and conduct a meaningful review, it was necessary 
for the staff of the Department of Motor Vehicles to complete the 
following tasks: 

(l)As a result of the noted deficiencies, on 10 Jan 72, the Director of the Depart­
ment of Motor Vehicles (Steering Committee Chairman) notified GTE Sylvania 
Incorporated that unless the study deficiencies were corrected, the final pay­
ment of $44,600 would be considered forfeited. The State has since expended 
additional time and project funds to correct some of the deficiencies (see 
erratum to Volume II). 
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1. Extract and prepare from the reports a complete listing of all 
study recommendations. This resulted in a listing of 82 
recommendations. A summary and evaluation matrix of the 82 
recommendations is presented as Exhibit A. 

2 . Prepare an evaluation sheet (Exhibit B) for each recommendation 
and transmit a complete set of sheets to each of the partici­
pating agencies for completion. 

The column headings of the matrix are abbreviations of the involved 
departments as follows: 

OTS - Office of Traffic Safety 
DMV - Department of Motor Vehicles 
AOC - Administrative Office of the Courts, Judicial Council 
CHP - California Highway Patrol 

Within the matrix the following designations are used: 

Position Implementation 

A - Agree 
MA- Mostly agree 
MD- Mostly disagree 
D - Disagree 
N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient data to determine position 

C -
p -
s -
(-) 

Completed 
In process 
Scheduled 
- Undetermined 

XX- Recommendation does not apply to t his department 

Because of the compound nature of many of the recommendations and 
differing conventions used by each agency in formulating this 
response, caution must be utilized in interpreting the attached 
matrix and the basis of each department's position. In most cases, 
position was determined on the basis of what was to be accomplished 
by the recommendation rather than what agency should be responsibile 
fo r i ts implementation. In the case of compound recommendations 
underlining has been used to indicate the part of the recommenda­
tion upon which the position was determined. The comment sheets 
from each agency have been saved as backup documents in the event 
of future inqu i ries and study. 

The review process resulted in a breakdown of the current i mple­
mentation status of the 82 recommendations as follows: 

Implementation completed ...... 11 
Implementation in process ..... 31 
Implementation scheduled...... 6 
Implementation undetermined ... 34 

I n revi ewing the a ttached recommendations, several instances can be 
noted in vhich the State unanimously disagrees (or non-concurs) with 
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the consultant's recommendations. In such cases , the State Project 
Steering Committee encourages the independent evaluation of others, 
most notably the Legislature, and will be happy to supply additional 
explanatory material to interested parties. There also are instances 
in which the State agencies disagree with each other on certain 
recommendations or in which the implementation status of acceptable 
recommendations is indefinite or undetermined. In these cases, 
further direction and impetus from the Legislature may be necessary 
t o promote implementation of desirable changes in the traffic 
enforcement/driver control system. It seems particularly essential 
that further le gislative involvement be considered in those areas 
involving interpretations of existing legislative intent and the 
questions of judicial autonomy. 

I nquirires regarding the project or implementation of the study 
recommendations should be addressed to the Director, Department of 
Motor Vehicles, P. 0. Box 1828 , Sacramento, CA 95809. 



I 

OPTIMUM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT/DRIVER CONTROL 
EVALUATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendation 

1. The California Traffic Safety Program should be expanded to 
meet the broad objective (as stated in Section 2900 c .v .c . ) 
of reducing death and injury due to traffic accidents . This 
will involve going far beyond insuring compliance with 
federal standards to the development of a coordinated 
approach to traffic safety problems by all agencies of 
government . (Vol. I, Page III-2 . ) 

2 . The Office of Traffic Safety should broaden its role and be 
charged with coordinating the develc pment and implementation 
of the California Traffic Safety Program and with evaluating 
its effectiveness. The line agencies which would implement 
the Progra m should also be involved with its development . 
(Vol. I, Page III - 2 and 14 . ) 

3 . The Traffic Court Coordinator in the Administrative Office 
of the Courts should work closely with the Office of Traffic 
Safety to aid in the development , implementation and evalu­
ation of the California Traffic Safety Program . This 
relationship should be formalized . (Vol. I , Page III-2 
and 14 . ) 

4. 'O)e r,egislature should amend the vehicle code to require a 
more comprehensive California Traffic Safety Plan dealing 
with all aspects of traffic safety t o be developed and to 
be updated on a yearly basis. The Plan should include the 
traffic safety problems facing California, the approaches 
to be taken to alleviate problems, the roles and respon­
sibilities of agencies with regard t o each program, experi­
mental and research ~rogram t o be carried _out, and the 
legislatio n and f unding ne eded t o accomplish the programs. 
(Vol I, Page III-3.) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Position 

OTS OMV AOC 

A A A 

A A xx 

A A MA 

D MD xx 

Implementa tion 

CHP OTS OMV 

A p 

I p 

A 

MD 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

Undetermined 

AOC 

C 

CHP 



APPENDIX A 



CP';' I :~u:· .... iS:'~!·1 !:OP 1:i'l{.:;FF IC -r-:-~~FO ~.cr.-~~~KT/D' '>I V,. i C\J:~TR0~ 
!·~V.?\T C'".TION 11F ~.re,.., .. ; ""'°". ~•:D~\TI ,';~:("" 

Recomrr,,--1 -· ation Positic n Imi:-l emen tati c-n 

2 

OTS DMV l\OC CHP OTS :::>MV '\OC CHP 

5 . The Office of Tra f fic Safety should deve l op forma lized rro- A A ~D A p - - -
cedures for c oordinating t he cour~s , t he Dcpart~ent of 
Motor Vehi c les and the califo rni c1 E i ghway Patrol t , ac':i.e v c 
a unified comprehensive a pproach t ~ tra f fic ea•ety . 
(Vol . 1 , Page III - 5 .) 

6 . The Off ice of Traffic Safety , 1•1ith U--. 0 he l. r ,. r. th0 Tra :- f ic A A A A p - - -
Court Coordinator and the Departmentn of Education an<" 
Health , should be charged with develc ; ing a uni f ied ap~roach 
to the d r inking driver and coordinat ing the in·p l ementa tion -
of the plan . (Vol . I , Page I II - 6 .) 

7 . The Office of Traffic Sa fety should take the leac-1 in further A A I IIA s - - -
developing and coor dina ti ng t he use of sequential pena ltie s 

1 and trea tr:ients and , th r o ugh the Tra ff ic Court Cc-r- r o ina t c!' , 
actively encourage judges and traf f ic r efer ee s to us e theD . 
(Vol . I , Page I I I - 7 .} 

8 . The Off i ce of Traffic Safety sho uld take the initiative t c- A A !~ A s - - -
b r i ng the p r oblem o n the use and enfcrcement of license c o n-
trols up for considera t ion and help reach oclicy a greement 
among all age ncies c o ncerned . It sho uld then en c 0 urage 
a ct ions consistent with policy and help establish necessary 
informa ti ,:rn exchang e . (Vo l . I , Page III - ::' . } 

9 . The Office of Tra ff ic Safety shou ld serve as i.n i tiator anc: MA MA MA ~-:A p p - -
as the focus t o establish a study t c <"etermine i r a :, ,r- re 

complex and expensive communication sys tem sh r ulc' be de-
signed and im~lemented between the Department c , [ Motor 
Vehicles and the courts. (Vol . I, Page III-8 , X- 2 , 6 . } 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insuffic i ent Data 
XX - Does not a pp ly to 

th i s department. 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

- Undetermined 



OPTIMUM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT/DRIVER CONTROL 
EVALUATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendations 

10. 'l'he Office of Traffic Safety should impartially review 
traffic safety budgets with the objective o f insuring that 
funds are spent where they will do the most g ood in terms 
of overall traffic safety. To accomplish this, the Office 
of Traffic Safety will need data developed within operating 
agencies and may also require additional studies t 0 be 
performed . (Vol. I, Page III-9 and 14.) 

11. 'l'he Office of Traffic Safety should pro pose , develop or 
coordinate development and implementation o f traffic safety 
experimental and research studies . The studies would be 
performed by research staff of the appropriate agency and 
the Office of Traffic Safety could provide assistance in 
designing, monitoring and disseminating information regard­
ing the study . (Vol . 1, Page III-11, 14 & 15.) 

12. 'l'he Office of Traffic Safety should develop a Traffic Safety 
Program legislative package, press for its passage and act 
as spokesman for all agencies concerned with traffic safety. 
(Vol. I, Page III-11 and 16 . ) 

13. 'l'he Secretary of the Business and Transportatio n Agency 
should continue to administer the Califo rnia Traffic Safety 
Program. The Office of Traffic Safety should carry out the 
day-to-day functions associated with developing the program 
and administering its implementation and should advise the 
secretary on all matters per taining to traffic safety . 
(Vol. I, Page III-12 . ) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Dati 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Po sitio n 

OTS DMV AOC 

D MA xx 

A A N 

D MD N 

A MA xx 

Implementation 

CHP OTSI DMV 

N 

MA p 

N 

MA p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 
- - Undetermined 

AOC 

3 

CHP 



OPTH'UM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFO~CE~'":NT 1 ;:-:-':r·,7,~ c:m:TPO! 
EVALUATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendation 

14. The sta f f o f the Office of Traffic Safety shou ld b e exfande d 
sufficiently so that it can per fo rm t h e a dditio nal f unctio ns 
of coordinat i ng development, implementatio n and evaluatio n 
of the California Traffic Safety Program, and a dv ising th e 
Secretary on all matters pertaining to traf f ic sa fe t y . 
(Vol. I, Page III-12.) 

15 . The Traffic Safety Coordinato r should meet o n a regular 
basis with a committee composed of the Director o f t h e 
Department of Motor Vehicles, the Commissio ner of t h e 
California Highway Patrol, the Chief o f the Division c,f 
Highways and the Director of the Administrative Office of 
the Courts to establish policy and to resolve maj c r problems 
that will arise. From time t o time, representatives from 
other agencies, e.g., Education, Public Health, should 
attend the meetings. (Vol. I, Page III-14.) 

16. The Department of Motor Vehicles, Califo rnia Highway Patro l, 
Division of Highways and Administrative Office of t h e Courts 
should each appoint a representative t o work clo sely with 
the Office of Traffic Safety and to serve as liaison between 
it. (Vol. I, Page III-14.) 

17. The Legislature should provide , when necessary, the enabling 
legislation so that experimental studies may leg ally b e 
performed. (Vol. I, Page III-16.) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

OTS 

A 

A 

A 

A 

Posi ti, n 

DMV AOC 

MA xx 

A A 

A A 

A A 

Imp lementatio n 

CHP OTS DMV 

I p 

A p 

A p 

A p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

p 

C 

C 

- Undetermined 

AOC 

4 

CHP 

C 



OPTD1UM SYSTE.t-'. r'_ n TRAFFIC EY FORCFMENT/DRIVER CONTROL 
:'"J"!,Ul\TION 0:- ~I'COM~1F,NDATION S 

Recomrr:endatic ns 

18. The licensing examinatio n for new drivers sh c uld be me re 
comprehensive in scope, more t ho r o ugh and the threshc ld fo r 
passing should be raised. Changes sho uld include deve l op ing 
sets of written questio ns dealing with safe driving practices 
and driver attitudes, deve loping a more comprehensive driving 
skill te s t and raising the level of skill that must be 
demonstrated by a new driver. This recomme ndation should 
be subject to an experimental p rog ram to gather a ctual data 
on the improvement new drivers will show before it is 
instituted throughout t he State. (Vol. I , Page IV-1 , 2, 
6 - 10 . ) 

19. The Department of Motor Vehicles should conduct a small 
study to determine if applicants for a California driver's 
license who possess a valid license from ano ther state 
should be required to take the same comprehensive t e st as 
new drivers or whether they can be given a simp ler, mc,re 
economical test , such as is given for license r enewals. 
{Vol . I, Page IV-1 . ) 

20. The Departments of Motor Vehicles and Educatio n, in coor din­
ation with the Office of Traf f ic Safety, shou l d develop 
jointly a req uirement and mor e suitable high schcc• l ccurse 
for education and training for the potential driver , with 
particular emphasis on instilling in h i rr: a be tter attitude 
t oward d riving . The current s tudy rf high school cour ses 
and comme rcial driving schoo ls should ~ r oduce much me re 
de f initive r ecorru;iendations . (Vo l. I, Page IV-2 and 4 .) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Pos iti, n 

OTS DMV AOC 

N f,'.]\ xx 

A A xx 

A A x.,v; 

Implementatio n 

CHP OTS DMV 

N 

xx 

xx p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

p 

C 

C 

- Undetermined 

AOC 

5 

CHP 



OPTIMlW SYSTE:-1 FOR TRAFFIC ::CNFOI"?Cn·:.SNT/DRI'JSR COKTR0I. 
EVALUATION OF RFCOM.MI::~TDATI ONS 

Recommendation 

21. The driver education study being conducted by the DP!:)artr 0nt 
of Moto r Vehicles sh ould take intr consideraticn att i tuc1inal 
education as well as attempt to evaluate the cur r iculum with 
regard to the number of hours spent in the classroom and its 
ratio to the number of hours o n the road in actua l rrivin<J . 
(Vol. I, Page IV-4 . ) 

22. The Driver Handbook should include material that i::-rovides 
information on safe driving practices and some di~cussion 
of driver attitude . (Vol. I, Page IV- 6 and f' . ) 

23 . Data necessary to perform a cost-effectiveness analysis of 
traffic patrol should be obtained as soon as possible and 
the results of the analysis sho uld be considered by all law 
enforcement agencies and budgeting auth c•rities . The findings 
of the operation 101 and 500 studies should be made available 
as soon as possible and if they are no t conclusive a new 
study should be undertaken. (Vol . I, Page V- 2 and 7 . ) 

24 . The California Highway Patrol should eliminate uniform 
officers from passenger vehicle inspection and use trained 
mechanics instead. (Vol . I , Page V- 2 . ) 

25. Traffic officers should not be required t o appear at every 
contested case involving an arrest they made , but r nl y in 
major violation cases. The San Francisco Municipal Crurt 
program should be evaluated and, i f: success f ul, adortea by 
other jurisdictions throughout the State. (Vol. I, Page V-2, 
10 & 11.) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

OTS 

ts: 

A 

N 

A 

A 

Pc ~itic n 

DMV AOC 

:· '"") X;; 

l\ Xv 
" 

N xx 

xx xx 

I I 

Implementation 

CHP OTS DMV 

l''.X' 

xx 

A 

A 

A p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

s 

- Undetermined 

AOC 

G 

CHP 

p 

C 

p 



OPTI '.ITJM SYSTF::. FOf:'. T"' l\:r'I'I C' -·:PO:>CEi '.F'.;T 1D>; I'lf'f CCTT~OL 
rv,-1LU.'\T '!:O:'' 0"' !'I'r:()M!' '.EKDl\TIOKS 

Re commenc1at i.on 

2 6 . Uni form e n fo r cement guideline s shc ~ld be develo~e~ and 
adop ted by all e nforcement a gencies . Th= <::,ui cle l ines S'1 '..u ld 
stress t hose mcvi ng vic lations that ,r, ,ou:::e a high accident 
risk under the par ticular circuf:lstances <'ex isting at t he time 
of the violatio n . The Cali for n ia Highway Patrol shcu l d 
disseminate this in fo rmation as we ll as ri rop• se uni [o r m 
enforcemen t standards t c l ocal agencies . Lo cal age ncies 
should malce a grea t er effor t to a r,,p l y this infc r matic n tr, 
their own particular traffic enfo rceme nt needs . (Vol . I , 
Page V-2 and 8 .) 

27. At every contact made with drivers , t he validity o f his 
driver's license sho uld b e veri f ied by the tra f fic officer 
and in every instance where a d river do es not h a ve his 
license in his possession, he should be ci t ed . (Vo l . I, 
Page V-2.) 

28 . The Office of Tra ff ic Safety should p r omo t e t he exch a nge c,f 
information between law enforcement agencies regardi ng t he 
effect iveness of traffic enforcement techn i que s and s h c uld 
prov ide research and experimental studies t o ob tain data 
needed to determine p r ograrr. effectiveness . (Vol. I, Pag e 
V-3 and 7 .) 

29 . Local law enforcement ag e ncies should review their prog rans 
and g ive consideratio n to selective en fc r ce~ent techniaues 
that have p r o ven success f ul, e . g ., t he Pa u l Dixon Meth~d 
of Selectiv e En fo rcement . (Vo l. I, Page V- 8 .) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neu tral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Po siti c:-n 

OTS DMV AOC 

A t:A xx 

D A )0{ 

A A xx 

A MA xx 

Imp lementation 

C'.IP OTS DMV 

A 

MA 

A p 

A p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

Undetermined 

AOC 

7 

CHP 

C 

p 



OPTIMUM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT/DRI VER CONTROL 
EVALUATION OF P-ECOM.MENDATIONS 

Recommendatio n 

30. Local enforcement agencies should provide all their tra ff ic 
officers with some training in tra f fic en f or c ement. (Vo l. I• 
page V-9.) 

31. The e f fectiveness of the current Passenger Vehicle Inspectio n ! 
Program should be determined t o see i f it is cost-effective 
and to compare its eff ectiveness t o a periodic inspectio n 
program where the inspectio n is performed in a fully e quipped 
inspection station. (Vol. I, Page V-10.) 

32. The California Highway Patrol sho uld make use of radar as an 
enforcement aid. (Vol. I, Page v -12.) 

33. The uniform accident investigation and reporting procedures 
proposed as part of the Statewide Integrated Traffic Record 
System should be adopted by all enforcement agencies in the 
State. (Vol. I, Page V-13.) 

34. Tow truck operators should be required to no tify the po lice 
of an accident if the police are not already at the scene 
of the accident. (Vol. I, Page V-13.) 

35. Ordinary rules-of-the-road violations (Divisio n 11 c .v .c . 
except for most of Chapter 12) sho uld b e r e classi f i ed as 
infractions so that simplified pro cedures can b e used t o 
adjudicate these violations . More serious tra ff i c v i o latio ns 
should remain misdemeanors and f elonies. (Vo l. I, Pag e VI-1, 
2 & 8-10.) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

I 

I 

I 

OTS 

A 

A 

N 

A 

N 

A 

Posi t i r, n 

DMV AOC 

A xx 

I MA I xx 

I A I xx 

I A I xx 

I N I xx 

MA A 

I 

I 

I 

I 

8 

I mp lementatio n 

CHP OTS DMV 

A p 

A -

A I - I 

A I p I 

N -

N C 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

-

-

-

-

-

Undetermined 

AOC I CHP 

- -

- -

I - I p 

I - I p 

- -

p 



OPTIMU!-l SYSTEM f'OR TR71FFIC ENFORCEMENT/DRIVER CONTROL 
EVZ\LUATION OF RECOD!ENDAT IONS 

Recommendation 

36. A defendant should no t have t o a ppear mo r e than once t o 
contest a citation. Th is can be accomplished by scheduling 
both the arraig nmen t and trial t o occur at the s a me time . 
A seco nd appearance would be necessary only if t he defendant 
wants a jur y trial or the officer to be present . (Vol . I' 
Page VI - 2 , 11- 13 . ) 

37 . Infractions (Re fe rence Recommendation # 35) shc, uld be adjudi-
cated by a lesser legal officer than a judge in Municipa l 
Courts. (Vol. I • Page VI - 2, VII-1 , 3' 4 . ) 

38 . The Judicial Council andior t he Legislature should r e view 
and better def in~ tb~ ~tQ~~9~t~ ~ ~ nge~ wh i~h oriQr CQnvic-
tions 1 Earticularli those fo r drunk driving , mav be d ismisse~ 

The Department of .Motor Vehicles shc;uld tabulate, by c c urt , 
the number of prior drunk driving convictions each court h as 
dismissed and should f orwa rd this information t o the 
Admin istrative Office o f the Courts and the Off ice of Tra ffic 
Safety to determine reasons for the dismissals and discussion 
of problems with judges . (Vol. I' Page VI-2, X-4 . ) 

39 . courts should consider allowing a dr iver t o ma]<e his inten-
tions as t o whether he will p lead gui lty with explanation or 
no t guilty known t o the c ourt clerk by mail. (Vo l . I, 
Page VI - 13 .) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mos t ly Disag r ee 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

t his departme nt . 

Positic n 

OTS OMV AOC 

A /'l',.l\ MA 

"· A I 

N A I 

N I I 

Implementation 

CHP OTS OMV 

A p 

N p 

MA -

xx -

I MPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - I n Process 
S - Schedu led 

-

-

-

-

Unde t ermined 

AOC 

p 

p 

-

-

9 

CHP 

-

-

-

-



OPTIMUM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFORCCt-:ENT/DRIVER CONTROL 
EVALUATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendation 

40. The Grunsky bill , SB 1312, should be passed by the Legis-
lature so as to stop the abuses of the Mitchell v s . Orr 
decision. (Vol. I, Page VI-16.) 

41. The Judic ial Council should impress on all judges the meaning 
of the Mitchell vs. Orr decisio n and not abuse it. (Vol. I, 
Page VI-16.) 

42. The prosecutor should check the license status with DMV of 
every driver who did not have a license in his possession 
when he was stopped and should file an amended complaint o f 
driving with a suspended license if that was the case . 
(Vol. I, Page VI-17.} 

43. Judges should allow charges in c omplaints amended t o inc lud e 
driving with a suspended license (re f er t o Recomrnendati n n 
# 42) to be prosecuted t o the full e xtent oF t h e Jaw ,-,hen the 
driver is also charged with another tra ff ic vio lation. 
(Vol. I, Page VI-17.) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Position 

OTS OMV AOC 

A MA A 

A A MA 

A A xx 

A A I 

Imp lementatio n 

CHP OTS DMV 

xx -

xx -

A C 

A C 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

-

-

-

-

- - Undetermined 

AOC 

C 

p 

-

-

10. 

CHP 

-

-

-

-



OPTIMUM SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFORCEMENT/DRIVER CONTROL 
EVALUATION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendation 

44. Courts shQuld make ever~ effort t o obtain and fo rward t o the 
Deeartment of Motor Vehicles the license of driv!ilr lil CQD,-
victed of a vio latio n that reguires a mandator~ suseension 
or revocation. An in fo rmatio nal Qrogram tQ make ~Qyrt~ 
aware of the reguirement would be hele f ul . 

AMIS should check t o see if courts h a ve p icked u p the license 
of the driver in cases whe re a mandatory suspension o r 
revo cation is required. Failures t o do so sho uld be tabu-
lated by court and forwarded t o the Administrative OFfice 
of the Courts fo r action. (Vol. I, Page VI -17, VIII - 3 , 
17 & 25, X-4.} 

45. The Office of Traff ic Safe ty, in conjunction with t he 
Administrative Office of the Courts and the Department of 
Motor Vehicles, should undertake a study t o determine the 
fe as ibility of remov ing the adjudicatio n o f o rdinary 
rules-o f -the-road vio lations and o t h er tra ff ic infractio ns 
from the courts and establishing an administrative ad jud i-
cation system similar to the one recently established in 
New York City . (Vol. I, Page VII-2, 4-6.} 

46. The powers of traffic re fe rees sho uld be expanded t o in c lude 
the hearing of contested in f ractio n cases, including the 
rendering of decisions concerning guilt and the i mposi ti o n 
of penalties in such cases. (Vo l. I• Page VII-3.} 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mos tly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Dati 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Position 

OTS DMV AOC 

A A MA 

A A MA 

A MA I 

Implementatio n 

CHP OTS DMV 

xx -

MD -

N p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

p 

-

-

Undetermined 

AOC 

-

p 

p 

11. 

CHP 

-

-

-



OPTI MU1- '. SYSTEf,! FOR TR7\.FFIC E~:FORC'."'1''.E!,:TIDRI V~R CONTROT 
EV/\LUl\TIO!~ OF I1.EC0!1MENDATIONS 

Recor.lJTle nda t ion 

47. Judg es shoul d cont inu e t o hand l e adjudicatic n cf misdemeanor 
v i o lations of the Veh i cle Code ; J ust ice Co urt judges sh0 u l d 
c o ntinue t o hear bo t h i n f r act i o ns and misdemeannrs . (Vo l. I , 
Page VII-4.) 

48 . The c o urts sho uld r eport t o t he Departr.1ent cf Mo t or Vehicles 
all conv i ctions in wh ich the driv er •.1as sentenced t () tr a Ef ic 
school and t h e Depar tmen t of Motor Vehicles sho uld count a ll 
these convictions. (Vol. I, Page VIII- 1 & 12 .) 

49. Drivers , instead of being s e nt t o t ra ffic school , sho ul d be 
sent to the more cost-ef f e ctive group educa t i o n mee t i ng 
(GEM) run by the Department cf Mo t or Vehicl e s. Co nsideratio n 
should be given t o chang i ng d riving s choo ls t o mo r e c l ~se l y 
me et GEM standards o r phasing out t he schoo ls. (Vo l. I, 
Page VIII-1 & 13.) 

SO. The Administrative Of f ice of the Co ur ts s houl d under take an 
in fo rmational p rogram t o make j udges more a•,;a rc of whic h 
s e ntence s are e ffect ive i n deal ing with varic:us types rr. 

drive rs. (Vo l. I, Page VIII-1.) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Positi , n 

OTS OMV l\OC 

N I I 

A MA N 

N ~-;A I 

I\ I\ A 

12 . 

I mplementation 

CHP OTS DMV AOC CHP 

N p 

A 

N 

A C 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

Undetermined 



OPTDlUl·l SYf.'I'E/>1 F')K TR\:-~~= C "'l\TOl"'.C::":-:r:K'.2 1 !~, I 'J'"": ~ cor:Tr.or. 
L'l"/!\LU1\TI1):·: Of.' :;.FCOi\::-~?~D,'\'T'IO:•!S 

p--•.?it.i., n Ir ,r J cncnta tion 
Re c ommendations 

51 . The Department o f Motor v ehicles sho ul d noti f y the court , ••• 
the discrepancy e very time they receive an abst r act shm·Jinq 
that a mandatory jail sentence was not imrosecl in cas€'s 
requ1.r1.ng it or when a sentence does not cor.irlv ·,1ith t he 
Veh i c l e Code . 

AMI S should also be p r ogra mmecl t c., ~;ec that i enal ties irnr-osecl 
meet the requirements of the Vehicl e Cede . Con f licts "r.0uld 
be reported · to the Administrative Of ~ice •0 ~ th0 Co urts . 
Frequent conflicts with regar d t c a particular v i 0 laticn rr 
court shou ld be resolved by the Depart~ent er Ma t er Vehicles , 
Administrative Office of th e Courts , and the O~~ i cP or 
Tr affic Safety . (Vol . I , Page VIII - 1 , 2, 9 , X- 4 . ) 

OTS 

D 

52 . The Depa rtment of Motor Vehic l es sho uld develop and cetermine I ~~ 
the effectiveness experimentally of tailored treatments for 
negligent operators who are accident prone and th0se whr arc 
violation p r one . (Vo l . I , Page VII I-2 , 18 - 22 . ) 

53 . A regression model to identify d rivers fo r treatment sh~uld -
be used rather than the current system of neg ligent spcrato r 
points . (Vol . I , Page VI II- 2 & 15 . ) • 

54 . The causes of long oelays should be identifico and c J i_r·inater' I A 
bet ween : a ) the time the Department r" Motc. r Veh icle:, .i. :" 

no ti fied of a convictio n and the tir :e it ]y· Jd1, a Kcc:; - O• 
hearing o r takes a mandatory acti r n , b ) accident tnvr lvcPent 
and a reexamination , a nd c) a physical and ~cntal inci~cnt 
and a DMV action . (Vol. I , Page VIII - 2 , 15- J [; . ) 

Dl•~-7 A,()(: GIP OTS 

HI\ '>"l'. Y:X 

A ~x xx 

i\ ".{X 1\ 

•subseque nt to completion of final report by the contractor, the Department of Motor Vehicles investigated 
the validity of the d¼ta in the regression model and found that the data was incorrect. See addendum to 
Volume II. 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

m:v 

s 

p 

MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree this department. Undetermined 

!,OC 

l? . 

CHP 



IJPTH"L't: SYSTEi, FOR '"'P~'\F"I C ~'.:FO':Cf>!'.E'.,:'!'/DP IVE!'! cm:T"<OI 
r,\l'.7\LU?\TIO~: OF 8.~CO~--::~:S~\1:).,..~TI O~JS 

Recommendation 

55 . Criteria for suspension o r restriction c[ a license and the 
procedures us ed t o rnonitc r p r obation should be reviewed for 
possible imp r ovements . (Vol . I , Page VIII - 2 , 21 .) 

56 . The status of every driver should be checlted by l\MIS every 
time a convict ion abstract o r accident report is entered into 
his record and i f it is determined the driver was driving 
while suspended , the DMV should provicle this in .formation tc 
t he Di strict Atto r ney ' s office so that a c omplaint ~a y be 
fi l ed . (Vol. I, Page VIII- 3 , 25 , 28 ; X- 1 , 3 .) 

57 . A mo r e consis t e n t a pproa ch toward the driver t o achieve 
g r e atest improvement in his fu ture driving performa nce shvuld 
be developed and impl emen t ed by the DMV and the courts . This 
appr oach shou ld i nclude a progr essio n cf penalties an0 treat­
ments wh ich depe nd upon the driver ' s prior recorcl as well as 
t h e v i olat ion and shoul d have as its measure o[ effectiveness, 
the deg r ee to which it i mproves the driver ' s fu t ure perfor­
mance. (Vo l. I , Page VII I - 3 , 11 , 21. ) 

58 . The Offi c e of Tra ffic Safet sho u l d i n itia te a test oro ·ect 
t o eva uate t he us e a nd effect i veness of a seouential set ~f 

e nal t i es a nd t r e atmen t s and im . lement the se roven effec­
tive , Funs should be se t as ide by appropriate a ge ncies 
for innovative research t o deve l op new anc" bet ter treatment . 
(Vo l. I, Pa geVIII- 11 , 29 , 33 . ) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not a pply to 

this department. 

Pr si.ticn 

OTS DMV AOC 

A l'. XY. 

A r.'iA xx 

A A A 

A A A 

I mp lementatio n 

CHP OTS DMV AOC 

A 

A 

A 

xx p 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C 
p 
s 

Completed 
In Process 
Scheduled 
Und e termined 

14. 

CHP 



ClPTnwr· SYSTsr: FOP TR-7\ FFIC E:JFORC,,:'-iENT/DIUV:-'D CONTROL, 
E'.'71.LUl\TTON 0"' RECO'.'l.MENDATIONS 

Rccorm,,cnda t i c:, n 

59. The Office of Tra ff ic safety shoul0 initiate an c cr 0 rdinate 
the development of a policy ~ -,c:~---.li zing and treating the -
drunk driver which can be adopted by all concern0d a gencies 
and implemented uniformly. (Vol. I• Page VIII-4.) 

60. courts should make an effort to fo n,ard all abstracts tc. t11e 

DeEartment of Motor vehicles ,11i thin the 10 days rcguirea bv 
the Vehicle Code, The mw shoulc'I tabulate the promrtness 
of each court and should ta1<e act ion t o make the se courts 
that are consistently late comply with the Vehicle Co~e . 
(Vol. I, Page VIII - 15; X-4.) 

61. Local police should be requ ired t o fi le accident repor ts with 
the California High1r1ay Patrol on a weekly basis rather than 
monthly . (Vol . I' Page VIII-17 & 18 .) 

62 . The Office of Tra ff ic Safety sho uld \/Ork with the Depart-
ments o f Motor Vehicles and Pub lic Health t o sreed up the 
reporting process for physical and mental incidents . (Vol. I, 
Page VIII-18 .) 

63 . The Department of Motor Vehicles sh c. ulcl conduct an exrcrirent 
to determine 
on probation . 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

t ,1 e effectiveness o f p lacin<J neg l igent (,peratc-rs 
(Vol. I, Page VIII-2 , 21.) 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

Positi ,, n 

OTS DMV .\QC 

A A l\ 

MA t-:A MA 

N !-'.A xx 

.A MA xx 

A /·'.A xx 

-· 

Implementation 

CHP OTS DMV 

A -

xx -

MA -

xx -

xx -

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

-

-

-

p 

C 

Undetermined 

AOC 

-

-

-

-

-

l S . 

-

CHP 

-

-

p 

-

-



OPTIMUM SYST:"~: ?OP TRM"!"JC EN~O~CE.t-'ENTl[;'<.IVE? co:;Tc:o: 
EVALt.:,'\THJ~; 0F RECO~:I'.E'.W:\TI():;;c; 

Recorr.mend a ticn 

64 . The Departmen t of Mo t o r Vehic l es should use individual hear ­
ings t c i de n tify ether pr oblems a d r iver may have tl-\a t are 
contr ibuting t o h i s poor dr i ving r e c o r d . A complete list 
of a gencies s hou l d be availab l e to e a ch Driver Imrrcvcil'cnt 
Anal yst fo r r eferral pur po s e s . (Vol. I , Page VIII - 4 & 33 . ) 

65 . Seve r e penalti es should be imposed o n the drinking driver tc 
discour a ge su ch dange r ous driving beha vior in the ,uture . 
The first conviction shou l d inc l ude a heavy fine, rerhar,s 
imprisonment, a nd a license rEstricticn shculd be im~rsed . 
A second convict i on within a few years should i nclude a 
hea vier fine , a j a il sentence and a license suspensirn . A 
th i rd co nviction should r equire a mandatory 14- day observa ­
tion in a menta l hospi t al as well as license susrensi0n or 
revocation . (Vol . I, Pa ge VI I I - 36 . } 

66 . In addition to checking his prior driver record , a checY. 
shou l d be made \•1it:i the Bureau of Criminal Stat i stics to 
de t e r mine whether a drinking dri·1er has a prir-r reccrd oE 
c o mmon d r unk cha r ges and/or if there is evidence of 
homicidal or suicidal tendencies . If so , iwrrediate referra l 
to an alcoholic t rea tment ce n ter should be made . (Vr:1 . I , 
Page VIII- 36 . ) 

POSITION: 

A - Agr ee 
MA - Mos t ly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutra l 
I - Insu f ficie nt Data 
XX - Does not a pply t o 

this department. 

CTS 

~J 

D 

.t-cA 

p, siti'" .. 

m-1V AOC 

l''D Y'-· 

VT' :;: 

MA I 

I mplementaticn 

CHP OT!: Dr-'.V 

xv 

N 

x~ 

IMPLEMENTATION : 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

- Undetermined 

AOC 

1 E . 

CHP 



OPTD1U.M SYSTEM FOR TRAFFIC ENFOi<.CEMENT/DRIVFF COKTROL 
EVALU!\TION OF RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendation 

67 . The DMV should make u se of license restrictions instead of 
li cense s uspensions in certain cases where sus;:ension ap;:,ears 
too severe and proba tion not severe enough . Violation cf a 
restric t ion must be conside r ed as serious an offense as 
drivi ng with a suspended l icense . 

The DMV , i n con j unction with the Office of Trafi:ic Safety, 
should mount an infor mation program to make traffic 
officers , prosecutors , and judges aware of the use f 
restrictions and that its violation should be dealt with 
in the same manner as suspensions. The effectiveness of 
restric tions should be evaluated and , if demonstrated 
successful , use of restrictions could be expanded . (Vol . I, 
Page VI II - 37 & 38 . ) 

68 . The Depa r trr.ent of !-totor Vehicles should better allocate its 
use of tests to test more thoroughly drivers deemed tc be 
high risks and reward good drivers by waiving all tests . 
Exper imentation is necessary to determine the best policy . 
(Vol. I, Page IX- 1 , 2 , 3 . ) 

69 . The Office of Traffic Safety, with the help 0f the Oe~art­
ment of Public Hea l th , should mal,e doctors aware 0" the need 
to report physical and mental conditions prornr.tly t0 the 
DMV . (Vol. I, Page IX-1 , 5 . ) 

70. Driver Improvement Analysts should receive ade1t1onal train­
ing in psychology , counseling ancJ traffic sa ,etv. (V"l . I, 
Page IX- 2 , 5, 6.) 

POSITION : 

A - Agr ee 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mos t ly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

t his departme nt. 

Position 

OTS DMV AOC 

A MA f'.~]\ 

N A xx 

A MD xx 

A 'cl.A > .. ,, 

Implementation 

CHP OTS DMV AOC 

A 

MD s 

xx s 

xx p 

I MPLEMENTATION: 

C 
p 
s 

Complet e d 
In Process 
Scheduled 
Undetermined 

l 7. 

CHP 



OPTir-~ur: SYSTEM f'()R T:{AF:":C ;:,~Jl'C?CS:>-ri:~;-r/:n~IV:":? C0~'!'?f;.L 
:'\~.:"'~L~.""\TIO~" Cif' :': ..... C0J\'~·r~\''IJ\r'I0~-7S 

71. 

72 . 

73 . 

74 . 

75 . 

76 . 

~':'!corr.me nda t ion 

The Departll'ent cf Mo t or Veh i cles shculcJ recr1..it .Yivr,r 
I mpr ovemen t Analys t s wi t h b~ckgr o unds in sccirlogy or 
psych o l ogy withcut the need i"r them tc first be Driv 0 rs 
Licens e :::xaminers . (vo: . I, ra:;0 I Y- 2 , S , 6 . ) 

The p r ohib iti on aga ins t testing a driver s,,lely because 0' 

his a ge should be r emcved and arivers over 70 shruld no ½0 
a llowed tc- r enew their licc,nse au~r!"atica l ly , cvr,n i r t cy 
arc ?.;rrn3 the 0rr:-ur ,," goo<" ori•;ers . (V l. I , Pa-~c IY - . ) 

Each Driver Ir.,r.)rovcrrcr.t Analyst s'.1eulc1 ·.vcr•: r, a 
so tha t eacn indivi~ual case can le :cll 0 wr6 and 
intc.; a state,;_ reou::.:cd social s'...r,0 ss . (Vol . I, 

caseJcaf 
Juided 
Page I~- S . ) 

~rivE:1. 11,,vr...:veF,cn.t Analysts sh~.:. ul,; deterrr.1.ne which c"f tncir 
programs are cf: little value and D.~l\' sh'•Ul ': 1.r.vcstigate t,,c 
effectiveness of tr·,::-sc :::r::)Jran,s . (Vol . I, Pag0 n~- G. ) 

The courts shculC be ~ecu1..:::.t:C to r:::;c ::t tc t.··i2 D~~ al~ 
p r obationE , sus~ensi~ns , etc ., that t~,cy irp0~e ~n drivers 
so t1-:.at accurate licE-n~c- r.tatus L'~ecks can b.-:- rerforrr-:-, . 
(Vol. I , pa,]0 ·-: - 1.) 

The DMV .shculd ·.•ai~r us8 c-~ t~, ..... inr<r~.at_i 1_n C(ntainc( ;~: • ·1r 

7'~,::!::S Systeri·• t'l-a:: inclicatr-r- b,1·-~ •.j )1 t:·r t~a-.ri,.. ('\nr ... rr'":1rr._l 

6r:.ver control syster· 1.s r:-er,..r·rr. ng 3.nr"' t'1nr : ........ i•"'r• r -
mati0n r0gar(in~ ~arci~u]ar • L~l: ~r- t0 ~~c~ -- ·,n 

t::e systcr-1 "er act ir n . (v- 1 . I, ra-::-c " - 1 , 2 ~ f . ) 

PCS I7ICi~ : 

A - Agr e e 
l1A - 1-!::>s tly Agr ee 
MD - Nos tly Disag ree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neu t ra l 
I - Insu ffic i ent Da t a 
XX - Does no t appl y to 

t h is d e partme nt. 

pr,~ it lC !1 

('l'S +Ji~:V AOC 

A ~-·A ~x 

r, '::A xx 

D t-!D 

HD !·ff' XY 

A A I 

l\ r:J\ XY 

Ir...,1 er:-,entati' n 

Ci-IP .::'TS 

):X 

xx 

xx 

=~y 

'',( 

'\ 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

D~'.V 

- Undetermined 

AOC 

H . 

CHP 



"Jt>T;·~:::· c:ys~r·· ~c ..... ~'P -".f';'T(' ...... :~F0? F .. r..;·r1~'!' 1-y·,.r · .. '"~T""I. cr,· :TPG!. 
T7''" ~.1'~:jc 'I'\. ';1 Ts:~ • :-- ..... Fen: •p..-. •,~2- .7\ ~r 0 ~-<:; 

~ccon,:,:.~L ,atio;1 

CTS 

77 . The c ourts should be recu ired t ;; ,l,;ta in rric:-s for,C~:A 
cases in wh ich convicti~n could l e a~ t c oan{atGr\· £Jsrcnsi 'n . 
The DMV could make use ot re:ruest:c- fer 1.ri::--?'s tc i'r.-. vi.d<:> 
courts w1. t.1': additional infor□ation , e . g ., license statue: , 
unserved notices a nd a reminder t o rick u ~ t~c driver 's 
license if convicted of a 'liclati n' that rer-ui.ccs r.'anc}ator·: 
suspension or revo cation . (Vo l . I, Pase X- 2 &: 5 .) ~ 

70. The DMV should ~rovic:e current license statu;,; in:orratirn t c 
thos e cou:.ties v1hich have their own le.ca 1 c0rnuterizcn crive r 
record systorr . (Vol . I , Page X- 2 & 6 . ) 

79 . Section 13209 of the Vehicle Code should be arren~c~ t r 
require prior s t o be obta ined befcre sentencing a 8 rivcr in 
any case where mandatory suspension o r rev:--c;i.tion is required 
rathe r than just fer drunk dr i v i ng . (Vol . I , Page X- 4 .) 

80 . The DMV shoulcl receive an acci::!ent re?ort "ro l"l }y;th the 
California Highwa y Patrol and the driver for all acci~ents 
in ·.vhi ch an injury or fatality r-ccurred . \·'h en a rer,crt is 
received f rorr one s o urce :Jut nr. t t he r ther , th" Dr·IV sh ,. u l cl 
n o t1.::y th e deficient rart ncco r chn 1" . '·'he n there 1.~ a 

o ng i re ag etween the date of t7e acrir"cnt an~ rer0irt 
o' t ~e r eport [ r"r.1 the CHP, the 9"-'!V sr:rulr" t ar-ulat" t½i.f" 
deficiency and fonvard the in .i:,rmat i "n t·· t:,e CHP cor act i, n . 
(Vol. I, Page X- 5 .) 

POSITION: 

A - Agree 
Ml\ - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

'.) 

A 

D 

P0~itir-n 

I m '\J I .1\0C 

I 1\, I : , 7\ 

MA ;-:x 

!\ !-'A 

I YX 

I 

Im,::- J emer. tat i<-' n 

CHP ')TS 

~' I\ -

xx 

xx 

~:D 

IMPLEMENTATION: 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

DNV 

-

p 

- Undetermined 

AOC 

-

' ') 

CHP 

-



8 1. 

82 . 

OPTI:'u.'· SYSTEI' ,GR TPJ\FT" TC :,:po;;CF''EKTIDRIVEi< cm,TrtOL 
:':V!\Ll.}7\'.rION 'l? •-:iJ' COt~l'..~E>illATTnNS 

pr" it irn 
Rccor1r.·.enr"atic n 

OTS DM\I !>OC 

I f the Les Angeles County prier syster" i~ successful , a D MA r'.l'. 

similar prog ram shculd be reinstitutec: in San Diego Cc unty 
o r any other county that will have: a corrq_""U ter izerl ] ccal 
driver records system . (Vol . I, rage: X- 1'; .) 

When a record checking capability exists al i t s ~ielcl 0.r~i.CPS, l·!D A xx 
t he m;v shoulc: establish prccedur~s tc checlr a <"river 's 
record before a temporary c, r interim driver ' s li_c0nsc i.s 
issued . (Vol. I' Page X- 9 .) 

Ir.rle:-'en~at.i, n 

CHP OTS D!W AOC 

xv - - -

XY - - -

POSITION: IMPLEMENTATION: 

A - Agree 
MA - Mostly Agree 
MD - Mostly Disagree 
D - Disagree 

N - Neutral 
I - Insufficient Data 
XX - Does not apply to 

this department. 

C - Completed 
P - In Process 
S - Scheduled 

- Undetermined 

20 . 

CP.P 

-

-
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SYLVANIA (SR-160) RECOMMENDATION 
EVALUATION SHEET 

A. Recommendation No.: 

B. Location in SR-160 Report: Vol. 

C. Summary of Recommendation: 

D. Evaluation Submitted by: 

c::JDMV c:J CHP t::J AOC 
c::J Other (Identify): 

E. Position: 
c::J Agree /. J Mostly agree 
c::J Disagree c::I" Neutral 

£::J Insuff~cient ~a~a to 
determine position 

F. 

Page 

{::JOTS 

c::J' Mostly disagree 

c:::J Does not apply to 
this department 

Implementation Considerations: 
c::J Already implemented /7" Being implemented 
C::J Implementation scheduled 
/~ Ot Ler (Explain) 

G. Comments: 

c::J Should not be implemented 

c::J Attached c::J Unnecessary 

H. Direct Inquiries Regarding Evaluation to: 

Name: Location: 

Phone: 

I. Date Submitted: 




