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5/ 6—208% In the discharge of this mandate,
this Subpart D provides guidance to both the
Department and the public for issuing and
obtaining driving relief.
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e Secretary of State subscribes to the
t of alcoholism/chemical

. Furthermore, it is the policy of the
ecretary of State that this Subpart D is to be

ad, interpreted, and applied as an integrated
ole, rather than separately and

dividually. Therefore, the purpose of this
part D is to assist the hearing process to
determine, first, the nature and extent of a
petitioner's alcohol/drug problem; second,
whether the petitioner's alcohol/drug problem
has been resolved; and, third, whether the
petitioner will be a safe and responsible driver.



must carry the burden of proof on
ues by clear and convincing
obtain driving relief. A

that he/she will be a safe
less and until the
er has proven that his/her alcohol/drug
has been resolved. The fact the petitioner
ained from the use of alcohol/drugs is not
in and of itself, to prove that the
petitioner's alcohol /drug problem has been
resolved.
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cessfully completed all
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ent has occurred in
tyle from that which
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Secretary will be reasonably assured
that the petitioner will be a safe and
responsible driver in the future.



retary of State receives a notice of conviction
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riving privileges, the person is then
ir case through an Administrative

ing is not based solely on the DUI’s, but rather on the

inderstanding of themselves. First, the nature and

f a petitioners alcohol/drug problem. Second,

he petitioners alcohol/drug problem has been

resolved, and third, whether the petitioner will be a safe and

- responsible driver. The petitioner must carry the burden of
proof on each of these 3 issues by clear and convincing
evidence in order to obtain driving relief.




onsidered. Evidence which shall be considered
whether the petitioner has met his/her

and has overcome the presumption of a
problem includes, but is not limited

3) Any property damage or personal injury caused by
the petitioner while driving under the influence;
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1/ drug-related arrest, and the reasons for

- Degree of involvement in or successful completion of
ior treatment/intervention recommendations following
alcohol/drug related arrests and in a support/recovery
program,;
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vious hearings;

| ortant that the evaluator's

ion be based on ¢ lete, accurate and consistent
n, especially all of the petitioner's DUI arrests

st results. The probative value of evaluations
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petitioner's record of performance while driving
ock device and his/her record of compliance
nd conditions of the breath alcohol ignition

ritten or statements from members of the
including crime victims as defined in the Code of
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\ 19) e service provider's clinical rationale or
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JESSE WHITE

SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS
IN THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE
DRIVER'S LICENS RIVING PRIVILEGES FILE NO. i
OF
DRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER: (gl
ORDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendations of the Hearing Officer,
S i above capiioned case have been read and examined; and,

WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed; and,

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are coerect and are hereby adopted as the

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of the Secretary of State (“Secretary™); and,

WHEREAS, the rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admission af evidence and all motions were correct

and are hereby concurred In by the Secretary; and,

WHEREAS, the Secretary adopts The recommendations of the Hearing Officer;

NOW THEREFORE, IT 15 HEREBY ORDERED: That pursuant to the Findings of Fact,
Caonclusiens of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Officer, the patition for the reinstatement of
full driving privileges or in the alternative, for a Resiricted Driving Permit ("RIDP™) is hereby DENIED.

This Order is final and subject 1o appeal within thiny-five {33) davs purspant to the Administrative
Review Law. The Department of Administrafive Hearings dees not consider motions 10 reconsider a
decision made or Order entered in a formal hearing, pursuant te 92 1L ADC 1001.80.




FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

O ER

JURISDICTION:

This cawse comes an for hearing a1 the request of Petitioner on July 31, 200%, pursuant 10 §5/2-11%
of the [linois Vehicle Code (“1VC™) at 625 ILCS. e seg., a5 amended and %2 lllinois Adminisirative Code,
(“TACT) at Chapter 11, §1001, o seg.. as amended, before mn duly appointed Hearing
Officer. Petitioner (TGRS <iilioner”) appears pro se, having knowingly waived his
right 1o legal counsel. The Secretary of State (“Secretary ™) was represented by “

RELIEF REQUESTED:

Petitioner seeks the reinstatemnent of full driving privileges or In the zlternstive, the issuance of a
Restricted Driving Permit {“ROP) for employment purposes, Petitioner is eligible for full reinstatement and
therefore is not required fo show an undue hardship in order to be issved an RDP. 92 [AC, §1001.42001).
The general burden of proof is wpon the petitioner for any driving relief, %2 1AC, §1001, 1005 and the
standard of proof for all burdens of proof at the instam hearing is by clear and convineing evidence, 92 1AC,
E1001.420(d) and 440{b).

[lND]NEﬁ OF FACT:
The Hearing Officer, being fully advised in the premises, finds as follows:

1 The Secretary has jurisdiction over the parties hergin and the subject matter hereaf, due and
proper notice having been previously given as is by stotute in such case made and provided,

!‘-J

The evidence, exhibits, and testimony have been offered and recaived from all parties, and a
proper record of all proceedings has baen made and preserved as required, The Hearing Of-
ficer has ruled on all motions and objections timely made and submined. Documents offered
into evidence comply with all stondards speeified in of 92 JAC, Part 1001, Subpart I}, and
where requined, clinical services weore provided by facilities licensed by the 1ilinois Division
of Substance se Prevention and Recovery (“DSUPR™) unless specified ciberwise.

3 Petitioner’s request for hesring and the Secretary’s notice of hearing were entered into
evidence as Secretary’s Exhibits #1 and #2, respectively. Petitioner's driving record (includ-
ing, hut ned Timited to, related documents) was read imo the record and admitted info evi-
dence as Secretary’s Group Exhibit #3. The Peiitioner’s application for driving relied was
eniered into evidence as Secretary’s Exhibit #4 in which the Petitioner reported no circum-
stances which olherwise would have precluded the Petitioner from preceeding with the
hearing, It also reflects the Fetitioners Won-Visa Stas [Ny 8] andfor Wisa Siatus [VS] at
the time of the Hearing. Finally. Secrefarv's Exhibit #5 iz the PDPS Historne'Status He-

(3% ]




sponse, obtained al the time of the scheduling of the hearing, the results of which ane identi-
fied nelow in Finding of Fact #5,

A Order revoking Petitioner's driver's license and driving privileges was entered effective
May 28, 2008 pursvant fo TVC §6-205(a)2, due o conviction for aperaling a motos vehicle
while under the influence of alcohol or other drugs.

An Order summarily suspending Petitionar’s driver's license and driving privileges was
entered effective April 27, 2008 pursuant to VO §11-500.1. after he failed or refused a
chemical s

Petitioner was arrested on March 21, 2004 and June 04, 2008 for driving on & re-
vokedfzuspended licensa.

Petittoner has 2 arrest's) for driving under the influence (DU The certified record, the
PDPS andfor alcohol and drug evaluations conteined in the file disclose the arrest(s) of
March 11, 2008 (refusal) and January 16, 2006 (BAC 0.13). {Secretary of State’s Exhib.
itz #3 & 5 and Petitionze™s Extukit #1). The Hearing Officer notes that Petittoner also
testified 1o a trespass to private property charge for which he was under the influence
of alcohal; theft in 2016 for which he was under the influence of alcohol; and criminal
damage to property for which he was under the infleence of aleohol (he indicated he
was binge drinking for 3 days). Said arrests were not reported on his Uniform Report
dated June 19, 2019 {see Finding of Fact #9),

Peritioner's last arrest for DU occurred oo March L1, 2008, Petitioner testified that prior io
said arrest he consumed 12 ar more beers and 5 or more shots between [ 2:00 PM and 900
Pid drove for airout & miles then rolled s vehicls and injured his knee. Petitioner weighed
200 pounds. He edmits being intoxicated. The arresiing ofTicer's Law Enforcement Sworn
Report indicates that Petitioner was observed in a single vehicle rollover accident, admitied
i having 4 heers, having red bloodshot eyes and a slight odor of aleohol. (Secretary of
State’s Exhibit #3). Peniticner refused to take o chemical tesi.

Petitioner’s first arrest for DU occurred on January 16, 2006, Pettoner testified that prior
1o said arrest he conswmed 6.8 beers between 5:00 PM and %:00 PM. drove for about 4
blocks then was stoppad for sguealing his fires. Petitioner weighed 180 pounds. He admits
being intoxicatzd, The arresting officer's Law Enforcement Sworn Report indicates that Pe-
vitioner was observed illegally sguealing his tires, failing (0 stop ot stopped intersection,
having a strong odor of aleohol, displayed poor balance and coordination and Petitioner
stated that he probably should not be driving. {Secretary of State™s Exhibit #3). Penitioner
1ok and failed & chemical 121, registering a 0,13 BAC at 4:27 AM

Material inconsistencies exist between the BAC recorded al Petitioner™s DU arrest and kis
testimony regarding the amounts consumed. The BAC reading(s} of .13 suzpest(s) that sub-
srantially more aleokol wes consumed. Ssze | Kinney and G. Leaton, Loosening the Grip:
A Handbook of Aleohoal Information. pp. 41-46, (Gih ed. 2000, The Petitioner's evalpator
must explain the reasons for the discrepancies in the BAC level with Petitioner's re-
ported consumption at his next formal hearing,




Pelitioner 12 required to participate in the BALID (Breath Alcohol [gnition Interlock Device)
program because the Pesitioner has two or mose DU convictions or reckless homicide con-
victigns (pursuant fo Section 9-3 of the Criminal Code of 1961 or 2002 where the use of al-
cohol or drugs was an element of the offense), including similar oui-of-state convictions,
or StatUlory SAMMATY SUSPCRSIons Or révocanions pursuant to 11-501.1 or suspensions pur-
suant to Section §-203, or any combination thereof arising oul of separale OCCUTTERC-
cs. Petitioner is also required to participate if he has one convietion pursuant to Section Fl-
S00¢d) 13} or 11-5010d) 130 or for reckless homicide (pursuant to Section 9-3 of the
Criminal Code of 1961 or 2012 where the use of alcohol or other drugs was recited as an el-
ement of the offensel, including similar out-of-stmte corvictions or has invalidated his
M DOP by having his driving privileges suspended, revoked, cancelled or invalidated under
any provision el the IVC, 92 1AC, §1001,410(defnilions). Any petitioner whdse only open
suspension or revocation is nol mentioned above is exempt from the BAID program, He
has read the documents entitled “Breath Aleokol lgnition Interlock Device (BALID) Terms
and Conditions” {see Secretary’s Exhibit #68) and “BA 1D Questionnaire”™ {sze Petilioner’s
Exhilxit #3), and he has signed the affidavit & the end of the Terms and Conditions docu-
ment indicating that he understands and accepts his partizipation in the BA D Program.

Pelitioner attended and completed an alcoholidieg remedial lopn course or DL risk
education course on November 30, 2015, conducted by Pefitioner Ex
#iL

Petitioner submitted the following evaluation: an Alcohol and Drug Evaluation Uiniform
Report dated Jume 19, 2019 conducted by EGGNNEY C (Petitioner Ex #1).

The Hearing Officer fully considerzd the aleohel/dreg evaluation presented by Pefitioner
and finds that the evidencs might net be consistent with the Significant Risk classification
contained thersin. The extent of Petitionee™s alechal/drug problemn is wnelear due to material
discrepancies within the svidence. Without a clear and accurate disclosure of Petitioner’s
relationship with aleohol, the Haaring Officer is unzble 1o assess Pelilioner™s understanding
and acceptance of the nature and exient of his problem with alcohol’drugs, the effectiveness
of his treatment, and the resulting changes in lifestyle and consumption patterns. This as-
sessment is necessary before the Secretary can be convinced such a person is & low or min-
imal risk to repeat his abusive behavior in the future, {See 92 1AC, §10001.440(c} and (d)}.
The Secretary of Siate may disregard the findings of any evalustion if the evidence indicates
that il is unreliable or incomplete. Cosack v. Edgar. 137 W App, 3d 505, 484 N E.2d 1145

(lst Dist. 1985}, Christinnses v, Edgar, 209 11 App. 3" 36, 567 NE.2d 696 (4" Disi.
1G99y,
a) Petitioner testified that he consumed 6 beers 3 times a week and on the weekends he

worked at a bar and drank throvgh the nght (an wnknown amount) until he was in-
toxicated in the year prior to both DU arrest on Janoary 16, 2006 and March 11,
2008, Petitioner further testified thar he consumed marijuana ai age 15 used on 2
pecasions wsing about 2 pufis. Petitioner's testimony 15 imconsistent with the reports
contained in the evaluations and other documentation submitied since it conflicts
with the report dated June 19, 2009 which indicates that hizs actual pattern was I-3
beers 2-3 fimes a week in the year prior to beth DU arrests. It also indicates that he
used marijuana once al age 18, The Hearing Officer notes that Petitierer”s ability w
consume ag much alechol a5 he did on the nights of his DU arrests do not appear 1o




)
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be consistent with his minimal patern of aleshol consumption as reported on his
evaluation. The fact that he was able 10 consume substantially more aleohol than he
would normally consume in one siting raise concern as o the minimization of his
aleahol usafabuse history and a greater problem with aleobal than has been identi-
fied. Petitioner needs to provide another chronological use history at his next
formal hearing addressing the discrepancies in bhis substance use history.

Petitioner testified that since his last DUH arrest on March 11, 2008, he stopped
drinking for & vear then resumed drinking & bears through 8 week for 2 3 menth pe-
riod then resumed the same drinking patiern of & beers 5 times & week. Petitioner
hecames abstinent on Tuly 5, 2016, Petitioner’s testimanty 18 inconsistent with the re-
ports contained in the evalvations and ofher documentazion submitted since il con-
Micts with the report dated June 19, 2009 which indicates that his actual pattern af-
ter the last DU was 2-3 bears 2-3 times 8 week until Thanksgiving 2014 when he
quit drinking. Petilioncr appears 0 be minimizing his alcohol use history and his
credibility is diminished, Given these inconsistencies Petitioner's actual patterns
of consumption cannot be determined.

Petitioner festified that he has experienced the following indicators of the symp-
msferiteria of The Diagnostic Statistical Maoual of Mental Disorders (DSM):
blackouts, passing oul, less of comtrol. binge drivking. hangovers, drinking maore
than intended, increased tolerance: impairment of or reduction in work, school, so-
cial duties dee o use, received complaints from family or friends, admitted 1o driv-
ing, while intoxicated on cecasions independent of his DU arrests, bost relation-
ships, family history frandparents and paremis) and unsuccessful attempis at absti-
netl, Therefore, the Petitioner's testimony, evalumtions and treatment documenns
submimned 1o date suggess that the Petitioner has experienced the following DSM
symptoms/criteriac

Alcohob and dregs are teken in larger amounts or over a longer period than intend-
ed. (per testimony of drinking more than imtended).

There s a persistent desire or unsuccesstul effors to cut down or control ateohel or
drigg use. (per testimony of loss of control and unseccessful anempis al abstinenty.

A great deal of time is spent in activities necessary o obtain, use, or recover from
the effects of alcohal or drug use. (per 1estimony of binge drinking and his daily
drinking}.

Recurrent aleohol or drug use resulting in a failure o fOlAI major role obligations
al work, school, or home, (per testimony of reductlon in work, school and social
duties due 10 use)

Continued alcohol or drug use despite having persistent or recurrent spcial or
interpersonal problems caused or exacerbaied by the effects of aleohol or driug use.
(per testimony of receivirg complaints from familvifriends due to ussh

Recurrent aleohol or drug use in slivations in which it iz physically hazardous. {per
festimony .




Tolerance-Either a nzed for markedly increased amounts of alcohol drugs o achieve
imtaxication or desired effect or 2 markedly diminished ¢ffect with continued wse of
the same amount of aleohal or drogs. {per testimany.

The current Uniform Report dated June 19, 2019 fails to reflect all of the DSM
sympioms/criteria listed above, This may result In a change in classification if the
evalustor determines that Petitioner has a clinically significant number DSM symp-
tomsferiteria to diagnose alcohol dependence pursvant 1o the rules of the Division
of Substance Use Prevention and Recovery (“DSUPR"). The Hearing Officer
gquestions the validity of the Uniform Report as it reports no DEM symp-
iom/feriteria. Petitioner needs to provide a detailed explanation either ruling
vut or diagnosing alcohol dependency ot his next formal hearing.

d} Petitioner admits beng a chemically dependent person. Petitioner alsn belives he
cannot drink responsibly. {Petitioner’s Testimony). Peritiones”s testimony is incon-
sistent with his classification of significant risk, Reviewing courts have hebd that the
degres of selfaccepiance of an aleohol/drug problem is a proper consideration in
determining whether he has met his burden that he would not endanger the public
safety and welfare. Bemer v, Edgar, Wo. 4-89-278 (Rule 23, Dec. 21, 198%). This
testimony is not characteristic of an individunl who has honestly assessed his
problematic relationship with alcoholidrugs and accepts the negative impact
said use produces, nor is it representative of an individoal who has come (o
grips with and effectively addressed and/or resolved his aleoholidrug problem.

2] Petitioner was administered the MortimenFilking Test {M-F) as pan of an alcehol
and drug evaluation, and scored 44 points. This places Petitioner in the Presumptive
Problem drinker category. {Petitioner’s Exhibn #1013 The M-F is a detection and as-
sessment instrument used 1o assist in the idemtification of an alcohol prob-
lemvaleabolism, See | Recent Developments in Alcobolism. pp. 377408 (M.
Galanter, ed. 19§3). Responses thot affect the final M-F score are eliciied from
questions thal are primarily degignead to relate to an individual's use/abuse of alco-
vxl. Petitioner's low M-F score is found to be more reflective of his continved
denial and minimization of the severity of his alcohol'drug problem, and ils ac-
curacy is questionable,

Petitioner has completed 20 hours of tient treatment between June 16, 20015 and
December 16, 2005 by ﬂmich provided documents ineludimg Treat-
ment Verification, Discharge Summary, Treaiment Plan, Continuing Care Plan and Continue
ing Care Statue. (Petitioner Ex #3). Pelitioner submitied & Treatment Meeds Assessment and
Warver dated June 19, 2019 conduected by (Pe-
titioner’s Exhibit #4). It waives further treaimeni based on his ghsiinence since Thanksgiv-
ing 2014, no history of use of other recreational subslances since age 18, successul allend-
ance and subsequent completion af treatment and ongoing non-problematic behavior,

a) Petitioner’s drinking was caused see 1o his attempt to mask his feelings and
emotions with alcohal. During treatment be learned about the about his triggers and
the difference between an alesholic (a person that drinks 2 beers daily) and an alco-
hol abwser {a person that never has money and is always looking for the next buzz).




He claims 1o have made significant changes 1o his life-style by changing people,
places and things. He also spends more time with family. However, Petitioner’s ex-
plamztion as io the nemre amd causes of his drinking and weight 1o be given his
ireatment waiver and/or detailed explanation is undermined by the fact that he iden-
tifies himself as an aleoholic, minimized his alcohol use hstory, discrepancies in
the DSM sympromdcriteria and his lack of knowledpe from his treatment experi-
ence. For these reasons the treatment waiver and/or detailed explanation does
not carry much weight.

d} Petitioner's admitlence of being an aleoholic, mimmization of his drinking andior
drug history discrepancies in the DSM symptoms/criteria supporting his currant
DSUPR classificarion andfor conflicting reasons provided for his subsiance abuse
problem indicates thal the Petitioner has been less than sucezssful in identifying and
addressing his alcohalfidrug problem, notwithstanding the treatment provider's posi-
tive proprosis andfor waiver of further freatment. Pefitioner should retum o his
treatment provider for the purpess of addressing these isspes andfor assessing the
need for additional treatment. The provider’s response must be submitted in
writing at the next formal hearing,

Petitioner is emploved by m {Petition-

er's Testimony and see Petitioner™s Exhibit 86

a) Petitioners regular hours and davs of employment are Monday - Friday howrs vary,
3] Petitioner lives 3 miles from his place of employment.
9] Pelitioner is required to drive as far as 20 miles from his place of employment in the

course of cmployment related dutics,

Petitioner is employed by g SRS s -

er's Testimony and s2e Petitioner”s Exhibit #6).

Y] Peritioners regular hours and davs of employment are rotating.
3} Petitioner lives 5 miles from his place of employment.
[5) Petitioner is reguired o drive as far as 10 miles from his place of employment in the

course of employment related duties

At the conclusion of the hegring. the Petitioner acknowledged that he undersieod the
guestions asked of him and stated that his responses were complete and accurate.  Fetition-
er declined the opportunity to add 1o his testimony.

In conclusion. the Petitioner, MRS |- fiil:: to carsy his burden of
proving that be has satisfectorily resolved his alcohol problem and that he would be a safe
and responcible driver if granted driving relief. The Petitioner is being denied driving privi-
leges for the following reasons contained in the following Finding of Facts #5, &, 10, 10a-e
and 1 la=b. Therefore, if 15 recommended that he be denied driving reliaf




STATUTES AND RULES AFPLICARLE:

The authority sections of the IVC (625 ILCS, Act 5) reiied wpon herein are: 2-100, 2-103, 2-104, 6-
205(z)2, 6-205(c), 6-206{c)3, 6-208(b) andior 1 1-301.1, The suthority sections of the Rules and Regulations
promulgated by the Secretary are: Chapter 11,92 TAC, §1007.00 & seq

The evidence established that the Petitioner’s abuse of alcoholfdrugs developed into an
aleshol/drug problem, but the extent of that prolrlemn 1= not clear.

The Petitioner failed to provide evidence sufficient to carry his burden of proving that his
aleohol/drug problem has been resalved. See 92 111, Adm. Code Sec. 1001 443, as amended.

3 Given the unresolved issues raised herein {See Finding{=) of Fact 153, the Petiticner failed
to carry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsible driver and that he
would not endanger the public safety and welfare.  See 92 L Adm. Code Secs
TG00, 100y, 1900.420, 1001,430 and 1001440, as amended.

RECOMMENDATION:

The petition for the reinstatement of full driving privileges or in the alternative, for & restricted
driving permit should be DENIED

A 4
HEARING OFFICER
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RESPONSE TO DENIAL 4

g Decamber 2019 %‘p

Hiinois Secretary of Sizte

Driepartment of Adminisirative Hearings
RHowlett Building _

Springfield, IL 82756

Re: A——
- DOoe: )
DL r

The Petilioner is rasponding to a Denial istisr from a recent formal hearing

Tie question of whether or not 2 person has received propsr care in a frestment
setting is the clinical domain of the teatment provider, It is not Be place of
someons who spends less than 20 minutes with 2n individual, especisfly if the individusi
has little or no chimical trafning in the field, and has NS signficant expenencea ss & clinicai
professional .

H iz to some degree within the purvisw of an evelusior with cusr 2 quarnes century of
clinical sxpsrisnce o make deisrminstions, bui agamn, even the most experisnce
evslugions spend one o two howrs with an individual. On the other hand the recent
Rasponse o Denial includes & tacih acknowladasmeni than the Peiitioner did indesd
spand over thirty hours.

Using a clinical modsl, it is not at all unusual thet & condition is trested without 2
complete and exad list of 100% sccursts sympitoms, YWhether it ba 3 common cold, an
indury of some kind, or something more invasive, restment in soms form begins as best
&g possible with an understanding of ihe symploms, and is then adiusted according as
mors  symploms become more clear, or as |esser symptoms are  recognized
accordingly. .

There is nothing in the Denial Letter that sugoests that Changes Place —
- the treatment provider of record for this Pelitioner, as well as
- the clinical sntity that spent mors than ten times the amount of time with the
client that sithar the evalualor or hearing officer combined,

1= chnically negligent or anything less than exemplary in their successful treatment of
their clients. With that in mind, basic common sense suggests that the clinisal agency




that worked 2t lengin with an individusi would havs the best idea a5 o how the person
is daing, how honest they are, slc. ’

In other words, it Changes Place says the Petitioner has done enough to warrant’
a successful discharge, and the state acknowledges the agency's abiiity to state
that, then the Petitioner is indeed done with treatment.

Regarding Findings of Fact - The Hearing Officer noted in the Denial Latter that “the
Feiiioner also testified to a respass o private property chargs for whish he was under
the influsnce of aicohiol; theft in 2016 for which he was undar the influence of alcohol;
and criminal damage to property for which he was under the influsnce of aicohol (he
indicated he was binge drinking for 3 days). Said arrests wers not reperted on his
Uniiorm Report dated June 18, 20187 The Hearing Officer went on to mention that
‘discrepancies in the DSM symptoms/criteria supparting his current DSUPR
classification andfor conflicting reasons provided for his substance abuss problam
indicates that the Petitioner has been less than successflil in identifying and addrassing
hig alcohol/drug problem, nobwithstanding the freatment provider's positive prognosis
andfor waiver of furiher freatment.” '

The Hezring Officer does how sxplain how unexplored comments in & non-clinical
sstung relates o a succassiully reasisd clinical condition. The Haaring Ofiicer's
referencs o Cusack vs. Edgar suggssis that 2 case decision aver thirty vears old takes
pracedancs owver ths clinical judgment of 2 licensed evaluator that worksd with the isnt
for ovear two hours as well as a licensed agency that workad with an individual for st
least thirty howrs.

The case refarrad to 2 consern as to whether or not the original evaluation provider was
awara of thess priorizsuss. H should now be clear that the onginal evaluator is indesd
awars of the Petifticners prior history, as well as the Patitioner's stated recollection of
O8M 5 criteria as twe shared i gt the nearing.

A trained clinical professional would not simply record what someone says and
compare it to other records. Clinical professionals understand that a treatment setting
involves discussing real life issues as they arise, | does not invalve "testimany” in 5
legal context.

A trained clhinical professional would foliow up those words with exploratory ianguage to
determine if this was indeed what the person meant as epoosed o something
inadvertent and misundersiood. Any kind of clinical determination must be done in
a clinical setting, and rot a courtroom or hearing room. VYWih that in mind, the
geterminations the Changes Placs cams up with inthair thirty bours of work with the
Petitioner should be seen as the best as most accurate understanding of the Petitioner's
needs, and of his current success with dealing with the aloohol issues he acknowledges
hs had.

(]




Reosrding the Psiifioner's siated subsizncs use history, he now acknowledgss soms
arrors in what was said before, dus to an inadverient and faulty recollsction. The
chanoes are noted in a "Revision To Use History' form, created in addition to this
Response.

Hs acknowladges what the use history that he shared in his Hearing meay indeed be
more accurate. However, as previously noted, none of that would change the resuits
of the June 2018 Uniform Report as well as his trestment success. Ragardiess of
how he got thers, and regardiess of what exactly occurrsd before he got there, he did
indeed get there, and then he got better, so much so that a professionally run and
licensad agency was willing to go on the record a2nd stats that.

In short, noihing arcse during he Heaiing to serously guestion the dinically basad
conclusion from the treatment proavider thal the Peftitioner was indeed successful in his
frsstmeant, and that no further evaluations or treatment was necessary.

submitted,

Respe
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REVISIONS TO USE HISTORY

Ilincis Secretary of Staie
Department of Adminisiraiive Hearinas

Howlett Builging
Springfield, IL 82756

Feljitionsr now scknowledges that

"...since his last DU arrest on March 11, 2008, he stopped

drinking for 2 year, then resumed drinking £ beers through a week for a 3 month period
then resumesd the same drinking pattem of § besrs S times a wesk Pefitioner became
abstinent on July &, 2015 °

In short, The Psatitioner acknowledges that what he sharec at his most recent Formal
Hearing is mors accurzis then whst was sharasd befars

He wishas to stress thiat 2t no time was thera an 2ffod 1o deliberziely mislezad, and that
inconsisienciss in sistsd uss Ristory was inacdvertent.

subrritted,
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Dreparieeen of Fumsn Services

Alcoel and Drug Evaluation
Uniform Report

FPART 1, {WFFENDER INFORNS TION
Offeader Name:
IL Driver's Licemsc Momber or St Li:

Oither Valid Briver's License Momlbrer!Statc:

Figrmee Ao dbrise:

0

County of Residenoe:
Ciplzensh ip: USa Ciriesn

Telephone Numberisk

Diate of Birth: S Ape: 37

Cender: Male

Haceis): White

Hespranic Crigin: Ko Hisparic

Priguery L empuagpe: Emgiish Brecrpretor Sorvices Sésviess nGE e ed
Ml arinal Status: Mever Magied

Exqbucation Level: Hagh ssheal .gnd-mur:qmvamy comuicame

Empheyoreni Sl Employed il simes (woscbsdized)

Do upation: ConCTEE

Annusl Hoosehold [nowmes ol Dischosad Muwnleer 0 Dependdeais: |
Phyzical o Mentad Disabiliny: nops Refipinus A Mikialkom: Linkavtman

Emergency Contact Person: g SN
Cratact Telephone Member _

'TMPIMRTANT MOTECE: The Hibwols eparusen of Humas Serdioss, [ivision of Substance Uss Preveniion and Recovery (s

seqgueming disciosure of & Joe =t B ¥ W pecoinslish purposes owdlined in ke Alcobolizs and Othes Cvug Mbuse amd
Drepemdemsy Act (20 ILCS 3000-17° Failure 1w previde this informatlion may resuly in fhe suspescion or mevosation el Your Fosnss o
peowids DEA servzees an llinois {

. 498 PEIH RO 206E] ‘?,3[. 1‘1
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Alcohel snd Drug Eva Usdform Repari - _ Page 2 oF §2
EBAET > CWREENT D) ARFEST ENFOMR MATIOMN
kN FLrlerrol Souroe: Cour

1 Begineing Dote of Evaluation: LEAE e ]
3 Comnpledson Baie of Evalusidon:  O6# S0019

24 Date of Arreal: A3F1 2008

2.5 Time of Arrese: N0:33 Pl

e Cowaly of Arrest Lee

T Blood. Alcsho] Concantrdisn (BAC) o8 Time of &rrear: BT

R Ricwults of Alisad andiar trine Tosting:
Hon Applizaks

e Speeily up te fve mocd abering substamees (aloobolidrogs) eonsumed which kd le nis DUT arres. fis endes of
mmosd do least),

Alcomnl

200 Spectly fhe smomnt sad Himo frame n & ¥ich the aloabel ardior dregs wers congeencd which bl o this DET
e °

Gary {IRF ponndy) sl i befonr thol e consemed wspeoiled amgonls of beer botvsan 600 Pha - 1 0200 PR, He dhoes mea
deny or mirEm iz o psrmen |

2L Baci the Bood-dlvobel Conconbration {BAC) fur the current srrest tarcisic wilh the offenders repered
tam@amplisn? i oo, plepse explain

Mo Ay prlicanle

Il b 20PN E-TT-201 B
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Aleshal 363 Drug, Evabuaiian Bniform Bepor - _ Page 3sr 1z

N Prior DM dep 3 ing and o (e ically, frors first apresd ke moal recest,
and inchudr eei-ol- GEELE BFFPEOIL
vaie of Canviction or
Mvade of ATies Court Sapereiiion BAC

07| G2 LRI LIk

(Aatahcmn cisposinions shovds be Ieoed (0 an el o the Lnjiems Rapecs

az Priar v Vv or thsent ooy bavn same srrest dole of DU liged abovel:
Effecrive Daie of
Pots =f Ao Eaypenion (¥ T
Mo Apphostds

fAlebi el A rpanitions showld be Fstea fs ot adfenduoe i che Ln(foem Regor)

] Fulinr reciden driving ennvictinee reduced fram DU ey have ome arvest debe of nemmery of sespession pkod
abors]:
Thate wi A& reest Doke of Corviciion Bal
Mol Applicakhc

A clificiomealt ciinposidivns kel be Msred in ar addeedion 1 Sre Ui Sesot

34 Cihes alon bol pRdter t g relaied drivieg gisposifions by rype sad dote of 2roeol aF FeparTal by the nffes der
andiar imdicated on tbe driving recoed fine heding oui-of-alaee dispasisone)

LZern Tolerames kzgal Treazpe dafion
EMective Baee

Drete af A rrest of Sospenslen Date of Arpeni [Fare of Canviethem
ol Applecatls Mot Applcabile

AE by e W -0 | B - -
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Alcobsl and Drug Evalastiben Uniferm Repart - —

Page 4ar 12
PARTI ALCOHQIAND DRUG RELATED LEEAL £ DR VING AISTOEY fcomind}

Drescritee any discrepoocies between mfermehion reperted by the ofTender and mformation on i
recerl

is

he drivieg
Fleass ndiz (han daz DU d=tes ligesl on ihe drmvers abstract thn the etient. brought an idey (oneased 0601 34 5 e Sie g ) kae

Tt "0 108 gl “O0HDE" o7 DU arvest dases, The abswee imed fier the BGASF0] S Unifonm Repon Jiss 007 | 6805 as the
sl DU sevest dabe, aned that ane svess s the oaly DL seres Tened For 20086

Il 4l 200 ELI-PONE)
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EAET 4 5! GNIFFCANT 4 LCOHO LDREG USE HISTORY
al A o Al Flet Agpe wl Wewr uf
AlcoanfDreg Fires U= IntnTics b sn Rogrelar e Lasr Blae
e poama 18 MHa ™A 1999
Fiechal 7 i? e | s

Chmeantagicsl Fisery NMerratine

PAARIILLAMA - Cme fims wer o age |8, moos befertinmes. ALCOHOL - Fino recalied us o age 17 o 18, sonsuming *up o v 1o duee
dripie 10 et or less” wokil ogre 21, S aps 27, chent meally sonsaming -3 hemrs nen 16 gt bmes mowssh ol Bis firm DU aerest o
A0S [t age 25, After the D DU e cliens mzslls hae he sappaed ome complesely b inthi”™ bt s wamee of cpocifios, sikie a
¥y be tememcd bis past mieem ol wie (300 ke Twe 1o e Seeey B weel ) sntl O second (U ae @ ip 2008, Sl rvanlbs e

“showrcd Eoan” then anamed pae bovets (2-7 besa e o three oses 5 wese) ped] Thaskeriviog bolisay Mlsl Mo mee saes. Al ather
mosaional subsmssos gas Genicd

Review pay prescripliom er ovor-the-couaicr medicatsos the offemder is curreatly ealbapshat has the peetentanl
Lo sbwke Ligd the modication, what U is esed for, and baw bong it kos been aker. Report wherher the offender
har evar ghused medicotiess snd whethes heishr bas over illepolly obtstect preserbptin n medicotinn
Mot Appieeanlc
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FART 4 SIHGNIFICANT A LCOHOLDRYGE USE IsTORY
4.3 Specily mmy inte fumily with o histary et plephalism, alcohe ] abase. dirg nddictisniztiue, or

2y other prebizms relotod (e ooy sl onoe albuie Siate & helher the family member isie frequent coptact with
e eifender and whebher ha'sle 13 shll msang and rebslance

rou A ppicsils

4.4 Specily nay lmEediale poer groap ) wink v ol sloobaslh abwnr, dhrug addicibnniebuse,
2r wep alher prebioms rpied ie 3ay subiatance obuse. State whether the peer grus member i Ln Tregaeed
ronfact willy the eflfende s and hather haivha is slill wying A0y nabatanee

Mo Appsklc

s LA51 a1 dates, hecations, and dharpes Tor which the nifeador bai besn arresied where substasce wse, posression,
pr dcifvery was o prisms ry er contribsatng factor (incleding cod-ol-state diyposilisn).

Mot Applicabie

LN Idiendify tho sipmificoal sther and summorite the miorens lon shtained i the bnEsrea

Tie1 AppRetl

4.1 Previde the na mak, eSaliors, ond datas 0F 307 Iresimnent programs reponed by 1he olfendor.

Cligrn, a u relaced bl i Y | o chaie ) Cliere Ak bos g

Comiguiag Cee P documest copy widh he contsst *n: coby massze” (o i S
*JL.umun " ifiwant Kisk o I - irs )2 June U 3 sowal 13

[EN
'R ) Provide the na mes of any s20f help or ioBnisly brsed soppers greop pebcpation reported by the ofiender 200

Ihe dobea of Involvemen L
HolApplcatle
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Alcohol and Drag Ev Ueitform Reporr - TR Page Tafil
5] i DULAR PG USE HISTORY

4.9 L EEE d thet cHenr"s mojaT iFc oreoasT

lempoiravng

Family

Hel Aaclicabic

Bliarmiogs or significant piber reiatinozhips

Hew spslicabic

Legnl Statur

Chapt sc P Bunony ol i iorem mokng. bl edded ikal anly dhe DU mrens wers dofllussoed by olcabol wee
arad et gibher decoeons were wor alfzosd by subsiaace oo of ey Kind.

Saciaily

Mol Appheatie

Wecatiznalasrk
Mt Arpdiesble

Ecanomiz slaley

e A ppicabis

PlyysicubhaHealdth
o s pplecail o
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Alzohal snd Dreg Evoleatien Unikrm Repord - (SN Puge Balil
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z=n A B e Pl s - Score aq Categery:  Presumpive Froblsm Dripkor

53 AFURSRI Risk Leved Guidelinegs. - Bear CRiegry
=3 Driver Rk Teventmery (DRI Scales s nd Risk Rosges

Walidity Scale:

Abouhod Scals:

Drriver Witk Seple:

hrogs Scube

Stress Copiog A bilities Scole

I bt 2 0w fo-37- 201 M}




LFese all oL F3
iEage T ar Earal
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EART &€ CRITEELY PORSUBSTANCE USE DESORVEER
&1 HendiFy any Substsmee Use Disorder Critzria accyrrhag withle a 13 monih pericd. This may be done
mEang it § ¢ cerrEhl g nner 8 pasl epasade for eohich The olBznder s currenily gasesaed o3 being

Er remigtion. Ome sfmplom will Fepnlt in g Modorode ol Level elatilication Do or tbree sy pioms wdll
srsuli n o Signifecant Risk chssificalion. Foor or e grmploms =il reauli in s High Fisk cloosificsion.

=

Aleahed or dnugs s teken in rper smeuiEs of oo o kgt frenod Lhan intendsd.
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Cresipusd abeanol oo doag use despite bawing porsisiern oc recusrent social or b eneronsl problcns caocsed
o enhcmhaiod by the effests of aicohal ar drugs

Imporas], socsal, . o recTeat (vities are given op or reduced because of aloho) oo dug
e

Aesurress nleoda b ar deug WS BE S LA ETE in which it ds prysics] |y arerdcis

Adoahet or drug ess s £l pe of havimg & perE@Pond o7 ommourmeEn: plivsical oF
payehed op ical problem el o liksiy l.nh-u:- baen cawscd or exacerbescd Dy sloohod oF O0NWEs .

Toleranee « Edhes a need for ¥ of alecksl ot draps 1 ackdewe masicalion o fhe
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Alcohc! and Drug Evalustion Unifarm Report - - Page 1 b 12

EART§ CLASSIFRCATION
Bl Clessificatioa:

ERFNTFICANT RISE: One prior conviction er oo osderod sopereison for DU, o0 omes peser

ore prier reckless driving cooaction reduced from DUL, ANDAOER 8 Bl of 200ror higher as 2 rcsuli of the mos) curem pmes;
Erowm DAL, ANTHOER mn oF Lines 5T of @ S  Ligs O

B2 Trazuss bow correbaradyve isfermaisen from boil the fmierview sndd she abjocive fest sither correloies or does ped
A

wink dhe obizined Irem the B alcohol/dreg offender.
‘wrakved hme | %, 200 % afer spocessiid completion af Signifizam Risk grogram m_ Treagnes! snd
compielson dake: lisved bn this Uniform Repom, Weiver adached.

EART % MINIMAL RECUIRED INTERY ENTION
LN ] Mimbmal Leicrvention:
SIGMIFHCANT RLSE: Compietien of 8 miremue of 10 bowes of DU Risk Edvemion, and @ menimaes of 20 bours of subsienes
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Name:

Address: -

Teicphone Mumber:
License Mimber;
Evsiuaier Nams:

Evalustor Crodentials: CAlC

Ervaiuaier Venfication:

Lhnvdler penalty of perjory, 1 allivm Th Fave gecurabely sumenarioed the daia collecied and reqgoired in order

v compheie (his evalopt

Stgnmture:

D Tppder Ver il g pr ipm -

The imformatios 1 kave provided foe this evaleadinn s eue Bad -f:urﬂec: I Rrve resd (Re information comtained

i thvis Alcohod and Deup E el and vy e d atins have beeo explained.
[=3
g -

Sipraare: K Diate:

FART 17, DISPCRSITION

This evelustion may onby in= released iooe iipots Creed] Coon of wviwas 9F 08 sour Siloisls o specifed by loeal eourt miles,
iz thac OfYier of the Semelary of Saes, or 60 the |ilipois Deparonem of Heman Servizes, Diveion of Seboisnces Lse Frevenimen
il Bocevery. Any olher relosse recprires tee wrslien comsend of te PILA offendsr

If 1kds realsbhion was peopered For Lhe Cirouil Coon, send e sipned origined s the so0rl ineccondemcr wilth saeblished hoosl
courd nules or palisy. .

IF ihis evabusibon was preparsd for the Scerrsary of Swuie, give the sezmod original o 2e OUT offcuser s 2 M may be preseaipd
o e hearimg cfficer i dee Lime of e Porenal o infommal heesing
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JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS

[ THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE
DRIVER'S LICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES Fice ~o. GG
OF

PRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER: I
QRDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendation: of the Hearing (fficer,
_m th: above capticnsd sase have boen read and examined; and,
WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed; and,
WHERE.—’.S.- the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are correct and are hereby adopted as the
Findings of Fact and Conchusions of Law of the Secretary of Swate (“Sasrstary’); and,
WHEREAS, the rulings of the Hcaiir.-g'. Officer on the admission of evidence and all motions were correct
and are hereby concurred m by the Secre=tan: and,
WHEREAS, the Secretary adopts the recommendations of the Hearing Officer;
NOW THEREFORE, [T IS HEREBY ORDERED: Thar pursuant to the Findings of Facr,
- Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendatians of the Hearing Officer, the petition for the reinscatement of
full driving privileges or in the gltemative, for a Resiricred Driving Perrmnit (*RDPT) is hereby IDENTED.
This Cirder s final and subject to appeal within thirte-five £35) days pursaant 1o the Adminisirative
Rewiew Law. The Depariment of Administrative Hearings dos: not comsider motioms to reconsider a
dezizion made or Ocder entered in a formal heanng, pursuasnt o 92 10, A DS 1081 80




iFPage 1%

af  ¥8y

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

JURISDI 10N

This cause comes on for hearing al the reques: of Petitioner on December 11, 2009, pursuant to

ES2-1TE of the [liinms Vehicle Code (TIVE™) an 625 ILCS, & seg., 25 amznded and 92 [llincis Adminisora-

tive Code, ("LAC™) at Chapter IL, §1001, 21 seg , a5 amended, befor: SIS - ..

appointed Heating Officer. Petitione: (G  F - itioncr ™) appears proo e, having

knowingly waived his right to legal coungel. The Secrstary of Stsle {“Secrstan™) was represented by

RELX R H

Penitioner sseks the reinsmtement of full driving privileges or in the alternative, the issuance of a

- Restricted Driving Permit ("RDP} for employment porposes.  Pentioner is =ligible for full reinstatomen:

and therefore is pot required o show an undee hardship in erder 1o be Bsued an RODP. 92 1AC, §1001.420i).
The general burden of prosf is upon the petiticner for any driving rebef, 92 1AC, §1001 .LOMs) and the
standasd of proef for all burdens of proaf at the instant hearing is by clear and convincing svidence, $2 1A C,
E1000 . 4204 and 440(b].

FINDINGS OF FACT:
The Hearing Cfficer, being fully advis=d in the premizses, fnds as follows

1. The Secretary has junsdiction over the parties herein and the subject maner heceof, dee avd
proper notice having been previously given as iz by statute in such case made and provided,

2. The evidence, exhibits, and testimony have besn olfered and received from all parties, and &
propet record of all proccedings has been made and preserved as requirsd. The Hearing -
ficer has ruled on all motioas and abyechions timely made and submited Documents offered
inta evidence comply with all standards specificd (o of 92 [AC, Par 1001, Subpart D, and
where reguired, clinical services were provided by facilities icensed by the {llinois Division
of Substance Lise Prevention and Resovery (“DSUPR™ unless specified othenwise,

3. Petitioner’'s request for hearing and the Secretany’s notice of bearing were emtered  into
evidence ac Secretary's Exhibits #1 and 52, respectively.  Petitioner’s driving record (in-
cleding, but not limited to, related documents} was read info the record and admited o
evidence as Secretary's Group Exhibit #3. The Petitionsr's application for driving relief
was enersd into svidence as Secretany’s Exhibin #4 in which the Patitianer reported na sir-
cumstances which otherwize would have prectudsd the Petitioner from proceeding with the
hzaring. It also reflects the Petithonsr's Mon-Visa Status [NVS] andfor Visa Stams (V5] a1
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the time of the Hearing. Finally, Sccretary's Exhibit #35 is the PDPS History/Staws Re-
sponge, cbraned at the time of the seheduling of the hzaning, the resulss of which are identi-
fizd beiow tn Finding of Fact #5,

An Order revoking Petitioner™s driver's license and driving privileges was ent=red sffective
Moy 28, 008 pursuant 1o IV B6-205(a)2, due to conviction for operating & motor vehicle
while under the influence of alcahal or ether drugs ’

An Crder summartly suspending Perdifioner’s drivec's license and driving privileges was
entered effective April 27, 2008 pursuant to VG §11-501.1, after he failed or refused a
chernical rasr

Petitioner was azrmested on March 21, 2014 and June @4, 2008 for deving on oa re-
voked/suspended license.

Petitioner has 2 amest(s) for driving under the influence ("D}, The certified record, the
FOPS andfor aleohol and drog evalvations contained in the Fle disclose the arrest(s) of
March 11, 2008 (BAC 0.13) and January 16, 2006 {Secretany of State's Exhibits #3 & 5
and Petitioner's Exhibit #E). The Petitioner further t2stified to keing arrested for a trespass
13 private propery, domestic viclence and property damage for which he was under the in-
fluence of akcohol.

Petitioner's last amrest for DIUH occurred on March 11, 2008, Petitioner testified that priar 1o
said arrest he consumed & beers or more and 2-5 shoes from 12:00 pom. to 7:00 pom. and was
arrested after creshing his vehicle. Potitioner weighed 185 pounds. He admits being intosi-
cared, The arresting officer's Law Enforcement Sworn Repoet indicates that Petitioner wes
ohserved in a single vehicie rollover accident, admitizd 1o having 4 beers, having red blood-
shot eves end a slight odor of aloohol (Secretary of Siate"s Exhihit #37 Petitioner refused io
take & chemical iesi.

Petizioner's first arrest for DU cccurred on January 16, 2006, Fetitioner testified tar prios
o zaid arrest he contumed & beers and 2 oshots from 1100 ame te 500 pon. and was
stopped for squealing his tres. Petitioner weighed 183 pounds. He admiis being inloxicated
The amesting officer’'s Law Enforcement Swom Report indicates that Petitionsr was ob-
served illegally sguealing his tires, failing to stop at stopped intersection, having & strong
odor of alcohol, displayed poor balance and coordination and Petitioner starsd that he prob-
ably showid oot be doving (Secroiany of State’s Exhibic £3}. Peurioners took and feiled 2
chemical test, registering a 0.3 BAC at 4.27 am. .

hiaterial inconsisiencies exist barween the BAC recorded at Petitioner’s DUI arresi(s) and
his cestimony regarding the amounts consumed. The BAC reedingfs) of .13 suggest(s} that

" _substantially more alcobol was consumed, Sge ). Kinmey and G, Leaton, Logsening the

Grip. A Handeook of Aleshol Information, pp. 4146, (6th ed. 2000). This issue was

raised at the previous hearing, Hewever, the cvaluator fails 10 address this issoe in the
Response (¢ Denial Letter. The Petitioner's evalnator must explain the reasons for the
discrepancies in the BAC levelis) with Peritioner's reported consumption a¢ his next
formal hearing.
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The Hearing Officer took official notice of the prior formal hearing(sh J-02013-12 pertam-
ing o Petitioners previous request(s) for driving relief, the evidence admiticd and the Eind-
ings of Fact and the Orden(s) entered thercin. In particolar, the Hearing Officer nkes afficial
natice of the alcoholfdrug evaluations and reatment decuments admitted into evigence
therswm.

Petitioner is required 1o participate in the BATD (Breeth A leahol Ignmion Imerlock Device)
Program because the Petifionsr has two or more DU conviction: ar reckless homicide con.
wictions (pursuant o Section %3 of the Criminal Code of 1981 or 2012 where the use of al-
cohal or drsgs was an element of the offense), including similar out-of-stare convicrions,
O STATUTORY SUMMArY SUSPENSIoNSs 07 revOoCanions pursuant o }1-501.1 or suspensions prr.
suant to Section 6-203, or any combination thereofl arising cur of szparate pecurrences.  Pe-
titioner i also required to participats if he has one conviction PUCEUANT [0 Section 11-
S0 1 Mey or 11-501(d) 1M or for reckless homicide (pursuant to Section 9.3 of the
Criminal Code of 1951 or 2012 where the use of aleohol or ather drugs was recited as an =1-
ement of the offense), including similar ouwi-of-state convictions or has invalidated his
MDDE by having his driving privileges suspsnded, revoked, cancelled or invalidsted under
anmy provisicn of the IVC. 92 1A, §1001 410{definitions), Any petiliooer whose omly open
SUEPEASION O MEvosation s not mentiansd above is exempd from the BAND program. He
has read the documents enticled “Breath Alcohal lgnithon Interiozk Device (BAIND) Terms
and Conditions™ (sse Secretary’s Exhibit £6) and "BAIID Questionnaire™ (see Petitioner s
Exhibit #2}, and he has signed the sffidavit at the end of the Terms and Conditions decu-
meat indicating thar he undarstands and sccepis his patticipation in the BAND Program.

Petitioner attended and completed 2n alccholidrug remedis! ed i ree or DL risk
education course on November 30, 2008, conductzd by %S@crztaw Ex
23)

Petitioner submitted the following evalvations: a Response to Prior Hearing dated Decem-
e 9, 2019 conducted b Petitioner’s Exhitit #1); and 2 previous-
Iy submitied Alcoboi and Dreg Evaluation Uniform Feport dated Jume 19, 20019 and con-
ducted by [N = - ctary Ex #3) -

The Hearing Officer Fully considerad the alooholidrug evaluations pressnied by Petitioner
and finds that the evidence might not be consisient with the Significant Risk classification
comtained gherein. The extent of Petitioner's alcoholfdrug problem is anchear due fo material
discrepancies within the swidence. Without a clear amd acourate dischesune of Petitioner’s
refaticnzship with alcobel, the Hearing Officer is unable to assess Petiioner's understanding
und acceprance of the mature and exient of his problem with aleohol/drugs, the effectivencss
af Kis treztment, and the resulting changes in lifestyle and consumption palermns, This ms—
sessment 15 necessery befors the Secretary can be convinced such a person is a ko or min-
imal risk to repsat his abusive behavior in the fohee. (See 92 [AC, H1001 44e) and (d}h.
The Secretary of State may disregard the findings of any cvaluation if the evidence indicaes
theat i1 13 wnrelizbie o7 incomplete, Cusack v. Edgar, 117 110 App 3d 505, 484 N.E. 2d 1145

Clst Dist. 19853, Christtansen v, Fdgar. 209 Wi App 3™ 36, 567 M.E.2d 636 (4™ Diss.

LS}

al Petitioner festified that he eonsemed 1224 besrs with mined drinks and shiows daily
in the year prior to both DU amrests on Jaouary 16, 2006 and March 11, 2008, Pe-
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titioner further 1eslified to smoking mariiuana at the age of 19, once, charing a joini.
Petitiones”s testimony is inconsisient with tha repons contaimed in the eveluations
and ather documentation submitted since it conflicts with the report dated June 19,
2019 which indicales that his actual paftern was 2.3 beers 2-3 timet o week in the
year prior @ bath DU acrest. Al the Jast formal heariog on July 31, 20019, Petitioner
testifizd to consuming & beers 5 times a week and on the.weskends be would drink
through the night (an unknown amount) until he was inioxicated. The evaluatsr in
iz Hesponsa to Denial (Petitioner Ex #1) states that the Petitioner acknowledges
that the use history he testified to ar the last format hearing “may indesd be more
ascurate”. Howewer, the history previcusly tesiified 1o is not what the Petitioner 1es-
tified 1o at the instant hearing. The Petitioner needs to provide another chromo-
logical use history ar bis next formal hearing addressing the discrepancies in
his substance nse history.

Fetitioner testified thatl since his last DUT arrest on March 11, 2008, he stppped
drinking for I months then resumed drinking 12-24 besrs with mixed drinks and
shots daily. Petitioner became abstinent on July 5, 20016, Petitioner's testimony is
inconsistent with the reporung contained in the Revisions to Uss History dated De-
cember &, 20H% which indicates that after the last DU he stopped drinking for a
year, then resumed drinking & hesrs through a week for 2 3 month period then re-
surned the same drinking pattern of & beers 5 times a wesk. Petitioner became absti-
nent on July 5, 20§, These issues wers raised ot the Petitioners's last fermal hearing
and the eviluator in the Revisions to Use History dated December 9, 2009 §Peri-
tioner Ex #1) addressed thegs jzzucs. Howsvar, the Petitionsr's insmant Testimony
again is different than whar is being reported. The evaluator states that “the Peti-
tianer acknowledges that whae he shared at his most recent Formal Hearing is more
azcurais than wihal was shared before™ this ststement is not sufficient snough for
Hearing Officer to determine the Petitioner’s use of aleshol following the last DU |
arrest and his abstinence date. Petilioner needs to returo te the evalnator to sad-
dress these issues. The evaluator’s written response shoald be submitied at the
next formal hearing.

Petitioner testified thar he has experienced the following indicators of the symp-
tormsizritesia of The Diagaostic Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (IS
blackours. passing our, less of control, binge drinking, withdrawal, hangovers,
drinking more than intended and increased tolerance; sooizl problems; excessive use
af time and menecy; end impairment of or reduction in deties duse To UEe. Because of
Bis excessive use he has received complaints from family or frrerds. n regand to
these symploms, Petitioner further testified to moming drnking and family history
of alcoholsm {mom and dadd. Therefors, the Petitioner’s t=stimony, evatuarions
and treatmeni documents submitied o date sug@est that the Petitioner has expari-

- enced the following DSM symplomsieriteria:

Adeohol and drugs are taken in larger ameunts or owver a longer period then inlended
(per testzmany of drinking moce than intended),

There is a persistent desire or unsuccessful effoms to cur down or control slcohal or
drieg use (per (eshimony of koss of contral and unsuceessful ATtempTs ar abstinenth
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A great deal of time is speni in aclivitics necessary 1o obtain, use, or recover from
the effeces of aleohel or drug use (per testimony of binge dripking and his daibv
drinking).

Fecurrent alcohol or drg use resulting in 2 failure to Fulfill major role obligations
ar wark, school, or home {per wwsuimoeny of reduction in wark, school and sacial du-
ties due o wse).

Continued aleohol or drug use despite having persistent or recurrent social or
interpersonal problems caused or exacerbated by the offects of alcohol or drug use.
(per testimeny of receiving complaints from Family/friends due o use).

Recurrent aloohol or drog use in situations in which it is physizally hazardous (per
testimony )

Tolerance-Either a need for markedly increased amounts of alcohol drugs to achisve
mtoxication or desired effect or 2 morked by diminished €fect with continued vse of
the same amoum of alcobal or drugs {per testimony),

Withdrawal, 2¢ manifested by either the characterisiic withdrawal svndrome for
akeohol or drugs or alsobol or drugs are Eken o relieve or avoid withdeawais {per
Estimony

The current Uniform Report dated June 19, 2019 fails to reflect anyv/all of the
DSH symptomsioritesia listed above. The Petitioner wes denied in pant at his kasr
farmal hearing for questions regarding his sympiomatclogy. The Petitioner was re.
quired o reum to his evaluator 1o address the jssue. The evaluamor in the surrent
Response o Denial {Petitioner Ex #1) does contemptuoasly report rhar . the
ariginal evaluator is indeed aware of the Paitioner's prior history, 25 wel) as the Pe.
titinaer's stated recollection of DSM £ criteria as he shared it at the heariag™ This
sutement in and of itsell indicates that the Petitioner has experienced more than 4
DEM symptoms and calls imto guestion the accuracy of the Petitioner curment classi
fication. Petitioner needs te provide a detailed explanation vither ruling put or
diagnasing aleobol depeodency at his next formal bea ring.

Peritioner admits being a chemically dependent person and he strongly believes he
cannotl have another drink {Petitioner's Testimony). The Petitiomer admits he is an
alkeoholic and aberays will be at his previous and again ar the instant heartng,
However. the evaluator keeps identifying him 25 only Presumptive Problem
Drinker (Petitiomer Ex #1). Reviewing courts have held that the degree of seli-
acceptance of an aleoholfdrug problem b5 a proper consideration in detenmining
wihether he has met his. burden that he would not endanger the public safety and
welfare. Bermer v. Edesr, Mo, 4-80.2378 (Rule 23, Dec. 21, 1987973, This testimony
s ool charactenistic of an individual who bas honestly assessed bis problematie
relationship with slcohol/drugs and accepts the regative impact said wse pro-
duces, por is it representative of ae individual who has come to grips with and
effectively addressed and/or resolved his alcobol/drug problem.
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&} Petitioner was administered the Mortmen/Filkineg Test (M-F} as part of an alcohol
and drug evaloation, and scorsd 44 points. This places Petitioner in the Presumprive
Problem drinker category (Secretary of State Exhibit £3). The M-F iz 2 detection
and assessment instrument wsed (o assist in the dentificerion of an alcohal prob-
Iemdalcohalism,  See | Rocemt Developments in_Alcobolism, pp. 377-408 (M.
Gralanter, ed. 1983, Responges that affect the final M-F score are clicited from
questions thar are primarily designed to relare o an individual "s usefabuse of aloo-
hal. Petitioner's low M-F score is found o0 be more reflective of his continoed
denial and minimization of the severity of his alcoheld rug problem, and its ac-
curacy is questionatle.

i) The previous Hearing Officer guestioned the Petitionet's drinking pattern  and
discrepancies in hic drinine andfor drug history. The Heanng Officer clearly ques.
tened the fact that despite the Pefitioner's 2 DU arrests the evaluator found mo
DrSM svmproms and the fact that Petitioner admitied he is 8 chemically dependent
person and has no contral over his drinking. As = resuk the effectiveness of rreat-
ment and the accuracy of the Uniform Report wers guesiioned. The evaluator in the
Responss 1o Denial dated December 9, 2019 only vageely responds Lo the Denial
Oreder. The Hearing Officer notes that the surrent Response to Denial fails 1o specif-
ically eddress any of the issues calied into question as a result of Petitioner's previ-
ous hearing. A% such, said issees remain unresolved

Peritioner completed 240 bowr atient treatment beoween June 16, 2015 and Decem-
ber 16, 2015, by hich prowvided documents including Treabment Ver.
ification, Discharge Suemsmary, Treatment Plan, Continuing Care Plan and Continuing Care

Swatus (Seoretary Ex #33, The evaluatar finds that “nothing arose dunng the hearing o seri-
oushy question the clinically based conzlusion from the rreaoment provider that the Petition-
=r was mdesd successful in his treatment, &nd that no further svaluations or treabmeni was
necessary ™ Given that the Response to Depial fails to adequatek address any of the previ-
ous issues, the Hearing Officer finds that the meamment waiver holds litthe weight

al Fetitioner's dinking was cavsed by trving 1o find himself, and coping with his life.
During trearment he leamed about the difference between an alcoholic (dependent
o aleochol) and an abeser of aleohal (drinking to the point of inoxication) and the
=ffects of alcohol on body and brain. He claims 1o kave made significant changes o
his life-style by not seeing the old friends, not going to bars, working on cars,
spending tmes with his family and keeping himself busy. Howsver, Petitioner's ex.
Manation a3 1o the sature znd causss of his drinkiag snd weight o be given his
reatment waiver andior detailed explanation is undermined by the fact that he iden-
tifizs himself a5 an aleoholic, minimized his alsohol use histary and discrepanc ies
in the 25M sympiomdcriteria, For these reasons the treatment waiver and/or de-
tailed explanation does nat carey oruch weight. -

b} Fetitioper's admitiance of beng an alcoholic, minimization of his drinking and/or
drug histery, discrepancies i the DSM symptomsioriteria supporting his current
DSUPR chssification andior conflicting reasons provided for his substance abasse
problem indicates that the Petiticnes has been less than sucesgsiul in identifying and
addres=zing his sleahs lfdreg preblems notwithstanding the treatment provider’s pasi-
iive prognosis andfar waiver of further treatment Petitioner shoold retrm 1o bhis
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treatment provider for the purposs of addressing these issves andfor gssessing the

need for additional weatment. The provider's response must be submigted En

it at 1 | hearing.
13, Pentioner i= employed by WY - -icion s
Testimony).
a} Petitioneds regular hours and days of employment are Monday thru Friday from
5:00 a.m. bo 300 p.m,
[:}] Petitioner lives 3 miles from his place of employment
o Petitioner is required 1o drive as far as 100 miles from his ptace of employment in

the course of cmployment related dutes.

14 At the conclusion of the hearing, the Petltioner acknowiedged that he wnderstood the
gquestions asked of him and stated that bis responses were complete and accurate.  Petition.
er deciined the opporiuniny o add to his testrnony.

15, In conzlusion, the Petitioner. NN - i-il-o o zarry his burden. of

| proving that he has satisfactorily resolved his aleohal problem and that he would be a safe

and responsible driver if granted driving relief, The Pertitionsr is being denied driving privi-

teges for the fallowing reason(s) (See Finding(s} of Fact & &, 11, Ti{a-f and 12{a-b1.
Thersfore, it is recommended that he be denied driving reliel. .

TATL APPLICAELE- R

The authority sections of the 1V (625 ILCS, Act 5) relied upon herain are: 2-101, 2-103, 2-1 04, 6
20583, B-205{c), 6-206(c)3, 6-208{k} and’or 15-501.1. The authority sections of the Rules and Regulations
promulgated by the Secretary are: Chapter 11, 92 LAC, §10T. 10 &1 50,

CONCLIUSIONS OF LaWw

1. The evidence esiablished that the Periticner’s abuse of alcoholdrugs developed inmto an
alcohol/drug problem, but the sxtent of that prablem is nor clear.

2 The Petitioner failed 1o provids evidence sufficient to camry his burden of proving that his
alcoholfdrug problem has been resolvsd. See 92 111 Adm. Code S2e. 1001 440, 25 amended .

ER Given the unresolved issues raised herein (See Finding{s) of Fect 15), the Peritianer failed

© to cammy his burden of proving that he would be 2 safe and recpensible driver =nd that he

would nat endanger the public safety and welfare, See %2 HL Adm. Code Secs.
YO0 L1 000g), FO0L420, 101,430 and 1801440, 83 amended.
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RE: NNEE INERA TFORN -

The petiion for the reinstaiement of full driving privikeges or in the alernative, far o restricted
drivang permit shoubd be DENTED,




RESPONSE TO DENIAL

S Juiy 2020

Minois Sscretary of State

O partment of Administrative Hearings
Howlstt Building

Springfisld, IL 82755

Re:
ooa:
DL

The Petitionar is responding 1o a Denial ketber irom a recent formal hearing

When reviewing the Response to Denial from the previous Hearing, the Petitioner
acknowlsdgad to this evaluator that everything b2 had told him befors was wrong, and
that ha also did not tell the trestmant providare ths truth wihile in trezemeant years baefors.

The Peiitionsr added that his trus history, conssguances of use, and DSM S criteria was
correct as he shared it with the Hsaring Officer.

This Response than comes fram that acknowledgement
The issues at hand are thesa;

11 s the Patiioner prasenting any cufrent ondgoing problematc behevior dus o alcobol or
drug use? No. See balow

It is the responsibility of 2 cenified aicohol/dug counselor working at a license state agancy o
wark with the parson as they are today. Alccholdrug treatment, group and classss should not
be sasn 25 8 conssquencs dus o bad bahavior, or 25 a sentanca (o be deferrad or addad onto
bassd on violabions, “Trestment”, “counssling”, etc., are msant to deal with an issus at hand,
whather that issus is to pravent ongoing use, or to prevent 2 relapse or somes other problematic
behavior,

Mo evidance wes pressnisd © the evaluator suggssing an alooholdrug relasted legal
complication arose after the most recant Responsa.

And the Petitionar's testimony suggssted while thare may be challengas in his mind regarding
truthfulness, theres are ne “waming sans” or "rad fags” indicating ongeing prablematic alcehol or
drag wse

2y s thera any avidsncs to sugpest that a blatant lack of honesty up omtil recently is
sufficient fo order & retum fo treatment for mors groups or classes? No.




People going through ihes Heanmg process for licenss reinsiatemant often beligvs that the vary
lzst place on sarth for 2 Peatitionar 1o ba candid a 1 hig alcohol or doug uss is in front of 2
Hearing Office officer. But that is exacty what id  Recovery programs and treatment
agencies and evenyans als2 in this field encowrags our cliznts and our patisnts to be honest.
ldealy, that honesty comas wihile the person i3 aciivaly baing seen in groups and classes, butin
this cass, it ciearly did happen, and it happened in a setting where the person speaking their
truih was cleary not in 2 place in which his candos woulkd heEip hime

But untruthfulness by itsel is not sufficient criterrum for & retum o an alcoholdrug frestment
program. And with a disclosurs of that magnifeds, if 15 unlikely that thars is another bombshsll in
his siory yet 1o be shared with anyons.

2} WWould the Pastitrers past acknowlsdogsment of sigaificant wuse and problermstc
behavicr sugosst perhaps that even 2 short ratem to 3 treatmant faciity be of help?

Mot necessarily, there is resaarch on the dea of "spontansous remission” or problemsate alcchol
or drug behavior,

Dne examplke to shars hers s o the "American Joumal of Drag and Alcobal Abuss”

{2000 200,263 4&3‘50- =1} 10 108V ads-160100255. - Spontansous Remission From Aloobol

Tobacsco and P Doy Abuss: S--klnu uaintitative Answars 1o Quslitative Qusstions

3 D Weahers
FRAICr 0975658 DO 10 108V ada-100100253)

Their most potni=d observation is that:

A quantitative reviaw Of the substancs abuss Riersture revealsd a mean gsneral pravaisnes of
spontansous ramission from aleohol, tobacco, snd other drugs abuse of 25.2% when = brosd
d=finition of remissian was empicyad and 158.2% whan 2 nerroy definilion was impiemented.
From tha resulis of this review, it was conchuded ihat izw misaningiul differances sxsi befwaan
spontarsous remittzrs and parsons who sither continus misusing subsisncss or remit throuoh
rgatment on pre-remission maeasures of prnor drug involvemeant

In simpler terms, the spceass of people quitting on their own appsared to be about 25 pood a3
people who weant through trestmont,

Anather exaﬁpla comes from e US Govemment's Office of Technology Assessment, a .
rasearchead work entitizd:

HEALTH TECHMNILOGY CASE STUDY
The Effectivenass and Costs of Alcoholism Treatmant, MARCH 19837,

Fassarchars on inis stwdy mcluded Leonard Saxs, Ph. O, Boston Univarsity
with Denise Dougherty, Soston Unmversity, Katharine Esty, Soston University and
kichalle Fine, Ph. D, University of Pennsvlvania.

Thelr conclusior was in genaral that while treatment for alcohal and drug issues had
documentad positive effects) i was not fo a degres that made it necassary for somaone to stop
drinking or using drugs, and that at least some people could and did stop on thsir own, and
miEintain sobrnety.
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[availabls via
hittpsufwrww princaton. edu/~otaddisks/ 1 B3 2B 3078 30707 PO

The last exampla to include here Is entifled:

“‘Spomiansous remission in alcoholics, Empirical obsaervations and thaoratical implications
Journal of Studies on Alcohol, 42(7), 528541 (1981}
' B & Tuchfeld
hittps: fidoi oraf 10, 15288/ sa 1987 42 526
FPublished COnline, January 04, 2013"

{avaiable via hitps feaew jsad com/dol 10 152880a. 1981.42.525)

This research piece echosd similar sentiments from other ressarch sugoesting that while
stapping drinking or using drugs individaally was not endorsed through their work, it was afso
not comeistely without a possibility of sustained succass.

In general, ressarch consistantfy sugnests:

- Treatrent c2n work i done effectively and susizined hrough proper clinics! practice, bt
alzo et

- Peopis have sioppad drinking and using an hair own, &id bave maint@mnsd 2 tevs) of
zobnsiy broadly comparabls to thess whoe complsied convenionzl Fsstmsnt programs,

N conchision:

T3 There is certsinly no reason now Bo doubt the Peiitionsrs sincsriy

24 He shared whiai e s&vs iz now s definiive alcohol/dnesg use histony, which cdos: not
iNnciuds SUrmaEnt uses

3} Mo esvidence hzs been pressnied (0 suggssl pioblematic wuss of glechol or drugs st
present

Regardless of how the Petitionsr got to the psth of “rigorous honssty™ esfarred to in the
Alcaholics Ancnyrmows Big Sook, he oot thers, With that i mind, thers 3 po reassn o
rzcormmend furdher groups or classes. Furiher groups and classes condinus o be waived,

fly submitted,

i




JESSE WHITE
SECEETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE BEEVOCATION OF THE

PRIVER’S LICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES FILE NO. i
OF
DRIVER’S LICENSE NUMBER: s

ORDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendations of the Hearing OWfficer,
I captioned case have been read and examined; and.

WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed: and,

WHEREAS. the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Lew are correct and are hersby adoptad as the
Findings of Fact and Conclesions of Law of the Seerctary of State {“Secretary™); and,

WHEREAS, the rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admission of evidence and all motions were
correct and are hereby concurred in by the Secretary; and,

WHEREAS, the Secretary adopts the recommendations of the Hearing Officer,

NOW THEREFORE, 1T IS HEREEY ORDERED: That pursuant i the Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Officer, the petition for the reinstatement
of full driving privileges or in the alternative, for a Restricped Driving Permit ¢“RIDP™) is hereby
DENIED.

This Order is final and subject 2 appeal within thirty-five {157 days pursuant to the Administra-
tive Review Law. The Department of Administrative Hearings does not consider motions 1o reconsider a
decision made or Order entered in & formal hearing, pursuant fo 92 [L ADC 1001 B0,




FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDA TIONS
OF THE HEARING OFFICER

JUFRL O
This canse comeston for hearing af the reguest of Petitroner on July 10, 2020, pursuant to
§5/2-118 of the lllincis Vehicle Code ("IVO™ at 8235 ILOE, er geg., az amended and 22 1lingis Adminis-

trative Code, (“IACT) at Chapter 1L §1001, e seq. as amended. before "N - duly
appointed Hearing Officer. Petitioner “ (“Petitioner™} appears pro se, having

knowingly wafved his right to legal counsel, The Secretary of State (“Secrstary’™) was represented by

RELIEF UESTED:

Petitioner seeks the rainstatsment of full driving privileges or in the alt=rmative, the issuance of a
Restricted Driving Pecmit (“RDP7} for employment family educational and daveare purposes.  Petitioner
15 eligible for full reinstaternent and therefore is not reguired to show an undue hardship in order to be
isswed an RDP. 92 1AC, 10001 4200} The gencral burden of proof is upon the petitioner for any
driving relief, 92 LAC, §1000.100(s} and the standard of proof for all burdens of proof at the instane
hearning is by chear and convincing evidence. 92 1A, S1001.4200d} and 440 h)

FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Hearing Cfficer, being fully advisad in the premizes, finds as follows:

1. The Secretary has jurisdiction over the parties herein and the subject mater hereof, due
and proper notice having been previowsly given as is by statute in sech case mads and
provided.

2 The svidense, exhibrts, and testimony have been offered and reseived from al| parties,

and a proper record of all procsedings has been made and preserved as required, The
Hearing Officer has ruled on all maoticns and objections timely made and submitted.
Documents offersd into evidence comply with all standards specified in of 92 [AC, Part
A0S ubpart-T) - and-where—required: clirical services-were-provided by -fasilities lj-
censsd by the lilinois Division of Substance blse Prevention and Fecovery (MDISLIPR™}
unless specified otherwiss.

Petitiomer's request for hearing and the Secreiary’s notice of hearing were entered intg
evidence as Secretary’s Exhibits #1 and #2, respectrvely. Petrhianer’s driving record {in-
cluding, but net timited to, relared documents) was read into the record and admitted into
gvidence 55 Secrstary’s Group Exhibit #3. The Petitionsr’s application for driving relief
wes entered wto evidence gs Secretary’s Exhibit £4 in which the Peritioner reporied no

La




circumstancss which otherwise would have precluded the Petitioner from proceeding
with the hearing. It also reflects the Petitioner's Mon-Visa Status [NYS) andfor Visa Sta-
tus {V3] at the time of the Hearing Finalty, Secretaryd's Exhibit #5 iz the POPS Histo-
rv/Status Response, abtained at the time of the scheduling of the hearing, the results of
which are identified below in Finding of Fact £3. '

An Order revoking Petitioner’s driver's license and driving privileges was entered
effective May 28, 2008 purswant to [VC §6-205(a)2, due to0 conviction for operating 2
motor vehicle while under the influence of alechol or other drugs,

An Order summarily suspeading Petitioner’s driver’s license and driving privileges was
entered effective April 27, 2008 pursuant 1o TVC §11-501.1, aficr he failed ar refused a
chemical test .

Petitioner was arrested on March 21, 2014 and June 04, 2008 for driving on a re
voked suspendead licanss

Petitioner has 2 arrssu(s} for driving under the influence ¢ DU, The certified record,
the FOFS and/or alcohol end drug evaluations contained in the file disclase the arrest(s)
of March 11, 2008 {refusal) and January 15, 2006 (BAC .13} (Secretary of State’s
Exhibits #3 & 3 and Petitioner’s Exhibit #1), Petitioner testified that he has various
charges for which he was under the influenice of alechol including: trespass to private
property, domestic viclence, property damage, and buring his friends® houss down.

Petitioner's last arrest for DU occurred on March 11, 2008, Petitionsr testified that prios
to said arrest he consumed alechol 21l day and does not recall the exset amount nor the
time perind. He indicatad that all he remembers is being in the hospital. Petitioner was
vedved in a smgle car accident where he relled bis vehicle. Petitioner weighsd 200
pounds. He admits being intoxizated. The amesting officer’s Law Enforcement Swom
Report indicates that Petitioner was observed being invalved in a single vehicle rallover
accident, admitted to having & beers, having red bloodshot eves and a slight ador of al-
colvol. (Secrstary of Stae’s Exhibil #3). Petitioner refused to take 2 chemical test.

Pentioner's first amest for DUL ccourred on Januvary 15, 2006, He admits being inioei-
cated. The aresting officer’s Law Enforcament Sworn Feport indicates that Petitioner
was observed illegally squealing his tires, failing to stop al stopped intersection, having &
strong adar of aleohol, displayed poor balance and coordination and Petitioner stated that
he probably should not be driving. {Secretary of State’s Exhibit #3). Petitioner took and
failed & chemical test, registering 2 0,13 BAC af 2:27 AM.

The Hearing Cificer took official notize of the prior formal hearing?s) J-03240-19 and J-
@ZH13-19 pertaining e Petitioner's previous reguest{s) for driving relief, the evidence
admitted and the Findings of Fact and the Order(s) entered therain. In particuter, the
Hearing Officer, takes official notice of the alecholidrug evaluations and treatmen: doc-
wiments admitted into evidence therein.

Petitioner iz required to participate in the BAITD (Breath Adcchol Ignitian Interlock
Device) program because the Petitioner has tao or mare D] convietions or reckless
homicide coavictions {pursuant fo Section %3 of the Criminal Code of 10681 or 2002




where the use of aleahol or drugs was an element of the offense). including similar out-
of-stale convictions, Or STatutory SUMMAary SuSpeRsions or revocations pursuant w 11-
01,1 or suspensions pursuant to Section 6-203, or any combination thereof ansing out
of separate ceourrsnees. Petitioner is also required m participate if he has one conviction
pursuant fo Section 11-5010d¥ 1 e) ar 11-501dW | ¥ or for reckless homicide {pursuant
ir Section 9-3 of the Criminal Code of 1951 or 2012 where the use of 2lechol aF other
drugs was recited as an clement of the offense), including simitar out-of-state convictions
or has invalidated his MDDP by having his driving privileges suspended, revoked, can-
celled  or invalidated under any provision of the IVC. 97 LA,
§1001.4tO(definitionsh. Any petitioner whose only open suspension or revecation is not
mentioned above 5 exempt from the BAID program if they hawve three or less convie
tions for DU in their life.  If the Petitioner has four or more convictions for DU in their
life {the last occurring on or after January 1, 1939, they will be a Life-time permitize no
matier what stops, if any, appear on their driving reeard. He has read the documents en-
titled “Breath Alcohel Ignition Interlock Device [(BAIID) Terms and Conditions™ (zee
Secretary”s Exhibrt #6) and “BAIID Cuestionnaire™ (s2e Petiticner’s Exhibir £2), and he
hzs signed the affidavit at the end of the Terms and Conditions decoment indicating that
he understands and accepts his parficipation in the BALID Program.

. Petitioner submitted the following evatuations. an A loohol and Drug Evaluation Uniform
Report with Response o Prior Hearing all dated July 09, 2020 and conducted by SEi

(Petitioner’s Exhibit #1); a previously Besponse to Prior Hezaring dated
December %, 201% conducied by*(ﬂecmtary Ex #3); and a previ-
ously submitted Alcohol and Drug Eveluation Uniform Report dated Juoe 19, 2619 amd
conducted by ﬁsﬁfxblﬁf)’ Ex #3%

a@. The Hearing Officer fully considered the alcoholidreg evaluations presented by Petition-
er. The Hearing Officer finds that Pefitioner is carrently ciassified as High Risk De-
pendent-In Remission. Chemical dependency is a progressive, incurable discase {See ]

Klinney, Loosening the Grip: A Handbook of Aleghol Information, (&th ed. 20007 and
Encyvelopedis Handbook of Alccholism, (Pattison and Kautman, ed. 1982} Petitioners

clazzified chemizally dependent must completely disclose and accept their dependency,
suceessfully complste weatment for their dependency, document their abstin®nce consisi-
ing of 2 sufficient pericd of fiime, and document their involvement in an setive, an Eoing
Suppart program to maintzin their sobriety. They must demonstrate at the time of the
hearing thar they hawve met each of these requirements in order to demonstrate that they
are & bow or minimnal risk to avoid relapse. (Se= 92 1AC, §1001 440{b)}.

a) Peritioner testified that he conswmed 6-24 heers/shotsimoeanshine in the year
prior to his last DUT arrest on Mareh 11, 2008, Patitioner further testified thar he
consumed macijuana from ages 19 o the present smoking aboul 2 Joints or just

e o T cnoogh @SS Fmedicate and not 10 get “messed upot dai iv. Fetitioner Tndicated
that “it"s legal™ and uszes it te self medicare for his ADHD and anxiely. Petitioner
indicated that 2 doctor has not prescribed medical marijuang but prefers using
marijuana over Ritalin. Petitioner’s testimony is inconsistent with the reports
contained in the evaleations and other docurmentation submirted since it is
inconsisient with the report dated July 09, 2020 which indicates that Eis ae-
tual pattern was 6 beers 5 times a week in the vear priar to his last DUT ar-
rest. Of greater concern is Petitioner's testimony of his daily use of AT u-




By

cl

d

ana te self-medicate for his ADHD and anxiety. Petitioner needs to provide
amother chronological use history at his next formal hearing addressing the
discrepancies in his substance nse history.

Fetitioner tesiified that since his last DU arrest on March 11, 2008, fie con-
sumed 6-24 beers'shotsimoonshine until Juky 04, 2016 when he decided to quit
drinking. Petitioner hes remained abstinent since July 04, 2016. Petitioner
failed to submit any letters attesting to his abstinence. Again of more argent
concern is the fact that he continwes to use marijuana daily in the attempt w
self medicate for ADHD and anxiety. Said issues must be addressed in detail
with his provider with documentation of the same submitted at the time of
his next formal hearing.

Petitioners classified as High Risk Dependent, or any other pstitioner with a rec-
ommendation of abstinence by a DASA licensed evaleator or treatment provider,
must have a minimum of 12 consecutive months of documentad abstinence, ex-
cept as provided in subsections (e} 3} and (4], in regard 10 opiate substioution and
medisal cannabiz programs, This means that the petitioner muest be abstinent
from alcobol and all contrelled substances, legal end illegal, untess the drug is
presciibed by a physician, and regardless of whether alcohol ar another drug was
the petitiener's drug of choice when using. Abstinence that ocours during 2 peri-
od of extended insarceration is not favered, uniess petitioner took proactive steps
b rehabibitate himself or herself while incarcerated, a8 it occwrs in 8 eontro|led
environment. See 82 [IF Adm. Code Sec 1001 .4400e ) 1), as amended.

%1 Tllinois Administratove Code Seciion 1001 .44 0e) provides that Petitioners
classified as High Risk Dependent o7 any other Petitioner with a recommenda-
tion of abstinence by a DASA licensed evaluator or treatment provider should
have a minimum of twelve {123 consscative months of documented abstinence
Documentation of abstinence must be received from at l2ast three (3] independ-

_ent sources. Letiers or witness testimony establishing abstinence should contain

at the minimam. the following: (1] the person’s relationsh ip 1o the Petitioner (2}
how long the person has known the Petitioner (2) how often the person sees the
Petitioner (4] how long the person knows the Petitioner has abstained and £5) the
letters must be dated and signed, within 45 days of the date of the heasing.

Petitioner testified that he has experienced the following indicstors of the
symptomsferiteria of The Diagoostic Statistical Manual of Meotal Disorders
{DSM): blackouts. passing out loss of control, binge drinking, withdrawal,
hangovers, drinking maore than intended, increassd tolerance, and impairment of
ar reduction in work duties due to use; has recerved complaints from family or
friends, has-a family histery of eloocholism {grandparents and parents), unsuc-
cessiul altemnpts at remaining sherinent and adm itted to driving while intoxicated
on occasions independsnt of his DU arrests

Petitioner  adraits being an  alcoholiz. [(Petitioner’'s Testimany), Howewer,
Petitioner denied having a problemizbusing marijuana despite his continual daily
usage. Roviewing courts have held that the degree of seif-accaptance of chemissl
dependency is a proper consideration in determining whether he has met his bur-
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den that he would not endanger the public safety and welfare. Beemer v Edagar,
Mo, 4-59-278 (Rule 23, Drec. 21, 1989), This testimony is 0ot characteristc of
an individual whe has bopestly assessed his problemafic relationship with
alcobel’drups and accepts the negative impact said mse prodaces, nor is it
representative of an individual who has come to grips with and effectively
addressed apd/or resolved his chemical dependence.

&) Petitiongr was administered the MortimeoFilking Test (M-F) as part of an
alcohol and drug evaluation, and scored 56 points. This places Petitioner in the
Problem drinker category. (Petitioner's Exhibit #11. The M-F is a detection and
asseisment instrument wsed 1o assist in the identification of alccholism. Ses |
Eecent Developments in Alcoholism, pp. 377-408 (M. Galanter, ed. 1083). Re-
sponses ihat affect the final M-F score are elicited from questions that are pri-
marily designed to relate to an mmdividoal’s wssfabuse of alechol. Petidiener®s
low M-F score is found to be more reflective of his continsed denial aond
minimization of the severity of his chemical dependency, and its accuracy is
guestionable.

T Petitioner wes denied relief at his last hearing due to discrepancies in his
alcohal/drog use histery, discrepancies in the DSM syvmptom and Petitioner's
acknowledgement of being an aicobol despite being classified significant risk
which was oot all adeguately addressed in the documentation and restimony pre-
sented at the instant hearing because continues to minimize his aleoholidrug use
history in particular his marijuana use.

Fetitioner had previcusly completed 20 hours of cutpatient treatment betwesn June 16,
2015 and Decembear 16, 2015 by which provided decuments in-
cluding Treatment Verification, Discharge Summary, Treatment Plan, Continuing Care
Fian and Continuing Care States. (Secrewary Ex #2) Petitioner previowsly submitted a

Treatment Mecds Assessment an Carver dated June 19, 2019 all conducted by
“_ {Secretary Ex #3]. The Response to Denial

dated July 9, 2020 submirted waive further groups and classes based oo his “rigor-
ous honesty”, there being no reason io doubr the Petitioner's sincerity and his ab-
stinence with ne “warning signs or red flags indicating ongeing preblematic alcohal
or drug use™. It also indicates that that given petitioner’s past scknowiedgement of
significant use and problematic behavier, a refurn to treatment mav oot necessarity
be helpful due to the possibility of “spontaneous remission™. It further identified
several research cites supporting the idea of spontaneous remission where “treat-
meni for alcohol/dreg issues had documented positive affects bur it was oot to a
degree that made it necessary for someosne to stop drinking or usiog dregs and that
at least some peaple could and did stop en their own and maintained sobriety™,. The

T Hearing O Thds thiat aldiongl o Epontafiebas reniission ipossible it elearly s

oot pertinent regarding the Petitioner as he continues o use marijuana dxily.

a) Petitioner’s drinking was cavused by dealing with him not being able to se= his
son. During treatment he learned about his trigesrs and the dangers of drenking
and driving. He claims o hawve made significant shangss to hiz |ife-style by start-
ing a business "and spending more time with his kids. Pete-
tioner identified the following as his relapss triggers: 2 hot day, his prevention is
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to “think about being i a jail cell with & gangster from Chicago and not SEEINE
his sor™  Howsver, Petitioner’s explanation ac to the nature and causes of his
drinking and weight fo be given his woatment waiver is undermined by the fact
that testified 1o use marijuana daily to self-medicate, he deniaf of having a prob-
lem with marijuana and his minimization of his alcohol/drug use. For these rea-
sons the treatment waiver doss not carry muoch weight,

Petitioner’s demial of having & problem with marijuana, minimization of his
drinking andfor drug use history andfor conflicting reasons provided for his
chemical dependency indicates that the Petitioner has bean less than suooessful
in identifying and addressing his chemical dependency, notwithstanding the
treatment provider’s positive prognosis and waiver of further treatment. Petition-
er should retwrn i his trestment provider for the purpose of addrezsing thess is-
sucs and/or assessing the need for additional treatment. The provider's re-
sponse must be submirted in writing at the next formal bearing.

Petitioner has not established an adequate ongoing supportirecovery program

a}

Petitioner testified that he corrently doesn™ have a support program in place. He
indicated that he has his farmily who has been there for him 2nd has seen his
change. Petitioner admits that he is dependont to them and it is VEFY Imiportant
that be gets his family back afier so many years that he staved away. Potitioner
has not provided sufficient evidence attesting ta his current involvement in sup-
portfrecovery becavse failed o provida proaf that he has a groug in witich he re-
lies on for his sobriety other than having family that knows his situation,

Mere abstinence for an alcobolic is not encegh to remove or sufiic iently di-
minishk the risk to the poblic safery. A working support system needs to be
in place to prevent a relapse. The potential for relapse for every alcoholic is
real and everlasting. See:_J. Kinnev and G. Leaton. Lootenins the Grip: A
Handbook of Alcobel [pformation, pp. 254 — 262, 3d ed. 1987, If the Perti-
tioper’s suppori program does ool invelve a structured, organized, recog-
rized program such as A A, or N.A., the Petitioner is required to ideatify
what that pregram is, explain how it works and kecps the Petitioner absti-
nept.  The Peritioner is required to present either witness testimony or
written verification of the program from at least three independent sources
tovolved in the program, wiich -if lerters, shonld be signed and dated and
which must contain 2t a minimum, the following: (1) the person’s relation-
ship to the Petitioner, {2} how long the person has konowa the Petitioner, (3)
how often the persen sees the Petitioner, (4) how the persons involved tn the
Fetitioper's recovery program and what role the person plays in helping the
Fetitiener abstain from alcobolidrugs avd (5) what changes the person has
seen io the Petitioner since Petitioner’s abstinence. See 92 Ilinoiz Ad minis-
irative Code §1001. 44000}

Petitioner is employed by IR - - -

Testimorny ).

b




ak Petitioner's regular howrs and days of smployment are Monday - Saturday 7 arm-

Tpm.
b)  Petitioner lives 4 miles from his place of emplovment.
el Petitioner is required 1o drive as far as 300 miles from his place of employrment

in the course of emplovment related duties.

13 Petitioner is setf-employed d.b.a. N

SRR | etitiomer’s Testimony b
ajl Petitioner's regutar hours and davs of employment are rotating.

b} Petitionsr is reguired 10 drive as far as 300 miles from his place of residence in
the course of employment relarad duties.

14, There is a need for Petitipner {andfor all persons living withm his housshald andfor non-
custodial immediate family members when permitied by rule) to take his kid to educa-
tional courses and to drive 1o 2 daycare location

15. At the conclusion of the hearing. the Pebiboner acknowledged that he onderstood the
questions asked of him and stated that his responses were complete and aceurate.  Psfi-
tioner.declined the opparfunity o add o kis testimony

15, In conclusion, the Pmitinngr,“as failed to carmy his burden
of proving that be has satisfactorily resoived his aicobol problem and that e would be a
safe and responsible driver if granted driving relief. The Petitioner is being denied driv-
ing privileges for the following rezsons contained in the following Finding of Facts & 9a-
b, Bd-g, 10, [fe-b, 11 and 112 Thersfore, it is recommended that he be denied driving re-
FE

AND RULES APPLIC: -
The avthority sections of the I'VC {825 ILCE, Aci 5) relied vpon herein ars: 2-101, 2- 103, 2-104,
6-205{ak2, €-205{c]), 6-206{c)3, 6-208{L) andfor 11-3001.1. The authority seciions of the Rules and
Regulations promelgated by the Seeretary are: Chapter 11, 92 [AC, §1001.140 ef seg. -

COMNCLITIST ’ W
[ __ The evidence sstablished that the petrtioner 15 an alecholic/chemically dependent person.

Ses 22 1 Adm. Code Sec. 1001410, as amendad.

L]

The Petitioner, who is an alcoholic/chemically dependent person, has not maintained
abstinence for a suificient period of time andfor hag pot been involved in a support program
for & sufficient period of time. See %2 {11, Adm. Code Sec, 1001 440(bX4), {e) and (g) as
amended.




3. The Petitioner's claim that he s abstinent and supporting his abstinenes by active
participation n a s2l-help program is msofficiently documentad and substantiated. Ses 92
HIL Adm. Code Sec. [001.440{e) and { g}, as amanded

4, The Petitionsr failed to carmy his burden of proving that he has sstablished an adequate
SUPPT System in order o ensore contimucus recovery from his alcoholism/chemical de-
pendency. See 92 [ Adm. Code Ssc. 1001 440¢b}4) and (), as amendad.

5. Girven the unresobved issues raised herein {Sec Finding of Fact 16), the Petitioner failed 1o
carry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsible driver and that he
would not endanger the public safety and weifare.  See 92 [[l. Adm. Code Secs
1007 1000s), V1420, 1001 430 and 1001 .440(b), az amended

BEECOMMENDATION:

The petition for the reinstatement of full driving privileges or in the aliemnative, & restricted
driving permit should be DIENTED .

HEARING OFFICER




State of Tllinopis
Department of Human Services

Alecohol and Drug Evaluation
Uniform Report

Offender Name:

IL Diriver's License Number or State [

Oither Valid Driver's License Number/State:

Home Address: )
R

Couniy of Residenee:

Citirenship:
Telephons Nomberis):

Drzte of Birth: R Ages 3%

Gender: binlz

Haceis): Whits

Heizpanic Ovigin: Mot Flispznic

Primary Languogs: Englizh Enterpester Services: Services aci needed
Riarital Status: Mevrer Marmed

Education Level: Hizh school graduate or eguivalency certificate

Employnsent Status: Emploved full time {unsubeidizad)

Ocenpation: EOTEESTE

Annoal Household Encome: Mot Pisclosed Mumber of Bependents: ]

Physical or Mental Dissbility: none Rejigions Affiliation: Unknown

Emergency Contact Person: (NN
Contact Telephons Number:

(.

IMPORTANT NOTICE:  The [Hois Deparonent of Huwman Servicess, Division of Sobstance Use Prevennon. and Recouvery is
requesting disclosure of indormaton that i$ pecessany 0 acscomplish parposes opdlined i the Alcoholism and Other Dirug Abuss and
Dependency Act (20 TILOCS 200/1-1). Failure ta provide thiés information ey resell in the suspension or revocation of your licsnss

pravide DU services an limos, c%{_ ” T‘I

L 444 203 0{R-07-2015 _ _LZQE(_"_’_ ‘_iy-" € K:J‘E}




Alcohol aod Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - ([ IG— Pase 2 of 12

2 A TT
1 Referral Source: Corard
2.2 Beginning Date of Evaluation: 07 e 2020
3 Completior Date of Evalvaiion: 07092020
.4 Drate of Arrest: 03/11/2008
5 Time ¢f Arres: 10:23 FPhd
26 County of Arrest: -_—

2.7 EBload-Alcobel Concentration (BAC) at Time of Arrest: BT

2.8 FResuliz of Blood andfor Urine Testing:
ot Appleable

z0 T Specifyup o five mood alering substamces {ddooholidre ge) consm e sisich lad to chis BEHT arvest (in order of
st ta feast),
Aloohod

A Specify the anount and cime frame io which the aicobol andfor drmoes were concsumed which jed ro this DTT
arrest.

I oo savs Le drank at least 12 beers of unspecified size and a1 l=ast five shors of distlled alosho] of nospecified size
spmetime hefore the ammest. He recalled weighing 300 pounds &f the tme and doss oot dispate his DITT BaC

211 Toes the Blood-Alcoho! Conceniration {BAC for the ctrrent arrest correlate with the offender’s reported
consumpiEon? B omo, please explain.

Yes

[L 42420300 -07-Z01 &)




Alcobiol and Dvue Evaluation Tniform Repart -

L Paze 3of 12

FART 3. ATLCOHOL AND DRUG RELATED LEGAl & DRIVING BISTORY

3.1 Prior DU dispositons including boating and snowmobiling (ist chronologically, from Flrst arrest to most recent,

ardd inchude gui-of- state arrests):

Date of Arrest
LN B Y

Daie of Canviction or
Court Sapervision BAC
Q32006 A3

(Additona dispositions showid be Hsted tn an addendum to the Uniform Reparr)

3.Z Prior statotory sommaty o i plied consent suspension (may have same arrest dote of DRz listed above):

Erate of Arrest
Mot Applicable

Effective Date of
Suspensiom BAC

fAddiianaf diwporicions vhowld be lisiad in an addesduym fo the Unifern Repord

3.3 Prior reckless driving convictions reduead from DUT (may bave same arrest date of sopmm sy of sospension isted
abone):
. Daie of Aovest FPrate of Cooviction BAC
Mot Applicebies

Additonal dspositions showld be listed in an addendum fo the Unifarm Report)

3.4 Orther alcobel ae dfor dreg celated deiving

dispositions by type amd date of arvest as veporied by the pffendar

anidfor indicared om the d&iving record fnchding out-of-ciate dispositions ).

Fero Tolerance
Eitective Date
Drate of Arrest of Suspension

Mot Applicable

Hiegal Transpertation
Trate of Arrest Drate of Convieitingn
Mot Applicable

T 444 P03 R-07-20]75)




Alcohol and Drug Evalu ation Uniform Repart - L) - Pagme 4 of 12
PART 3. ALCOHOE AND DRUG RELATED LEGAL & DRIVING HISTORY (contimwed} -

.5 Describe any discrepancies betwreen information reported by the offender and information on the drivins
recard.
Mo Applicable

TL 444 3030 R-O07-2038)




Page 5 of 12
4.1

TORY

Age of Age of First Age of Year of

Alenhol/Drug Firsi Tse Intoxication Reglar Tise Lasi [Tse
Aodarijuana 15 Na MNA 1927
Alcohal 17 17 17 pLiat

Chronological History Narrative:

CANMABLS - “Hits* vice at age 16, none now recailed ppriosisines. ALCOHOL YR not dispate or wish to peviss his carly
aleoisal hisiory - first reported use atage 17, "up to 2-3 drinks 1hyenr or bess™ untii oo bater than the year before his 2005 DU arest (at
age 25.) Wlnow rocalls drinking Six besrs Sxformsd: in the year proc to both DU arrests. Afier the 2008 DT arpest]

-ncwa.dmits
that afiar e mubial monthe of abstinence be drack "12-24 heers with mived drinks and shots deily” umtil his sioppsd oo July 5, 2016

4.2

Review any prescription or over-the-counter medication the offender is cxrrently taking ihat has the potentiai

for abese. List the medicaton, what it is used for, and how lomg it s been taken, Report whether the offender
has ever abused medications and whether hefshe has ever illegally obizined prescription medicatiom.
ot Applicable

IL 444- 2053 0R-07-2018)




Alcoho! and Drug Evaluation Uniform Repert - i RGN Page 6 of 12

P d. I E . .

4.3 Specify any i;mnediate family member(s) with 2 history of alcobolism . alcohol abuse, drug addictonfabuse, ar
aoy ather problems refated to any sabsiance abuse. State whether the famil y member is in frequent contact with
the offender and whether befshe s still using aoy substance. -

Mot Appiicable

4.4 Specify any immediate peer group member(s) with a history of alcohofism, alcehel abuse, dreg addiction abese,
or any other problems related to any substance abese. State whether the peer group member i5 in freqoent
contact with the offender and wh ether hefshe is still msinge any substance,

T Appliceble -

4.5 Eist alf dates. locations, and charges for which the offenderc has bess arrested whers substancs nsz, possession,
oF delivery wat a primary or contribeting Tactor (includizg eout-of-state dispositbons)

‘:Lm-wledgsd‘ orher alcohol related e gal fsguss not previorsly addressed in prior evaluistioee

£.6 Ldentify (ke srgnificant other and samm enires the information obtzined in the feterview.
Hed Lpplicable
4.7 Provide the names, locations, and dotes of any treatment programs reported by the offender.

-did compisie & proggam w'a_as previcasly acknowledged, see Eesponse to Demial

4.8 Provide the names of any self help or sobidery based support gronp participatien reported by the offender and
the dates of myolvement.
Het Applecabls

IL 444 20307R07-2918) -




Alcobol and Drug Evalnation Uniform Report - i Fage 7 of 12

PART 4 SIGNIFICANT ALCOHOLDRUG USE HISTORY

4.9 Haz subetance usefabnse negatively impacted the clisnt's major life areas?®
X pairments

Family
See TSR Criterss pags

Marrizge or significant other relationships
e DEM Cratena page

Tegal Status
Zas DA Criterm page

Sgcially

See DEM Criteria pape

Vocatonaliwork
See DEM Criena page

Econamic stais

See DER Criternia paze

PhysicallyHeakh
Sec D3R4 Criteria page

TL 4442050 R-07-2018)




FPage 8 of 12

Adcohol and Drog Evaloation Unifarm Report - _
- Wﬂw -

5.1 Mo rtumer/Filking - Semre: 54 Category:

5.1 ASUDS-RI Risk Level Guidekines - Socore: Category:

5.3 Driver Risk Inventory (DRI Scales and Risk Ranges:
Validity Scale:
Aldcohol Scale:
Drriver Rigk Scake:
Dirugs Scale:
- Stress Coping Abilities Scale:

Problem Drinker

T 444 20ZE-07-21H &)




Alcobol and Drog Evaloation Uniform Report - e Page O of 12
' R STANCE USE DISORDER

] Tdentify any Substance Lise Disorder Criteria oconrring within a 12 meonth period. This may be done
esing the offender's corrent presentation or & past episode tor which the offender is cu rrently assessed as being
in remission. One symptem will result in 2 Moderate Risk Level clagsification. Twoe or three sympioms wrill
result in 3 Significant Risk classification. Four or more symptoms will result in a High Risk clasziflication.

[ Adcohol or drugs are taken in larger amoumts or over a longer period than intended.
<. There is 2 persisient desie of unsuccessiul effonts to oot down or comrol alcohol or dneg nss
= A preat deal of Ome i€ spend in geuvities necessary to obtam wse, or racover from the effecrs of aleohel or
= g s,
[ Crawving, or a strong desire or urge 0 use alcobol or drogs. ’
BT Becwrrent alcohol o doeg uss resalting in a failure to fulfil majior role obligations at work, school, or kome.
— Continmed alcobol or drag uss despite having pesisteol or owrent social or inierpersonal problems coesed
- or exacerhated by the effects of alcohol or droes.
— Imporant, social, ocoupational, or recrearional activities are given up or reduced because of alcobol or doog
use,
B Hecorrent alobol of dreg nse insimantons inowhaele i 2 physezally hazardoos,
mr Adzobol or dmg use iz contmmed desprte dmowledge of having a persistent or recumemt physical ar
* psychologoal problam that 15 ikely w have boon carsed or sxacerbated by aloobol or dregs.
BT Tolerance - Either @ nesd for markedly increassd amounts of alcohol or dings to achieve iniosdceiion or ihe
desived effect, or a meileedly donimisked effect with connimeed use af the same amounr of 2loohsl o dnszs
— Withdrawal - As manifesied by edher the characterisnic withdrawal syndrome for alcohol or dnegs, o1 aleohol
- or drugs are taleen o relieve or avoid wuthdravals.
0.z H thve pifender mesis Substance Use Disorder Criteria based oo a past episode and is pow sccoqcod as Feing in

remnission, ideoiify and descobe the specibier that reffects the offender’s current status.

Corrent Satus: Snsamed Feinisgion
Mo evidence of problematic use since July 20018

[ Has ihe offender ever mer Substance Use DHeorder Criteria by history bet and is now considered recovered {me
current Substance Use Disorders)? I yes, please explain when the eriteria were met and why it ic notr climically
significas? for the purposes of a corrent risk assessmenl. The explanafion must incledes the lepeth of Hme since
the Lesd epieode, the toial durstion of the episode, and any nzed for confioued evaluation or monitorieg,

Mo gvidence of problematic use since July 20 lé‘vmmall}' acknowledged a full and significandy problemartic alcoliol
and drog use lueioey 10 505 s2 af & fommal heanng, winch ran counter 1o presions sccounes recorded in past evalustions and
BT,

L 454 205 0R-07-3018)
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PART 7. OFFENDER REHAVIOR
7.1 Were the offender’s behavior and responses consistent. refiable, and nom-ev asive®?

‘Eh&“i’iﬂl’ and pesponses wers consistent. In the bight of recont changes to use history, ne evidenze was presemed rocently
reganhmg rebabihy, but np evidence was presented 1o quesnon i, etther.

7.2 Identify indications of any significant phvsical, emotional/mental bealth, or psychiatric disorders.
Mone clearly noted.

7.3 Edentify poy spectal assistapce provided o the offsnder o order to cooipiate the evalnation,
hlone needsd
T4 Whers was the offender interview conducted?

Licensed Site

[L 49a-20 3 R-07F-2018)
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8.1 Clasgitication:

HIGH RIS : Four or more symptems of a Substance Urse Disorder (megardiczss of dmving mecord); AWNDAOR swithin the ten vear
peiod pror to the dare of the ros currem (durd or subseguenty arrest, any combuauon of w0 pnor cunicions or Soun ondsred
supervizians for DT, or prior stetiiony SWMmEary suspensikons, or pror reckless driving convictons redoced from DU, resuling
from separale mncidents

BT Discuss hew corroborative information from both the interview and the objective test either correlsies or does oot
correlate with the information obtained from the DT alcohol/drug offender.

Thos mos! recent mterview comrelates wath SOE feslimonry

a1 Minimzl Imtervention:
HIGH RI1SE : Compleion of a4 minimur of 735 hours of substance aise meaanent; and upon complenon of am: and 211 necsssary
trestmemnt, and, after discharge, acove o poing partcipaoon in 2l asawvioes specifisd 1o the conineing care plan,

3.2 The oifender was refered s follows:
Secretary Of Staze Offce

IL 44420 30F-07-2018}
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Mame:

Address:

Telephone Number:

License Mumber:

Evaluator Mame:

a—
EE—
——
e
na—
L.
Evaluator Credentials: w

Evalustor Verification:

Under penalty of perjury, I affirm that I have accurately summarized the dats collected and reguired in order

to complete this evaluation. ‘."
?// pel”
Sionature: Drate:
!

Hicnder Yermfication:

The information I have provided for this evaloation is frue and correct. | have read the information contained
in this Alcohol and Drug Evalpation and its recommendations bave been explainad.

Signature: _ ) : Date: _I'"“ A- Zeo

PART 15, DISPOSTTION

Thiz cvaluation may crly be released wo the Throis Circnit Coun of venee or it court officizls as specified by local coust rulcs,
1w e OEfice of the Secrstary of State, or to the dbnois Deparmment of Hoaman Services, Division of Substance Uss Preyventon
and Recovery. Amye other release requires the written consemt of the DUT offender.

If this evaloaton wwas preparsd for the Circoit Cowrt, send the sigmed crginal to the court in accordance with establisbed Local
ot muies ar polcy. '

1f thaz evalnaton was preparsd for the Secretany of State; give the sipned ongiaal to the DU offender so that it muy be presestad
o e heaving officer at the ttnoe of the fomnal or informmal beanng.

I A44q- 2030 R-07-2018)
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JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS

N THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE

DRIVER'S uiﬁi ﬂ DRIVING FRIVILEGES G

Enwm's LICENSE NUMBER: S
ORDER -

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fazt, Conclugions of l..a..ur, and Becommendations of the Hearing Officer,
m the above captioned case have been rl:ad and examined; and,
WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed, and,
WHEREAS. the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are correct and are hereby adopied as the
Findmgs of Fact and Conclusions of Lew of the Secretary of State (“Secretary™), and,
WHEREAS. the rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admission of evidence and 21l mations were
correct and are hergby conewrred in by the Secretary; and, I
WHEREAS, the Secretary adops the recommendations of the Hearing (fficer;

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HERERY QBRDERED: That pursuant to the Findings of Faet,
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Officer, the petition for issuance of 2

Restricted Driving Permit ("RDP7) for: employment purposes for driving to and from work andfor while

performing job related duties for his primary employer, . _ i

is hereby GRANTED, support/recovery purposes for attending no more then
three {3} meeiings per- week is hereby GRANTED: medical purposes 1o allow Petitioner to drive himscif
to and from regularly scheduled medical appointments is bereby GRANTED; and daycare purposes to
drive his children 1o and From daycare is hereby GRANTED; days, hours and other conditions of which
wre 1o be established by verification,

Al driving rebief is conditioned upon receipt and acceptance of a Medical Report Form by the
Medical Review Unil. The Petitioner will receive a Medizal Report Form and post hearing instructions
byt Secmar-y of State's Office, as o when this report showld be submitted.

Any permit issued under thiz Order shall expire no later than {12) months from the date of the
pssvance of the first permit under this Order. Additionally, this Order 15 based vpon the Petitioner's
driving record &t the time of this hearing and it is subject 1o the subssquent receipt of any repon of
conviction or other notice that would result i the lass of driving privileges mnkiﬁ% Peritioner

ineligible for the relief granted.

S

L~
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This Order 15 not 19 be constreed as an authorization 10 cperate a motor vehicle. Petitioner must
et any and all requirements of the Office of the Seceeary as well as ail of the terms and conditions
of the Broath Alcohol Ignition Interlock Device Program, and be in receipt of said RDP, prior to the

operation of any motor vehicle.
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F GS
OF THE HEARING OFFICER
JURISDICTION:

~ This capse.comes on for hearing st the request of Petitioner on NN pursuant to
§572-118 of the Hlingis Vehicle Code (“IVC™) ar 625 ILCS, or seg., as amended and %2 [llinois

Administrative Code, (“LAC™) at Chapter [L, §1001, e seq., 35 amended, before * a
duly appointed Hearing OfTicer. Petitioner ﬂ“hlhionn’"} apperrs pro se, having
kitowingly waived his right 1o legal counsel, The Secretary of State (“Secretary™) was represented by

RELIEF RECUIESTED:

Petitioner seecks the issuance of a Restricted Dwiving Permit ("RDP™) for employment,
suppordrecovery, medical, and daycare purposes. Petitioner 15 not eligible for full reinstatement until
April 13, 2015 due 1o big lack of twelve continuous menths of abstinence. The burden of proof is upon
Petitioper for any relief in this hearing. 92 1AC, §1001. L), The standard of proof is by clear and
eonvineing evidence. 92 LAC, §51001.420(c), 430(b) and 340(k).

EINDINGS OF FACT:
The Hearing Officer, being fully advised in the premises, finds as follows:

B “The Secretary of State of [lingis has jurisdiction cver the parties herein and the subject
matier hereof, due and proper notice having been previously given as is by stare in such
case made and provided,

2. The evidence, exhibits, and testimony have been offered and received from all parties, and
a proper record of all proceedings has been made and preserved as required. The Hearing
Officer has ruled on all motions and cbjections timely made and submitted. Documents
offered into evidenes comply with all standards specified in of 92 LAC, Part 1041,
Subpart D, and where required, clinizal services were provided by facilities licensed by
the Hlinois Division of Alocholism and Substance Abuse ("DASA") unless specified
atherwise.

1 Peritioner’s request for hearing and the Secretary’s notice of hearing were entered into
evidence as Secretary's Exhibits #1 and #2, respectively, Petitioner's driving record
{including, but not limited to, related documents) was read into the record and admitted
inte evidence as Secretary’s Group Exhibit #3. The Petitioner's ye[? nlication for
drivinig relief was entered inio evidence as Secrerary’s Exhibit #4 in RE&EEMED
reporied no circumsiances which otherwise would have precluded the Petitiond:Srom

proceeding with the hzanng. It alse refllects the Petitioner's MNon-Wisa m
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andfor Visa Status [V5] at the time of the Hearing. Secretary’s Exhibit #5 is the PDPE
History/Status Response, obtained at the tme of the scheduling of ithe hsnrlng.
Secrefary’s Exhibit #6 15 the BALD Terms and Conditions.

4. An Order revoking Petitioner's driver's license and driving privileges was entered
effective June 02, 2010 pursuant to [VC §6-205(a)2, due to o conviction for opemating a
motor vehicle while under the influence of aleohel or other dregs.

An Order summarily suspending Petitioner’s driver's licenze and driving privileges was
entered effective April 21, 2000 pursvant to VO §11-501.1, afier he failed or refused a
chemical test

5. Petitioner has twao arvests for driving under the influence (“DUL"L The certified record,
the PDPS andfor aleohol and dreg evaluations contained in the file disclose the arrests of
March &, 2000 {BAC 0.23) and September 30, 2005. (Sccretary of State's Exhibit #3)

Petmianer's 1ast arrest for DUI occurred on March 6, 2000, Petitioner testified that prior
e 2aid arrest he consumed, 12 beers and & shots over & hours, Petitioner testified he was
prescribed Klonopin st the time, and had taken it Petitioner weighed 230 pounds. He
sdmits being inroxicaied. The wresting officer’s Law Enforcement Swom  Report
{Secrelary’s Exhibit #3) indicates that Petitioner was arrested in Randolph County at
1:21 am. when he was stopped for failure to stop ata 4 way intersection. Petittonsr ook
amnd failed a chemical test, registering a 023 BAC. Peritioner's siatwlory summary
suspension was rescinded due to no reascnable grounds on May 14, 2010, Petitioner wis
convicted of this offense on May 14, 2000,

Petitioner's first armrest for DU oeewrred on September 30, 2005, Petitioner testified that
peior in said arrest he smoked marijuana earlier that day, taking six hits throughout the
day. Petitioner weighed 200 pounds. He denies being imtoxicated. The arresting officer's
Law Enforcement Swom Report (Secretary’s Exhipit 83) indicares thay Peliticner was
arrested in Randolph County at 12:38 a.m. Petitioner refused 1o take a chemical test.

&. Pefitioner s required 1o participate in the BAIID (Breath Alcohol Ignition Interlock
Device) program because the Petitioner: has two or more DUL convictions or reckless
homicide convictions where the uge of alcohol or drugs was an element of the offense,
including similar out of siate convictions, or any combination thereo!, with one of the
convictions resulting in the current loss of privileges; or, has been convicted of driving
while revoked if the underlying revocation currently in effect is due to 8 conviction of
reckless homicide or a similer provision of a law of another state;  or, is currently
reviked for DUL or reckless homicide where alcohol or other drugs is recited as an
element of the offense, or similar sut-of-state offenses and has a statutory summary
suspension pursuant to Secton 11-500.1, or a suspension pursuant to Section 6-203.1 or
any combination thetenf, within 10 vears of the current suspension/revocation; or has
invalidated his MDIDP by having his driving privileges suspended, reveked, cancelled or
invalidated under 2ny provision of the IVC, See IVC §6-205{c), andfor §6-205(d), andfor
§6-206, 1 andlor §6-206(c)3. Alse See 82 JAC 1001 444(a}. H= has read the do:umcnls
entitled “Brearh Alcohol Ignition Interlack Device (BAIID) Terms
Secretary’s Exhibit #5873 and “BAITD Questionnaire™ (see Petittoner's BiC ﬁﬁ?

n -+
wa—
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has signed the affidavit at the end of the Terms and Conditions document indicating that
he understands and accepts his panticipation in the BAITD Frogram.

? Petitioner submitted the following evaluations: a cwrent vpdated alcohol and dreg
evaluation dated Jﬂ'ilﬁ i ical History dated September 16,

2014 both conducted by (Petitioner"s Exhibit #1),
and an

and an Alcohol and Drug Evalustion Uniform Repon dated
Addendum deted conducted by &
F e '

spectively. (Petitioner's
ibit #17

L The Hearing Officer finds that the evidence does support the High Risk Dependent-En
Remission classification contained therein,  Petitioner's  testimony  regarding  his
alechalfdrug use, his submitted documents, and other evidence establish the following
regarding the nature and extent of Petitioner's use/abuse of alcohol.and/or drugs:

a) Petitioner estified that he copsumed alechol 3-5 times a week, 3-10 beers and 3
shots, in the year prior to his last QUL armest, which occurred on March 6, 2000,
Petitioner testifted that Following his last DUL he consumed 57 dayvs a week, 12
peers and 3-5 shots wp through 200 1, into 2002, Petitioner testified that this was
his heaviest pattemn of alcohol use.

Petitinner testified he used marijuana beginning ot the age of 17 or 18, and tha
he last wsed in 2005, His heaviest use was |0 one hitters a day in 2003 and 2004
Petitioner testified he did not become dependent on manjuana.

b} Petitioner testified that he cet down his drinking in 2013 to 3-5 times a week, &
12 beers. He has remained abstinent gince Apol 13, 2014, Petitioner intends 1o
mainiain shstinence indefinitely and his resclve to remain abstinent appears
siccere, (Potitioner’s testimeony) Petitioner bas provided: sufficient evideace ---- - -
attesting to his abstinence (Petitioner's Exhibir 3.

&) Petitioner testifiad that ke has experienced the following indicatars of The
Diagnostie Swadstical Manuval of Mental Deorders (DSM-IV) symploms of
aleoholidrug abuserdependence: blackouwls, passing out, withdrawal {sweats,
shaking), hangovers, drinking more than mended, end increased tolerance.
Becawse of his excessive vse he has promised selffothers 1o stop or slow down
and joined a program to help stop drinking.

") Petiticner admits being a chemically dependent person and admits he was 2
prablem user. (Felilioner’s testimony)

e) Petitioner was administered one of the required chjective tests (MorimenFilkins
Test, Dwiver Risk Inventory or ASUDS) as a part of an alcohol and drug
evaluation and the resulis were analyzed therein,

RECEIWV
9. Fetitioner has. completed 76.23 hours of outpatient treatment s retommg, foﬁE

classification. Trestment was provided between April 8, 2014 and Auvgust 7, 20014 by
ﬁuﬁich provided documents indlkdide 1 TIafmem
. I m .
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Verification, Discherge Summary, Trearment Plan, and Continuing Care FPlan

(Petitioner"s Exhibit #2) Petitiener submi Treatment Waiver Form dated October
21, 1014 comgpleted by *{Pﬂiliﬂﬂﬂ's Exhibit #2
Fetitioner submitted a Contining Care Starus Repon dated *
completed by

a) Petitioner learned the following regarding his akeoholism: about his triggers. He
made significant changes we his life-style by getting married in May, and being a
father now. He has obtained a degree and an improved job. Petitioner identified
the following as his relapse mriggers: anxiety, lonliness, bowling alleys, and
clubhouse activities, He'has had no recent cravings. His last urge to drink was on
his mother's kirthday, April 13, 20014 when he had a drink. He would catl his
mother, an AA member. his pastor, or fiancee if he had an urge.

10, Petitioner hag esmblished an adequate ongoing supporifrecovery system.

a) Petitioner has atended AA regularly from May 204 10 the present. He currently
attends | moeting per week and plans to atend indefmitely. Petitioner does not
currently have a sponsor. (Petilioner's testimony) Petitioner has provided
sufficient cvidence attesting to his corrent involvement. (Petitioner”s Exhibit #4)

b Petiticner has worked through the 10th step of AA. Petitioner dermonsicared
knowledge, understanding of, commitment 10, and involvement in the program.
Petitinner currently advances the message of sobriety to other dependent persons
by performing service work incieding telling own story in public. Petitioner's
supportirecovery group attendance helps him remain absrinent by providing &
place to discuss dependency with others who are going through the same things
Admirting he was an alcgholic was the hardest siep (Petitioner*s testimony)

S Petitiomer has also established anongomg church based supportrecovery system. -
Petitioner has attended regulacly from Jan. 2015 to the present. He cumently
attends 1-2 meetings per week. The meetings are where other members know
Patitioner i3 an alcoholic. Petitioner*s atendance helps him remain abstinent
because the pastor knows sbout his past and shares God’s forgiveress.

{Petitioner's testimany)

1. tn the course of the hearing, it weas discovered that the Petitioner suffers from the
following mental/physical conditions which may affect his ability 10 safely operate a
mator wchicle: gout, high cholesterol and anxiery. [t is unknown whether Petitioner
currently takes prescribed medication to sddress the sbove conditions, which may affect
his ability to safely drive a motor wehicle, As = reswit, all driving relief should be
conditioned wpon receipt and acceptance of & Medical Report Form by the Medical
Review Unit which addresses this problem. The Petitioner wall receive a Medical Report
Form snd post hearing instructions by the Secretary of State's Office, as 1o when this
report should be subamited

12 There is a need for Petitioner to attend supperirecovery meetings, ]
established by affidavit. - a@&% =
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These 5 a need 1o altow Petitigner to drive himself o and from regularly scheduled
medical appointments, days and hours to be established by affidavit.

Thees 5 & noed to allow Petitioner to drive his fience™s children to and from daycare,
days and hours 10 be established by affidavit.

Petitigner is employed by
*ﬂayﬂ and hours to be established by sffidavit, {Petilioner's testimony)

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner has carried his burden of proving that he has
satisfactorily addressed hiz chemical dependency and that he would be a safe and
respensible driver if granted driving relief, Therefore it is recormmended that he be
granted driving relief. Becawse of the extent of his drinking history, his poor driving
record, and less than | oyear of continuous abstinence, the Hearing Officer recommends
that Petitioner be granted an RDP as a probationary device,

STATUTES AND RULES APPLICABLF:

The zuthority s=ctions of the IVC (625 ILCS, Act 5) relied upon herein are: 2-100, 2-103, 2-104,
6-205(a)2, 6-205(c), 6-206(c)3, 6-208(b) andfor 11-5001.1. The authoricy sections of the Rules and
Hegulaticns promulgated by the Secretary are: Chapler [, 72 LAC, E1001.10 ef seq.

CONCLUSTONS OF LAW:

L.

The evidence established that the Petitioner is an aleoholic/chemically dependent person,
in FEmasEon,

The Petitioner has carried his burden of proving that he is responsibly addressing his
alcohelismfchemical dependency, as he has completed treatment, has meimiained
absitnence for a sufficient period of time, and is participating in A4 and a church based
Progrom 1o support continued abstinence. See 92 1. Adm. Code Sec. 1001 440(bX3).

as armended.

The evidence indicates that a Restricted Driving Permit for employment, support’
recovery, medical and dayeare purposes should be issued a5 a probationary device.

See 92 [Il. Adm. Code Sec. 1001.4200h), as amended.

The evidence indicates that the Petitioner will be a safe and respongible drives and that o
issuee to him a Restricted Driving Permit will not endanger the public safety and welfare.
Sec 92 111 Adm. Code Sec. 10401.420, as amended, ’

The Fetitioner is eligitde for the “breath alcchol ignition inferlock device™ (BAIIDY) pro-
gram and must, therefore, comply with all of the provisions of the program. See Sec.
11-50141) of the IVC and 92 [H. Adm. Code Sec. 1001.441.
RECEIVED
L

m
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BRECOMMENDATION:

The petition for the issuance of an RDF for employment, supportrecovery, medical and daycare
purposes should be GRANTED, sfter Petitioner mects any and sil requirements of the Secretary’s Office
including the terms and conditions of the Breath Alcohol lgnition: Interlock Device (BATID) Program. All
driving relief is conditioned upeon receipt and acceptance of a Medical Report Form by the Medical
Review Unit. The Petitioner will receive a Medical Repart Form and post hearing instructions by the
Secretary of State's Office, as to when this report should be submitted.




ILLINOIS PETITIONER Office of the
TREATMENT VERIFICATION DEPARTMENT OF

ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

Al o min n ebiained 8
wertiberdriveBinoicron:

The rubs of the Secstiary of Sates Departmen | of Adminisiaiive Hearings sanine 3 petrions 1o decumant completion of any
ECOEnOed MLl Or pomice 5 ITesImen: waner as eonueended in e Treahnen) Meads Sstesamens OTMNAL This form
man b coanpleted and submitled for sh= ponpose. | niede space e neecdad attach addilinnel shdes

Copies of the follewing docsmenis must he altached to this form:
1)y Individwalized Trestmeol Plan 2} Drisehargs Swmosary i Continoing Care Plan
4 Contimuing Care Sthaluz Report 5 Coatinuing Care Summary Repori or Troatmens Watver

PETITIONER INFORMATLIOMN:
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=L oE

Crnugs lierapy
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ER . Pragnosk afier compheting iregimer andfor TRA Must include & discwssion of whar the perilisner appears o have gained
Crrwm ieeabineal aeed weeilier i has substantalke redaced e pedediab for bl aleoholPdrogredated robdens,
Progrosis is "Good” efter successiully compeeling treatmenl program. Petidoner appears [a nave gained clanity on
his Iniernal and extemal iggers, as 2xplored during gowp sessions. Pelilionss has akso gained knowiedgs of the
trigper. thought, craving, use paradigm and is able to actvely dismupd cpcke al varous poicils. Petiioner has
demonsirated continuad sbstinence from sicohol 25 evidert by wo negalive urnalysis resulls. Peldioner alsoe
learned home to share his stonyfais. whike akawing Group members (0 provide feedbas on waye 1o improve
Pratitioner has done wel lo uiifize ought-sloppng techniques, such B relaxation and mas made effarts 1o
encourage other paricipanis o make bemer choices, Pelllioner is active wilh community programs such as Eagies
Club ang As, Peffioner also has idendified supporive Irends and family wha sssist him in hils gosl of remaining
abshrrend from alcanal. Peifticnsr has subslantislly neduced e posental Tor lujure alconoiidrug-reialed problems

& Comimuaing Cane S

Fetitsmner ks Compbheed confinuing cane fsummary sepon nequired

O Petiticner is curmnthe ipmbeed in 2 conltinuing care plan {statuws reporl requied ),

Fetttioner has completed a conineing care plan.

Paihiener has ndl iniliged conlinuing cane.

Continuing care wanred {Talionole requined 1

Prtitianar has initiated bl Loiled 1o camplele o condnuing care plan o the lallgwing reason

(]

0o

-]

Figsonale or o) ary modilication in the number of leeaiment o or chings in eatment modalily &5 recommandet by
1he petitione's kst evalugtion: b ireaiment warer ar O additiona ] fresiment recommendaions s o resull of he T

Pl

IFa peitlivocr classificd ax “High Risk” bas been deicrmined 1o e "Non-Depesdent,” a detailed explanation by the
wreatlment provider as to why dependency was ruled ol muost be submined.

| cerliliy that | have accuratedy reponied the data coliecled and requined 1o compiele e reatment vasdiicalion. | ako have
attached copies of the pelinoners Individualized Treaiment Plan. {?Ils.n:harsze Sumumary, Conlinuing Care Plan, Cenrinuing Care
Staios Renort and Conlinuing Care Surmanene Repon or THA

Présdder e My (ivpes or prinik
h_ i
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Depariment of Human Sarvices

Aldeohol apd Drug Evaloation
Uniform Report

PART 1. OFFENDER INFORMATION

OHifpmder MName: -
IL Drrivers Licenss Namber or State TI: N

Other Valid Driver's Licenge NumberiStaie:

Home Address: -
County of Residence: _

Citizenship: Lisa Culzen

Telephone Number(s): L
Date of Birlh: — Ape 18

Gender: Mzle

Race(sh White

Higpanic Grigin: Teot Hispanic

Primary Languags: English Interpreter Services: Services ool raeded

Marital Status: Mever Married

Education Level: Somie colboge, o depres

Employment Status: Employed full ime {unsubsidized)

Crecupation: — ) . .- .
Agpual Household Income: TR Mumber of Dependenis: '

Phvsical or Menta! Disabiticv: WIS Refigiovs Afiiation: Wi

Emergeney Contact Person: TR
Contact Teicphone Mumber: “

ITMPORTANT WOTICE: The filimsis Depantfrent of Human Servipes, Division of Alcobolism and Substance Abuse is requesting
disciosure of infermanon thal is neesssany 1o sccumplish purposes cutlired i Use Abcolctism and Cibes Drug Abuse snd Depesdency
Act (30 ILES 30141-11. Failure to provide this infarmaion may resu in the suspention or revocation of your lieesse 1o provide DR
cerviees in litinois

S 424-2MEOIR-02-200E)




Alcohal and Drup Eveluation Unlﬁ Heport = _ @ I’qc Zofl?

I CUR ) {LeE)
1 Relerral Saurce! Court
] Beginnleg Date of Evoluation:  0R7402014
] Completion Date of Evaluation: 05247200
24 Chaig of Arresls QARG2010
2.5 Time of Aresst: D121 abd
I.6 County of Arrest: Fandoiph
1.7 Blosd- Alcohol Concentrmiion (BAC) &l Time of Areean 33
4 Fesults of Blaod anddor Urine Tesling:
Mat Applceble
2.9 Sperdy ap 1o five meod altericg substances (alroha¥drags) consumed which led 1o this DUN arrest (b order of

et b least)
Alkcahel Benzedidnegare:

200 Specify the amount and fime frame in shich the alcohol andfer drugs were consumed which led 1o this DL
nrrest,

{Offender reparts be began drinking st dpm o a Friday night, He simes be was ar tie VEW in JIR (e eotire nigoy unii

the bar clossd a0 Lam. Offender reporis drinking |3 milber Tight bonbe necks and abosr B shos in 5 hours tme Treme. He wag

shio on Klenopin Smg every 3 Sars will his last ose at 3pm

201 Droes ibe Bload-Alechal Concentratbon (BAC) far the cucrenl arrest correkale wilh the offemder's reporsd
conmumpiion® 1Moo, fhease exfrlain,

Tes

TL 44 8. 20 508 B-002- 201 T




@ Fage 3ol 12

Aderhod ansd Drup Evalwalion U--ﬁﬂemn __

Vi DEY

¥, = B EL AT
kR Prine DUI dis pesitions {list chronslegically, from Firm arredt Lo coost recent, and ieclude osi-of- stale arrests):
Dote of Convictlen or

Crade of Arrest Coort Swpervizien Bal
O IE004 | LANS2005 MA
LiES Tl oEfdmnn 3

Fal it dinpasitiont shamte e fsred i g godenaim oo dAe Winifem Repong?

37 Print stalulory sommsny o implicd condenl suspension (may have same arrest date of DU listed above):
Effective Date of '

Lrnie of Arrest Spapenaian BAC

IS ZAI005 1 IFNE2005 A

QIDEZ0N0 LR T 23

(Adgiviamal cisparitiony shawld be fated in an sddendur ve the Uaiftrm Nepo?
13 Friae reckbess driving conviclions redaced Trom DG imay have seme arrest date of summary ol suspen sion lsted

shave
Dane af Arrest Date of Coavigtion DAL

oe A ppicable

rAddinipned dispraiiians should be fisted in oor addeerdun fo the Unylem Repord

34 Otaer sleohsl andior drug relnfed driving dispositicns by frpe and date of arrest i reporied by the offender
andfor indicnted on the drivieg recard (meleding gut-of-state dispositions),
Terp Tolernmee Mliegal Trmmsparmarkon
Effective Dale
are of Arren of Suspension Date af Areeil
Moa Apelicabls

Hat & pplicable

Dreie of Conviction

TL 443820300 R-02- 2001 2




Alcptrol apd Drug Evaluation U"iﬂ Report - S Fapetal iz

BT : A DVRYY L] " {SenLnNeE)
15 Diescriioe say discrepzacses between informelion reporied by the affender und infarmetion on che driving
reccrd.
ot Applicabls
£ Deseribe any boatinpinowmebiling uader the mfeences 5 rrests as reperted by the offender (incloding

oul-nf<iate Gispositkonsk
Men Aopplicable

| L - 2R 0T 200




@ Page £of 11

Adohal and T i um:i%ﬂm__
s rug Evalualin = —

4.1

4.1

Age of Ape of First Age of Vear af

AlcoholDrag Firss Lse Intaxicalio Toegular Use Last Lise
Adcohe! 13 V5 X3 2014
[RESTITETY I8 A 1% 2005

Chiranslegicil Histery Marrative:

Ot ncker mad his Fir dink of aboobol @1 age |3 wsh b peeers sod reparnts priing meoscssd thin migh. He repams drisking 1-Exfmoath
dvinking " 30 pack etmuen (hise peaphe”. 1z ropons sever drnkiog all 1 beers b mases e woukd drink usil geiling doml or b,
Thiz lased through higa sohood, Afher high school. he would drnk eveny weckond “hut moaly s gl seoy firaun thee prind™, He repostis #
being e casual drking a8 BEG® bpe of sviranmeny, Fe rzpant gedng o zolege full-time emd working fuli-time. Asownd ape 21,
b igmed tating, s fameps she vwarked woa bar and he woald visi b gvery night ard have & couple deinks drinking 3-F imes pes
wenk. M woull grink 2 coepbe cailis Figln baites during the week sl this lmerensed so miller Iz bonkes snd sheas oo i weekend,
ffander reparts ke was gl peming dresk svery weekend This ol leued 3 poar ene o half {ages T8-231 Ape 23004 his Rances and him
braki 1, ke bt his job shomly after ihar and be sracied drinsing & 12 pack of miller hght Beathes even nipht. This nst for ancund o pees
jage 251, His aleokal ose oo doven i 3xfueek. drinking duriog v weekend and onee dutisg the wesk, He sepanis gruisg deank svery
pther weskend (whien e wanny oo Ak lor iz warkh Amsnd age 27, he starkd drinking svery afber weetend but no usasliy indhe point
ol Emkicstian, DHEseder rmports uting Mariione o az2 | B way smolking 4.3 times pes week and speading 520 per wosk. This eeslinusd
seuil bt DU in 2100 for Marijuana, Offradsr auended Rigk Educaion ssasions o QA = 200

Review iy presoriplion ar over-the-coanter medication the sffender i curceaily taking thai has the potenfial
For shuce. Lith the medication, what if i vsed for, and bow kong 0 hes been lakhen, Repert whether the oflender
hias ever sbused ocdications pnd whether ha'the hos ever illegaily ohtained prescriptios medicsflon

THfintloe is surmesily taking Lewapsn 1 mp afdey for Anuizly wd has bean en 0 fur 3 mondhs

T L - 3020 ST 2)




Alcohod ard Drug Evaluation Uniﬁ Report . TN @ Fage 6 of 12
) T PGNP I AN T A LCOH i LISE -

4,3 Specily oy immedini e family mamber|s) with 3 history of zlcobolism, sicohel abuse, drug adtichionmbuse, or
any pdher probsems related o pny subsiance aboze, State whether the family member s frequent eoniart with
ihe offender and whether hafihe b5 stil} using aay substance.

ChTamdarts (athe: usad weed jo the 197005 2nd e sepans his peresds dok every weekend, Mpwenal amd Paemal graadfmbers were both
abesbirdigs.

4.4 Specily any immediane poer group mem bee(s) with 2 history of slcoholksm, altahe] abuse, drug sddictlonfabose,
or any sther problems refated do any substance abuse. Siate whether (he peer grouj e bt is i frequent
enntact with the affender and whether hefhe is stil asing.any substance.

Mot Applicetls

4.5 Litf &l deies, locations, antd qhargq For whech the offeacder has Deéen arrested where substanoe wee, pussminn.
or defivery wes % primery or eantribeting factor fincloding owi-of-state dispasations).

Mol Appiicable

a4 1dentify {he significant sther and summarize the infarmation ebsined in the imierview.
O Tendars number |_ wai ihe significanl ather mEedevs Ste smes he odfnder 10-T5 dmes pes mcanh ang talks sih him 1.3

Jimes. pres ek She was eomzemed abon clfesdzss akeoliol uiebehvlor in hs early WIS hewever. she 3ok Rod Il eoncems shoval his uss
nowe. Koo inFormarian was cansistent with the ofTenders i formasen.

4.7 Provide the names, |orations, and dates of any trestmeni programs reperied by the offender.
Carbandake fer [ ik sdusation elagsas in 2008 From bis fam 0L
CiEznder aticnded coaseling n-'ah“ _,1 who sugpatied he po e A mrelangs.

4.8 Frovide the names of anv sell ekp ar sobriety based supper group participation reported by the olifender and
the fates of invalvement
Ch pneedod A A u coupbs ties 2000,

L 44420304 R-02-200T)




Aleshol and Drug Evalwation Uniform fepert - ‘F @ Irage 7 0f i3

PART 4, SIGNIFICANT ALCOHOLDRUG USE HISTORY
4.9 Has solssiance usetalbase mepniively impacted tho clisni’s major o aress?
Ampairmenls
Fasmily

His enpther was comcemediwomiad abiut him and his hoakh

MArringe or sigaificeny ather r Ernahips

*ira A ppilicsh e

Legnl Status
[HTeodes repoms il sucks” tha he fes thoas 2 DUE on his recerd, " This Bas stopped m Trum peiing vakabs, It howrible”,

Sozialiy

a1 Applcable

Wocationaliwaork

Diendee mparts it @iffeuls 1o lake @ ravelag jok i the fulure,

Ecomommic $Lafrs

Haor Apphoable

Physically/Health

™o Appliceiole

L 544 TS0 R-03- 201 21




Aleohol snd Tris Evalustion Uﬁlﬁ“&p{rrl - onp_ @ Fape B of k2

[N}

o

i ortivnes/F ilking - Srore: Calegory:

ASUDE-RI Risk Level Guitelines - Scere: 4 Category:  High
Driver fRisk Inventary [DRI) Scaks and Risk Ranges:

Walidity Seale:

Alorhod Scale:

Drpeer Rksh Brale:

Drugs Scals:
Loress Coping Abillties Senle:

I Fi d

Identily sny Subsiance abase criteria that have oceorred repestedly duclng the same |2 manih periad or been
persistent. This may be done uiing the offender’s corrent preseatation or by the appearance af symptoras judped
1o be 3 new epigede of previosshy met Subsfance Abuse orflers even before the full criterts is met.

[ Recorresi subsiance use pesalling in & fxurs be Julfl majer rote abligatons al work, school or hone
[F  Fecurrer subsianee use in siwstioes in which it is physically hazardous
Aecument subsiancs Telated begal prabiems

r Continued substance us= detplie having persistent of et sosial or bnterpersanab problems csed o
exacerbated by the effects of he substance

wes the offendor have w prior histiory mesling criteria for Suhclanee abuse? [F yea, please sxplain when the
criteris was meland why it s net elinially significent for the purposes of rish ssseszment.

JL 448 3380 R07-301 28




Abphel and Bruz Evaluation Unﬁke@rlr__ @ Page 8 of 12

TERI * L '

7.1 |@entify any Salbstance Dependsnes criteria sccerring say fime ia the same 13 manth geriod. Thic may be done
jsing the offender’s current presentation or 2 past episade for which the offender i3 eurrenlly amesved as Deiag
in remission (2ay combinatien of threo sr more indicales dependencel

=

|

£ I S I

Tolecance - Elther 5 peed lar markedy increated emoumts of (he suhbsiance Lo acheve imasication or the
desired effect, o a markedly dimanished effect wath continued nte af the same amount af the subsiance.

Withdrzwal - As macifesed by sither B charasteriatic withdrawal svidmine for the subsiance or the same or
chosely -nclaved substanee 1s laken 10 rafieve ar avoid withd sl svmproms

The substance (s often taken in leger amoungs or ever & binger period thar was juended.

Thers is 5 persisien desie o unsscoessful siforts 1o cub dawn or gontral substanet wse {insleding prios
peninids ol abshinerdce),

A preal desl of time s spest in acsiviles necessary o whiain the subsmnce, use he subnanse, of resover Som
Ins effects

Importan sociel, eooupeteal, or recreptinnal activities are giesn up or reduced beopuse of subsance use

The cubstanse wge is conlipusd despite knoadedige of having o persisonl of eecurment physical or
peyehakogicn! problem That is likzly b have been csused or exacerbared by the subdlance.

7.1 I the aiferder meets Sobsfpace Dependenoe criteris bused on A post Spissde aod i pol assessed ac being in
remizsion, ident Ty and describe the course tpecificr that reMects the offendar’s surrent satus.
Curreni Stotes; Mat Applicabbe

73 Hixs the affendes gver met Substance Depenlence criteria by prier histary bat i new considered recovered {ne

spepenl Subsianee Use Digorgers)? 17 ves, plesse e plain when the oriteria was med and why inds mar chinjcaliy
significant for the purpeses of Fisk assessment. The cxplanation moss imclude ihe beagth of time see last period
ol disturlance, the tolal duration of the diswrtapce, and any nead for comtinued cvaloation.

1L 334203 R -0F 20 3
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Adeahol and Drug Evalsation U“'__‘.E”'__
' PART & _OFFENDER BEHAYIOR

B Were Liie effender’s behevior and responscs consisient, relizble, and non-¢vasive?
OFfenders behavion and responscs were consineni. relidhle and nom-evasive,

.1 Jentify indi:a:inus_nl' zny skgnificant physicsl, ermotionslmental mealth. or peychiarese disorders.
Offender it diagrosed with Ansiety sod is on medication for tis.

B3 Bebeti v any special sssigtance provided to the affender in praer to compleie the evalaation.
o gpecial assitanes way provided s otke offendes in order s complsse the evaluatiom,

X | Whare was Fhe effendsr interview conducted”
Licenzed Site

VL 44420500 R -02-200 1)




Abrohul amd Drug Evalustion llmﬁ repert - R @ Peze 11012
’ FART & CIASSIFNCATION

%1 Clzssilication:

HIGH RISK - Sympoms of subsiance dependence fregardbess of drving recond 1 ANIVOR withis the 1en year period prios @ the
deve of the nos carrent (Gird o subequent amen, any sombinsion of tvo prior conviclions oo coen ordered superyisions Sor
DL, peior SEALACTY Summeny SUSPEASIong, or prar recikless driving carvecusas reduced fom DUL, resulting from seperaie
incidenis,

=232 Disruas how corrabaraiive informarion from both the interview snd the objective test eillher correlntes or does et
eorrelnte with the iaformatios obtained from the DU alcoholdreg offender.

Infcrmatien obrained from the inlervisw and abjective 1651 comelates with the ifsormaken obaimsd from ie CL Aol
aifender,

iy Minimal Infervenibon:
HIGH RISE: Completion of @ mimmsm of 75 howrg of substance abase sremment; mnd wpan cnmplalEon B Ay Bod Bl necetiary
jrestmient, and, aiftes dischargs, 1ctive an guing paticipmion is all e1ivitizs secified in the comimuing sare plen.

10 The sffender wii referred as Tollows:

High Ritv: Completion of 2 minimum o 73 boars of substance shuse sepment, dn-going Fartezipation m all aceivicies specified
in the somtinuing care plan.

b, b8 203 MR- 2003




Abrwbal .lmd Urug Evalustion lilliﬁmm -_g_ ) @ i P‘t_ Il 12

. VE
Litenged Sjle Information:

Mame:

Address:

Telephone Mumber:

Licemse Murmber:

Eveluator Marme:

“““t

Evaluator Credenlials:

Fualgator MWerificatjgn:

Under peaalty of perjery, [affirm that ¥ hive accurately summarized (he data collecied and required in order
o complete this evalealion.

Signatore: Date: ill',?,’_‘ﬂ [“.L‘I'

Offender Yerificilion:

The information | have provided for this evaluation is free and correet. 1 have read the information contsined
in this Alcebgl and Brup Evaluation and its recom mendations have been explaiped.

- 5/02;&;;4/

PART 12, DISPOSITION

This svakuatipn mey only be redexsed s the [Jinois Circuit Caun af venue or 5 tun officiats a3 specified by loozl opurt ruics.
rorahe GTice of the Secretary of Stals, ar 1a the Hiinois Departmant of Human Services, Division of Aleohalizm ad Subsiane:
Abuse Aay other melease requirss the wiinen consent of the DU offerder

Jthis evaluasion was prepared for dhe Cici Court, send 1he signed origimal @ the court i aceopdaree swich established facal
comrt reles of palicy.

I thit evalustion was prepared far ihe Seecstary of Slat, give the signed original 12 the DU offender so that i3 may be presenied
fo the Bearing offbeer ml the Hime of the formal or micomel heaing.

I 4990 F-00-3002])







JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
"STATE OF ILLINOIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE

DRIVER'S LICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES FILE ~nO. wllll
OF d

PRIVERS LICENSE NUMEBER: TN
ORDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Hecommendations of the Hearing Officer,
_n the above captioned case have been read and examined; and,

WHEREAS, the record has been reviewad,; an;:l,

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact and Conclusiens of Law are correct and are hereby adopted as the

Findings of Fact and Conciusions of Law of the Scoretary of Stare (“Secretary™): and.

WHEREAS, the rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admisston of evidence and all motigns were cofrect

and are hereby concurred in by the Secretary: and.

WHEREAS, the Secretary adopts the recommendations of the Hearing Officer;

NOW THEREFORE, TT IS HERERY ORDERED: Thar pursuant to the Findings of Fact
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Officer, the petition for the reinstatement of
full driving privileges. or in the zliernative, for a Restricted Driving Permit (“RDP™) is hereby DENTED.

This Order is final and subject to appeal within thirty-five (35} days pursuant 1o the Administrative
Review Law. The Department of Administrative Hearings does not consider motions to reconsider a

decision made or Order entered in a formal hearing, pursuant to 92 [L ADC 101,80,




FIND A
OF THE HEARING OFFICER
JURISDICTIOMN:

This cawse comes on for hearing at the request of Petitioner on September 11, 2020, pursuant to
§5/2-118 of the 1llinois Vehicle Code (“TVC™) at 625 ILCS, or s&g., as amended and 92 llinois Administra-

tive Code, (“LACT) at Chapter 11, §1001. &2 seq., 2z amended, before _, a dulv
appointad Hearing Officer. Peﬂﬂnner_ (“Petitioner™) appears pro se, having

knowingly waived his nght to legal counssl, The Secretary of State (“Secretary™) was represented l:r)'_

RELIEF REQUESTEL:

Potitioner sceks the reinstatement of full driving privileges or in the altemative, the issuance of a

Restricted Driving Permit {"RDP7) for emplovment purpasss. Peritioner is eligible for full reinstatement
and therefore is not required to show an undue hardship in order o be issued an ROP. 92 1AC, G100 42000
The general burden of proof is upon the petitioner for anv driving relief, 92 [AC, §IOD].1UD(S}-and the
standard of proof for all burdens of proof at the instant hearimg is by clear and convincing evidence. 52 1AC,
S1001.4200d) and 44Kb}

FINDINGS O FACT:
The Hearing COHTicer. being fully advised in the premises, finds as follows:

1. The Secretary has jurisdiction owver the parties herein and the subject matter hereof, due and
proper notice having been previcusly given as 15 by statute 10 such case made and provided.

2 The evidence, exhibits, and testimony have been offered and received from all parties, and a
proper recard of all proceedings has been made and preserved as required, The Hearing Of-
ficer has reled on all motions and objections ttmely made and submitted. Documents offered
into evidence comply with all standards specified in of 92 1AC, Part 1001, Subpart [, and
whers required, clinical services were peovided by facilities licensed by the linois Division
of Substance Llse Prevention and Recovery (“DSUPR™) unless spegified otherwise,

3. Petitioner™s request for hearing and the Secretary™s notice of hearing were entered into
evidence as Szcretary’s Exhibits #1 and #2, respectively.  Petitioner’s driving record (in-
cluding, but not Limited 10, related documents) was read ionto the record and admitted into
evidence as Secretary’s Group Exhibit #3. The Peritionsr’s application for driving reli=l
was enlered into evidence as Secretary’s Exhibit #4 i which the Petitioner reporied no cir-
cumstances which otherwise would have presluded the Petitioner from proceeding with the
hearing. It also reflects the Petitioner's Moa-Visa Staws [NV E] and/or Visa Status [V5S] at




the time of the Heanng. Fmally, Scercianys Exhibit #3 is the PDPS History/Staius Re-
sponse, obtained at the time of the scheduling of the hearing. the results of which are identi-
fied below in Finding of Fact #5.

An Order revoking Petiioner's driver's license and driving privileges was entered effactive
Fuly 16, 2017 pursuant to [V §6-206{2)6, due to conviction of an offense in another State,
which if committed in this State would be grounds for suspension or revocation.

Petitioner was arrested on July 17, 20617 and BMarch 12, 2011 for driving on a re-
voked/suspended license.

Petiticner has 2 amest(s) for driving under the influence (“DUFY, The certified record, the
FDPS and/or aleohol and drug evaluations contained in the file disclose the armest(s) of
Janmary 9, 2017 {State of Minnesota) and December 25, 2006 (BAC 0.18) { Secretary of
State’s Exhibits #3 & 5 and Pettioner™s Exhibit #13.

Petitionmer's last arrest for DUI occurred on Jawwary 9, 2017 (State of Minnesota).
Petitioner testified that prior to said arrest he consumed 3-4 mixed drinks, he consumed his
last drink around 10000 p.m. Petitioner was stopped for swerving at 12:11 a.m. { Secretan’s
Exhilrit #3 ). Petitioner weighed 220 pounds. He admits being imtoxicated. Petitioner refused
o take a chemical test. The Hearing Officer finds that the Petitioner’s testimony regarding
the amounts of alcohol he consumed on the cccasion of this DU arrest is minimal in naiure
and is not enough to bring the Petitioner 1o the point of reaching the legal limit of intoxica-
tion {0.08}. The Petifioner needs to return fo his evaluator for the purpose of exploring
this TMUIT arrest and determining a realistic amount of aleohol that would equate to the
Petitioner being arrested for DT

Petitioner's first arrest for DU occurred on December 25, 2006, Petitioner testified that
prior te said arrest he consumed uaknown amount of eggnog from 10:00 pom. 1@ L 1:00 pom.
and was stopped for swenving. Petitioner waighed 180 pounds. He admits being intoxicated,
Petitioner teok and failed a chemical test, registering 2 .18 BAC.

Petitioner is required 1o participaie in the BATID {Breath Alcohol Ignition Interfock Device)
program because the Petittoner has two or more DU convictions or reckiess homicide con-
victions (pursuant o Section 9-3 of the Criminal Code of 1961 or 2012 where the use of al-
cohol or drugs was an clement of the offense), including similar out-of-state convictions,
of StAtuTory SUMMIMAry Suspensions or revocations pursuant to 11-501.1 or suspensions pur-
suant to Section 6-203, or any combination thereof arising our of separare occurrences Pe-
titiomer 15 also reqguired to participeic if he has ane conviction pursuant o Section 11-
S0 1 Ml or 11-301(dW1 M) or for reckiess homicide (pursuant to Section 9-3 of the
Criminal Code of 1961 or 2012 where the use of alcohol or other drugs was resited as an el-
ement of the offense). including similar ocut-of-state convictions or has invalidated his
MDDP by having his diving privileges suspended. revoked, cancelled or invalidated wnder
any provision of the VT, 92 1AC, 1001 4lifdefinftions). Any petitioner whose only open
SUSPENsion or revocation is not mentioned above is exempr from the BATID program if they
have three or less convictions for DU in their life.  If the Petitioner has four or more con-
victions for DUT in their life (the last cecurring on or afier Januwary I, 1999, they wil| be a
Life-time permittes no matter what stops, if any, appear on their driving record.  He has
read the documents entitled “Breath Alcohol Ignition Interfock Device (BAIIDY Terms and




Conditions” (see Secretary’s Exhibit £63 and “BAlID Questionnaire™ {see Petitioner's Ex-
hibit #4), and he has signed the affidavit at the end of the Terms and Conditions document
indicating that he understands and accepts his participation in the BAID Program,

Petitioner a&cndcd amd completed an zleohol/drug remedial education cowrse or DU risk
education course on August 1, 20240, conducted by
Petitioner Ex #2).

Petittoner submitted the following evaluation: an Alcchol and Drug Evaluation Uniform
FReport dated July 23, 2024 conducted by
{Petitioner Ex #1)

The Hearing Officer fullv considered the alcohol/drug evaluations presented by Petitioner
and finds that the evidence might not be consisient with the Significant Risk classification
contained therein. The extent of Petitioner™s aicohol/drug problem is unelear due to material
discrepancies within the evidence. Without a clear and accurate disclosure of Potitioner’s
relationship with aleohol, the Hearing Officer is unable to assess Petinoner’s understanding
and acceptance of the nature and extent of his problem with alcohob/drugs, the effectiveness
of his treatment, and the resulting changes in lifestyle and consumption paterns. This as-
sessment is necessary before the Secretary can be convinced such a persor is a low or min-
imal risk to repeat his abusive behavior in the Future, (See 92 LAC, §100t. 44 c) and (d))
The Secretary of State may disregard the findings of any evaluation if the evidence indicates
that it iz unreliable or incomplete, Cusack v, Edgar, 137 Tl App. 3d 505, 484 N.E.2d 1145
(st Dnst. 1985), Christiansen v. Edear, 209 11, App. 39 36, 567 M.E2d 696 (4™ Dise,
199%).

EY] Petitioner testified that he consumed 2-3 drinks once every 2-3 months prior 1o his
first and last DU arrest in 2006 and 20017, He further testified that the heaviest use
was in college, he would drink 3 drinks once & month, Petitioner further testified 10
trying cannabis in the past, 2 hits, and last usage was 2 years ago. Petitioner’s testi-
mony is inconsistent with the reponts contained n the evaluations and other docu-
mentation submitted since it conflicts with the report dated July 23, 2020 which in-
dicates that his actual drinking pattern was only 1 beer (120z) oncea every § months
prior to his first and last DUL arrest in 2006 and 2017, The cvaluater also reports
Petitioner still smoking canmabis occasionally with friends appraximatzly once cve-
rv six maonths which is io direct confliet with Petitioner’s testimony at the instant
hearing.  The Hearing Officer cannot determing the Petitioner™s vsc of cannmabis.
Additionally, the Petitioner's testimony and evaluator’s reportmg m the Uniform
Report are ot consistent with a .18 BAC recorded on the occasion of hiz first DUI
arrest which suggesis a greater tolerance than expected given his minimal drinking
pariern. See Encyclopedic Handbook of Alcoholism, pp. 65-66 and pp. 359-360
(Patison and Kawfman ed. 1982), Petitioner needs to provide another chrono-
logical use history at his next formal hearing addressing the discrepanocies in
his substamce use history.

B Patitioner testified that simce his last DUI arrest on Janoary 9, 2017, he has
rematned abstinent from aleohol




<l

d}

€}

Petitioner testified that he has experienced the following indicaiors of the syvmp-
toms/criteria of The Diagnostic Statistical Manueal of Mental Disorders (DSM):
hangowver.

Petitioner also denies that he drove under the influence on occasions aside from his
DU arrests. Petitioner®s denial of drinking and driving on occasions other than
his DT arrests is statistically contrary to information complied over time as-
sociated with the oumber of times an individeal has driven uoder the influence
before be has been arresied for DUL

The current Uniform Report dated JFuly 23, 2020 fails 10 reflect any of the DSM
symprormnsfcriteria listed above. This may result in a change in classification if the
evaluator determines that Petitioner has climically significant number DSM symp-
toms/eriteria o dingnose alcohol dependence pursuant 1o the rules of the Drvision
of Substance Use Prevention and Recovery (“DSUPR™). '

The Hearimz Officer finds the total lack of symptoms/indicators indicated in
the Uniform Heport dated July X3, 2020 1o be inconsistent with ane who has
been arrested twice for VUL

Petitioner demies having prablem alcohol/drugs indapendent of the cccasions of his
U] arrests and denies experiencing all significant svmptoms of an aleohal prob-
tem. {Petiticner’s Testimony). Reviewing courts have held that the degree of self-
acceptance of an aleoholidrug preblem is a proper consideration in determining
whether he has met his burden that he would not endanger the public safety and
welfare. Bemer v. Edgar, Mo, 4-89-278 (Rule 23, Dec. 21, 1989}, This testimony
is not characteristic of an individual who has honestly assessed his problematic
relatienship with alcohol/drugs and accepts the negative impact said use pro-
duces, nor is it representative of an individual who has come to grips with and
effectively addressed and/or resolved his alcobol/drug probiem.

Periticner was administered the Driver Risk Invertory Test (DRI during the course
of the uniform report zlechol/drug evaluation, and scored: Validity Scale:
High/Sewvere Problem, Alephol  Scale:  High'Severe Problem, Driver Risk:
High/Severs Problem, Drugs Scale: High' Severe Problem and Stress Coping Abil-
ity: High/Severe Problem (Petitioner’s Exhibit #1). The DRI Scale is a detection and
aszsessment insirument used o assist in the idemtification of an aleohol prob-
lemfalcoholism. Responses that affect the final DRI score are elicited from ques-
tions that are primarily designed wo relate to an individual’s usefabuse of alcohol,

The Hearing Officer has to question the results of the DRI test and scoring
giving the fact that Petitioner scored High/Sever Problem on ail 5 scales and
risk ranges. additignally, has absolutely no symptoms recorded by the evalua-
tor, minimal drinking patiern and denies having an alcohol/drug problem. The
Evaluator meeds to explain the findings from the scoring of the DRT test along
with other issuwes owtlined above and the evaluator's response must be submit-
ted in writing at the next formal hearing.




10 Petinonar has mosi recenthy completed 20 hours of outpaticnt treaiment between August 2,
2020 and September 9, 2020 b which
provided documents including Treatment Plan, Discharge Summmary, Continuing Care Status
Repart and Continuing Care Plan (start date October 9, 20200 (Petitioner Ex #3).

a) Petitioner's drinking was caused by celebration, grief, stress. During treatment he
learned about the difference betwesn an alcoholic (drinks heavily) and an abuser
{drinkinz more than wou should). He claims to have made significant changes to his
life-gstyle by going to gym, coaching baseball team, spending time with his 2 sons,
playing chess and warching movies. Howewver, Petitioner's explanation as to the na-
ture and causes of his drinking and weight 1o be given his treatment waiver and/or
detailed explanation 15 undermined by the facts outlined in this order.  For these
reasons the trestment waiver and/or detailed explanation does not carry much
welght.

b} Petitioner™s denial of his substance abuse problem. minimization of his drinking
andfor drug history, discrepancies in the DSM svmptoms/criteria supporting his
current DSUPR classification and/or conflicting reasons provided for his substance
abusec problem indicates that the Petitioner has been less than sucoessful in identify-
ing and addressing his alecholidrug problem, notwithstanding the treatment prowid-
er’s positive prognosis and/or waiver of further treatment. Petitionsr should return
to his treatment provider For the purpose of addressing these issues andfor assessing
the nesd for additional treatment, The previder’s response must be submitted in
writing at the next formal hearing.

11, Petitioner is cmployed by “

{Petiigner's Testimonv].

al Petiticner's regular hours and days of employment are Monday theu Friday from
00 am. to 5:00 pom.

12, At the conclesion of the hearing. the Petitioner acknowledged that he undersiood the
questions asked of him and stated thet his responses were complete and accurate,  Penbion-
er declined the opportunity to add o his testimony,

15. In sonclusion, the Petitioner, _ has failed to carry his burden of

proving that he has satisfactorily resolved his alechel problem and that he would be a safe
ard responsible driver if gramied driving relief. The Petitioner is being denied driving privi-
legés for the foliowing reason{s): (Sce Finding(s) of Fact #5, 9 {a, ¢, d and &) and 10 {a-b))
Therefore, it is recommended that he be denied driving relief.

STATUTES AND RULES APPLICAELE:

The avthority sections of the IVC (625 ILCS, Act 5) relied upon herein are: 2-101, 2-103, 2-104, 6-
206{aps, 6-205(c). 6-206(c)3, 6-208(b) and/or 11-301.1. The authority sections of the Rules and Regulations
promulzgated by the Secretary are: Chapter [1, 92 TAC, §1001.10 e seq. :




CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

243

The evidence established thar the Petitionec’s abuse of alcohol/drugs de'u_'eloj:ed into an
alcoholidrug problem, but the extent of that problem is not clear,

The Petiticner failed o provide evideace sufficient to carry his burden of proving that his
alcoholidrug problem has been resolved. See 92 (. Adm. Code Sec. 10001440, as amended.

3 Given the unresolved issves raised herein (Sze Finding(s) of Fact #13), the Petiticner failed
to carry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsible driver and that he
would not endanger the public safety and welfare.  See 92 1l Adm. Code Secs.
POOL. 100(g). 1000420, 1001430 and 100]1.440, as amended.

RECOMMENDATION:

The petition for the remstatement of full driving privileges or in the aliernative, for a restricted

driving permit should be DENIED.

HEARING OFFICER




State of Olingis
Department of Human Services

Aleohol and Drug Evaluation
Uniform Report

EART 1. OFFENDER INFORMATION

Offender Name:

IL Driver's Licemse Number pr State TD: BiA - Alternate License: _

(Expired driving liczncel
Other Valid Driver's License Namber/State: ) . ) B

Home Address:

Citizenship:

TElE‘l}]]{llle Numberis):

L
Countr of Residence: _

Date of Birth: 3 Age: 33

Gender: Ivlale .
Race(s): Bilack or African Amertcan

Hispanie Origin: Mot Hispanic

Primary Language: English Inferpreter Services: Services not needed
Marital Status: Mewver Maroed

Education Level: Cellage Bachelors Degres

Employment Status: Employed full tme funsubsidized}

e cwpation: —

Ananual Houzehold Income: Mot Disclosed Number of Dependents: 3

Physical or Meotal Disability: wo Religiows Affilintion: Cither E:?/"ﬂ

Emergency Contact Person: W ,_E ) H j.ﬂ'
Contact Telephone Number: . ﬂ

IMPORTANT MOTICE:  The [linois Department of Human Services, Division of Substanes Lise Prevention and Recovery is
Tequestng dizclasure of mformation that 1s necessary 10 accomplish putpeses cutlined o the Alesbolism and Other Drug Abuse and
Dependency Act (20 [LCS 30L/1-1). Failure 1o provide this information may resudl in the sospenmen or mevocmion of vour license o
provide DIF] services in IMinois

I £l 200 07-200 £




Aleobol apd Drug Evaleation Uniform Report - — Fage 2 of L7

FART % CURRENT DU ARREST INFORMATION
2.1 Feferral Source: Ciourt

1.2 Eaginning Dale of Evaluation: QTIA2020

P | Completion Date of Evajaation: (07232000
2.4 Daie of Arrest: DIAMRE017
-1 Time of Arresi: 0125 Abd
Z. Coanty ol Arrest: Chat of Srage
2.7 Blond-Alcobs]l Concentration (BAC) at Time of Arrest: BT
23 Resuliz of Blood andfor Urine Testing:

Mot Applicabils

9 Spetify up to five mond altering substances (alenhol/drugs) consumed which led to this DUL arrest (in arder of
mast to leasr),
Adcahol

2.10 Specily the amaeunt and fme frame 1a which the abeobaol anadior drugs were censunied which led to this DT
arrest,

Offendar reported consuming 4 hard figuor, 2 oz, within 3 hours period before he sinpped by the police oa 01082017,

Crfender reponed being o the mad for 30 minwtes preor to iz arrest o GLGE 2017

11 Does the Blood-Aleokol Concentrafon (BEAC) for the eurrent arrest correlate with the offender’s reported
consamption? If no, plesss explam.

Mot Applicable

IL 444 P03 R-0T-3015)




Adcobol and Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - — Page 3 af 12

PART 3. ALCOHOL AND DEUG RELATED LEGAL & DRIVING HISTORY

31 Frior DU dispositions inclading boating sad seowmebiling list chranologically, from first arrest to most recent,
and inclwde soi-of- sfate arrests):

Dave of Conviction or

Date af Arrest Court Supervision - BAC
12282006 DOE32007 18
BLAG20LT (& 26/2007 BT

{dddinional disporinons shondd be listed in an addendum o the Dniform Repory)

32 Prier statutory smmmary or implied congent swpension {may have same arrest date of DULs lsted above):
Effective Date of
Dabe of Arrest Smspension BALC
Mot Applicable

(A ddittonal dispositions should be livted in on affendur to s Uniform Reporo)

3.3 Prier reclless driving convictions reduced from DVUT (may have same arrest date of summary of saspension lisied
above):
Date of Arrest - Date of Conviction BAC
Mot Applicabls

ddddittonad dispositions should be lrted in an addendun o the Unifors Repers)

3.4 Oiher alcoksl andfer drug related driving dispositions by type and date of arrest s reportet by the effender
andior indicared an the driving record {including out-ofseaie dispositions).

Zero Tolerance
Effective Dafe
Drate of Arrest * af Suspension Drate of Arrese Date of Conviction
Mot Applicable

llegal Transport=tion

Moz Applicable

IL 244203 WR-07-201 8}




Aleohal and Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - NS Page 4 07 12
EART 3. ALCOHOL AN DRUG RELATED LEGAL & DRIVING HISTORY {contaued)

5.5 Deseribe any discrepancies behween infermation reported by the offender apd information oo the driving
record.
Mot Applicable

Bl 43050 B 07- 20 1B




Page S of 12
BART 4. SIGNIFICANT ALCOHOL/DRING USE HISTORY
4.1 Age of Age of First Age al Year of
Alcobolirog . First Tize Infexicaricn Regular Use Last Use
& leohiod i | 3] MA 207
Marijuana Fil HMa HA 20240

Chronnlegical Hiscory Narrative:

Client roparted age of first use of alcchal at 21, Repared between ape 21-1% -c-im:uming cuby ane beer, 12 oz, Reparted drinking secially
and accasicnally epproximation once every & momtbs, reported never corsurmed amy aleohol sines Janunry 2017

Chent Repartsd first ags smolcing Marijusna st age 21, Reparted smoking gccas iomaily with fricnd apgraximarely once svery s monihs

Review any prescription ar over-the-tounter medication the offender is currently taking that bas the poren tial
for abuse. List the medication, what it Is wsed for, 204 bow lorg it kas been taken. Report whether the afender

has ever abused medications amd whether heishe has ever illegally obtained preseription medicadon.
Blot Applizable

L -5 R-07 200 E)




Aleabol and Drug Evalustion Uniform Report - UGG Page 6 of 12

4 ™ b

4.3 Specily any imapedli family ber(s} with a history of alecohglism, alcobol abuse, drupg addiction'abase, or
any other prablems related 10 any substance sbuse. State whether che family member is in frequent contact with
the ofMznder and whether hefshe s still wsing any substance,

Mot Apphcabls

4.4 Specily any immedsate peer group member(s) with a bistory of alcobelism, nlcohol abuse, drog addictionfabuse,
o any ether problems related to soy substapce abuse. State whether the peer group member is in frequent
contact wilh the affender sod whather heshe is still using any substancs, :

Pod Applicabis

1.5 List all dates, locations, and charzes for which ihe affender has been arvested where substence use, postession,
or delivery was a primary or coniributing factor {imciodi ng owt-of-state dispositions).

Offender first atrest was om 12726720046 at D Page crumty for consuming alechol prior to his arrest
the second arrest was on 010005 (ot of state’). Aloohol was his primary contribution to his arress

4.6 Identifv the signilicant sther and summarire the information ehrained in the ineErviews,
Mot Applicable

4.7 Pravide the names, lecstions, and daces of any trestment programs reported by the offender,
Mot Applicable

4.8 Provide the names of any self belp or sobriety based suppert greup partcipation repoarted by the affender amd
the dares of iovolvement. E
bon Apoliceble

L 444 FHER-FT-3018)




Adeohol and Drug Evalustion Uniform Report - _ Page 7 of 12
PART 4, SIGNIFICANT ALCOHOLDRELUG HSE HISTORY

49 Has subsiance usefabuse negatively impacted the client's major life areas™

Impairments

Family
Tiar Applicalile

Marriage or sigmificant odher relatiorships

Mot Applicatis

Legal Siatns
ot Applicabic

Sacially

Mo appitcakle

¥acaronal work
Hea Applicable

Ecgnomidc status
Mot Applicable

Physically/Healih

Hot Applicabls

[L 42420 300 R-07- 20 15)




Alcobol and Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - g Page 8 of 12
PART 5. OBJECTIVE TEST [NEFORMA TLOMN

1 MortimerTFilkisg - Score: Category:

5.2 ASUDS-RI Risk Level Guidelines - S¢ore: Catezory:

5.3 Diriver Risk Tnventosy (DRD Scasles and Risk Ranges:
Validity Scabe: High'Szvers Problem
Aloshol Scale: High/Severs Problem
Driver Bisk Scale: High'/Severe Problem

T ’ Trrugs Scale: - High/Severs Problem

Etress Coping Abilities Scale: Hight'Severe Problem

[T a8 2O R0 T=200 1 &)




Alcohol nod Drug Evalustion Uniform Repart - _ FPage 5 of 12
PART 6. CRITERIA FOR SUBSTANCE USE DISORDER

&.1 Ldentify any Subsitance Use Disorder Criteria pocurring within g 12 month period. This may be done
using the offender's current presentation or a past epizode for which the offender is corrently assessed as being
in remission. One sympeom will résalt in a Moderate Risk Level classification. Twoe or three symptems will
resalt in a Significant Risk classification. Foar or more symploms will resule in 2 High Bisk classification.

I Alcohal or |':I.|'ugl &k taken in larger amounts or over a longer penod than intended.
I Thereis a persistent desire or unsuccessful efSarts to cur dowm or controd aleahol o dmg nse
A prear deal of tme is spent o scivities necetary to obtain, 1S, or maover from the effects of mlechol or
.
 drug Lee.
I C'ra\'{ng. or 8 soong desire of uige oo use ploohol or drags,
[T Remurent aicobol or drag use resulting in & frifore o falfill major role obligations at work, school, or harne.
orinuved aicehol or dreg wse despile having persisient or secorrent socizl or interpersonal problems caus
r T d alcehol d de h nl 1 1 k1 e
or exacerbeted by the effects of aleobol or drugs
- Traportant, social, cccupational, or recreaticnzl activities are given up of peduced because of aleohol or drag
use.
[T Recuwrrent aleohol or drug wee o situestions in which it is physically hazardoas.
= Aleohol or drug wse 8 contiroed despite koowledge of hawving s persistent of recurvemt phyvsical or
paycholegical problecn that is Ekely to have been consed or sxacechated by alkcohol or drugs.
Tolerance - Either a peed for mrackedly incressed amounts of aleohol or drugs to achieve intoxicstion or the
desired effect, ar a markedly dirninished = ffect with contiroed u=s of the same amoun of zfcobal or drags.
]—. Withdrawal - As manifested by gither the chamctersstic wathdraaa) svndrome for alcohol ot drugs, or alcohaoi
ar drigs are lken 1o relieve or avoid withdrawals.
6.2 If the offender meets Sabatance Use Disarder Criteria based on 2 past episode and is mow assessed as being in

remidssion, identify and describe the specifier that reflects the affeader's correns siaius.

Cuorrent Statug: Mot Applicable

&3 Has the offender ever met Substance Use Disorder Criferia by histery but and is now considered recovered (no
current Substance The Disorders)?T If yes, please expiain when the criteria were met and why It is not clinicalby
sigmificamt for the purposes of o carrent risk szsesgment. The explanation mest include the lengrth of time since
the last episode, the total durstion of the splsede, and apy oeed for continwed cvaluation or menitering.

Ma

TL 444-2030(R-07-201 83




Aderhol noel Drig Evaluarien Uniform Report - GGG Page 10 of 12

PART 7.

E | Were the offender’s behavior and responses consistent, relioble, and pon-evasive?
Client behavior and responses were consistent, teliable, sand non-evasive throughout the whole evalyation process

7.2 Idensify indications of any significant physical, emetonalimental ealth, or psychiatric diserders.
There are no indications that client has any significant physical, emotionalfmental or pgychistric dissrders.

7.3 Ldentify any special assistance provided to the offender in order to complete the svaluatios.
There were no special essistancs provided to client during the process of his eveluation

T4 Where was the offender interview condurcted™
Licensed Site

TL #44- 203 0(R-07-201 5}




Alcohol and Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - [N

Fage 11 of 12
BART 8. CLASSIFICATION
8.5 Classification:

SIGMNIFICANT RIS One prior comicnion or court ardeved supervisien for DUL, or one prior stanitory SUmUmany SUSpEnsion, or
one prior reckless driving sonvicton redeced fom DUT, ANEVOR & BAD of 20 of highsr a2 a eesult of the most current amest
from DU, ANDOER. twa or three symptoms of o Substanee Use Dizorder.

H#.2

Discass how corvolporative information fron both the inferview and the shjective test sither correlates or Joes not
oorrelate with the information obdained from the DUT aleobalidrug offender.

The miommation that wes obzined fom both the intarase and ohiective test wers cogralats with the isformation chtained fom
the DLilfalcoho 'drug offender

FART ¥ MIMIMAL REQUIRED INTERVENTION
A |

Minimal Interven fion:

SIGHIFICAMNT RISE: Completion of a missmom of 10 hours of DU Riak Education: and & minimum of 20 hours of substance
altruse restnrenr; and, vpon completion of apy and all necessary bearment, and, after discharge, sclive an @going participation in
all activities specified in the corfimnung care plas.

a9 The offender was referred as follows:

The offender was given a referral her of [llinois Licengad significant Risk provider and signed a referral et verifieation fomm
provide indicating that he was given the referrzl list

B 8220300 R 020 1 8)




Alcohel and Drug BEvalgation Uniform Repart - _ Page 12 ol 12

Marme:

Address:

Telephone Number:

License Mumber:

M)

Evalnstor Name:

Evaluaror Credentials: CADC

Evaluator Verification:

Under penaity of perjury, T affirm that T have accurately summarized the daia collected and required in order
to complete this evaluation.

Signature: Date: ;{){QS ;’: ST A

DHTender Veriliearion:

The infarmation I have provided Jor this cvaluation is true and correct. I have read the infarmation contained
in this Alcakol and Diog Evaluation and iis recommendations have been explaioed.

Signature: Duce: 2f23 /202

TI1 N

This evaluation may anty be relessed to the Dlineis Circuit Sourt of wenne or its court officials as specified by local coort mules,
ta the Office of the Secretary of State, or to the 1lirors Depariment of Himan Semvices, Division of Substance Use Prevention
and Becowvery, Any other relsase requires the written consent of the THT affender.

IF this svaluation was prepared for e Cirsuit Court, send the signed criginal 1o the court in accordsmer with astablished local
cowrt mules or poilicy.

[fibis evaluation was prepared for the Secretary of Statz, give the sisned orginal to the DUT offendar so that Tt oy he presented
1o the hearing efficer ar the time of the farmal or ioformsal hearing

L 44 2030(R-07-201 By




lafs

Patlent Mamsa: * Drate of Birth: 0601/ 1982

Individualized Treatment Plan
Today's Date: 08 /02/2020

ASAM Dimension I

Goal: A .

Objectivels): S il engage in significant Risk Treatment o asgist him with identifying

his weakness and about his drinking behavior that lead to his DU amest

Intervention|s): MNAA

DEADZAZ020 B A OB/ 2020
Start Date Rewiew Date Taday's Date
A
Patient Signature: Drate: -:hf/; z/."?_

Staff Sianamre:_ Date: & f}ﬁfvﬁ""’

e




2ofé

Patient Mama: _’g Date of Birth: FAMST982

Individualized Treatment Plan
Today's Date: (R/0S/2020
ASAM Dimension 1T

Goal: A

Objective(s): T4

Intervention{s): ™N/A

OG0 2020
Start Date Review Date Today's Bate
=)
Patient Signature: Date: o?/ﬁ‘?é/ P

-
N




iofe
patiant Name:

Date of Birth: 06011982

Individualized Treatment Plan

Today's Date: DED2I020
ASAM Dimension IT1

Gool: TERRR-::=: == in a full assessment with counselor and deternine if be wants to sngage in

in freatment and intervention, Clhient will develop adequate skilled to deal with life siressores.

client to lean about his drinking behavior and leam to never drive if he ever drink alcobol

Objectiveis): WD~ ill engage in significant Risk Treatment to assist him with identifying

compilation of assessment with covnselor for P to determing if ke will benefit from enpgaging in

treatment and to encourgae client o engage services. Pl with counselor will explore straseies
and developing aeeded copmyg skills,

Intervention{s): clicnt has been informed of the rational to complete and engage in treatment
DEDT0Z20 ORMZI2020 OF22020
Start Date Rawview Date Today's Date

FPatient Signatare:

Date: ,,Jgfrg/-:-.ai—f’

stactsignature: A .

¢




4 of&

petient Name: TG Data of Birth; DO E/1982

Individualized Treatment Plan
Today's Date: O8./02/2020

ASAM DimensionlV

Goal: Chent will continue to developing high levels of motivaiion .tu prevent farther aleohaol

uze. Client is motivated and encourgaed to complets his treatment. Client stated

"1 will never drink alcohol again®. Cliend is ready to move forward for his freatment.Chent

15 in a Significant ireatment program he is in a ready stage.

Objectivefs): Pt will identify smd creates a list of all behavior that he has to cease in order to main

abstinence. Client will process completion of assignment with counselor during mdividual

sessions. Client will share his finding during sroups with his pesrs

Intervention{s): _Rational has been given to client to support completion of assisnment. Counselor

will check progress of assignment dunine sessions and offer assistance if needed. Client

is encouraged to leam and practice what have leamed to reach his goals and complete his

Significant Risk Treatment

GRAO2Z2020 O8402/2020 0022020
Stary Date Rewvigw Date T Today's Date

Patieat Signature: Date: r'.‘i_.r‘rd?- /‘ 20E =
[l
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Patient Name: : NG Date of Birth: D6/1/1982

Individualized Treatment Plan
Today's Date: 080T 20200

ASAM Dimension V

Goal: W ants to learn prevention and relapse techniques. "drinking is not an option for

me anymore”,

Objective(s): Client to identify iriggers that would help him remain sbstinent.

Intervention{s): Rabional was oiven to client recarding developed stratesy 10 assist him with
developing relapse prevention skills. Client has been scheduled to attend relapse prevention

activity,

08022020 0802020404720 920
Start Date Aeview Date Today's Date

Patient Sigaatur Date: j/fL/L“' Lo
7
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Patiznt Narme: AT Date of girtk, 0641/ 982

Individualized Treatment Plan

Today's Data: 03/02/2020
ASAM Dimension VI

Goal: Client appears motrvated and encouraped to comply with the Sceretary of State (Client wii

engage in 3 months aftercare treatment as recommended. Client to enhance his lifestvie by

finding ways to communicate with his family. client to get marriad this summer. client is searcin

Objective(s}: Client 1o atend 1o complets his sipnificant risk treatmeni and attend afiercare,

Irzatmeant.

Interventionis): Patient will e assisted with meeting all of his treatmeni recommended

as a result of his aszessment,

OEMZZ020 MiA
Start Date

DEZ2020
Taday's Date

Review Date

Paticnt Signature: Date: g @/ o2 Sz ™
Fd

R ———




Name: QR

Admit Date: 072372020

DHscharge Date: 09092020

Continwing Care Treatment: (Trnoluds appoirfment datefs), time, addrass, and phane Drate Start D
riuahert Developed

Client to attend 3 sessions of monthly aftercare (schedule attached). 09032020 | 10032020
Support Group Referral:

™AA TiA ™A

iher Referrals: {7 e, vacarional, educationad)

PAA /A MNIA

Other Discharge Instructions: (e, died, aceivirty theragel

ill continues to follow his healthy diet and exercise program to help reduce
day-to-day stress.
Medical/Psychiatric Referrals: (Tncfede appaintiment dateds), fime, address, and phone

ridrrher)

A A A
Drischarge Madication{s) Dose Froquency Cluantity Given Inedbcation

MNone.

How to contact agency for further treatment services, if needed.

——m—

E——

Date

2060.427




Discharge Summary

Name : i Admission Date: 7/23/2020

Discharge Date: 09092020
Reason for Intervention: Completion of Intervention

Progress of client relative to each goal and objective int the client’s
treatment plan:

DPIMENTION I {acute Intoxication ™ Withdrawal}
Mo Risk

DIMENSION I1 {Biomedical Condition or Complications)
None

DIMENSTION ITI (Emotienal /Behavioral Conditions and Complications)
Neone

DIMENSION I'V (Readiness 1o Change}
Client was compliant throughout the Intervention

DIMENSION WV ¢Relapse potential)
Client reports no use of Alcohol or other substances

DIMENSION VI (Recovery Envirenment) .
Client reports good support system through family and friends.

Prognostic: Good
. Client appeared to have learned the negative affects of drinking and
driving :




09/09,2020
RE: S
DOB: 06/01/1982

Continuing Care Status Report
To Whom it May Concern

. g - << ssful |y completed his Significant Risk Treatment on 5009/202 0

For further questions and/or concermns, please contact me at iGN

Mr. g = recommended to engage 3-months of afiercare which entails him to
appear once a month, Mr. S i scheduled to attend the first session of aftercare on
L0 2020,

Please note, this leter is intended 1o inform that he is in compliances with his program. Also, his
prognosis remaings good.

Respectfull,




e e —

09092020

RE: A

LB 06/01/1982

To whom it may concam

Mr. SR tc: o d treatment at My, - (723/2020 to sarisfy

his Significant Risk Treatment requirernents as recommended by his Aleohol and Drug Evaluation

wir. AN :cc:sciully completed his Significant Risk program and obtained a
comptetion lemer on 0902020

v, I - s hcoduled o attend 3 menths of after-care starting on FHOS2020

For further guestions and/or concerns, please contact me a‘

B e mmasrtfar L ——— -




Name: o

Admit Date:  O7/23/2020
Discharge Date: 09022020

Continving Care Treatment: (Tnoluds appointment darefs), time, addregs, and phons Date s
art Dhate
number) Dieveloped
Client to attend 3 sessions of monthly altercare (schedule attached). OWOX2020 | 102020
Support Group Referral: -
A I Y MNSA
Orher Referrals: /12 vocational, educarional)
A A A
Oiher Discharge Instructions: «f.e., dief, activify therap)
i1l continue to follow his healthy diet and exercise program te help reduce
dav-to-day stress.
Medical'Psychiatric Referrals: (Tucfude appolrinment datels), time, addrezs, and phone
rizamler ) :
A A ™A
Drischarge Medications) Dose Ereguency Cuantity Given Indication
Maone.

How to contact agency for further treatment services, if needed.

Contact Person:

Phone Number:

Discharge insiructions given w:_ o5 1 s \Lﬁl. L=
Date

1 visd a g A iecharge Plan and onderstand it:

2000 427

Thate
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JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS

N THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE
DR S LICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES FILE Nl:_
[
n: mCENSE ~numeER NN

ORDER
WHEREAS, the Findings of Faci, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendations of the Hearing Officer,

WYy - e sbove captioned case have been read and examined; and,

WHEREAS, the recerd has been revigwed, and,
WHEREAS, the Findingz of Fact and Conclusions of Law are correct and are hereby sdopied as the
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of the Secretary of State (“Secretary”™); snd,
WHEREAS, the rulings of the [learing Officer on the admission of evidence and all motons were
carvect and are hereby concurred in by the Seeretary; and,
WHEREAS, the Secrelary adogts the recommendations of the Hearing Officor;

NOW THEREFORE, IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED: Thai persuant to the Findings of Fac,
Conclusions ef Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Offscer, the petition for isguance ol a
Restricted Driving Permit {“RDP™) for: employment purposes for driving (o and from work and/or while

performing job related duties for his self-employment m

days, hours and other conditions of which are io be established

by verification.
Any perm#t issued under this Order shall expire no later then (24) months from the daie of the

isswance of the first permit under this Order. Since Petitioner has fwo or three convictions far DUI,
be is only eligible for a restricted driving permit to be driveo on for five years without any
significant BALID violations prior to being eligible for full reinstatement. Additionally, this Ovder

is based upon the Petitioner's driving record at the time of thizs hearing and it is subj to the quent
receipt of any report of conviction or other notice thar woutd resull in the loss of driving privileges
making the Petitioner ineligible for the reliel granted. '

This Order is not ta be construed s an autharization 1o opermaie a motor vehicle, Pellticnesr must
meet oy and all requirements of the OfMice of the Secrelary as well m all of the terms and condltions
of the Breath Alcohol Ignition Interfock Device Frogram and the BAIID Multiple Offender
Program if not I!rtt completed, and be in receipt of said RDP, prior o the n-p.aralinn of any motor

wehicie.
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EINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
OF THE HEARING QFFICER
JURISDICTION:
This cause comes on for hearing at the request of Petitioner on April 22, 2019, pursuant o
§52-118 of the Mlinois Vehicle Code (“[VC™) at 615 ILCS, er seq., 05 amended and 92 Minois Adm inis-

trative Code, (“LAC™) st Chapler i, 1001, ef sog., 4t amended, beforc EIRENNNNNRERNER. = 4uly
appointed Heering Officer. Pritioner JTENEETYHR (“Fetitionsr™) appears with his shomey

- R . The Scoretary of Siate ("Secretary™ )
was represented by NIRRT

Pelitioner seeks the isswance of a Restricted Driving Permit {*RDP™) for employment purposes.
Petitioner is eligible for full reinstatement and therefore is not required to show an undue hardship in
order to be isiued an RODP. 92 1AC, §1001.420(:). Peritioner has two or three convictions for DU and
iz only eligible for a restricted driving permil to be diiven on for five years without any significant
BAIND violation: prior 10 being «ligible for Full reinstatement. 92 1AC, 5100041 0fcefinitionsy, The
general burden of proof is upon the petitioner for any driving reliel, 92 1AC, §1001 100(s) and the
standard of proof for atl burdens of proof st the insiant hearing is by v.'-lq:'-al and convinsing evidence. 82
[AC, §1001.420(d]) and 440(b).

EINDINGS OF FACT:
The Hearing CHTicer, being fully advised in the premises, Minds as follows:

1. The Secretary hes jurisdiction over the purties herein and the subjece marter hereof, due
nnd proper notice haviog been provioosly given as is by statule in such case made and
provided.

2. The evidence, exhibiis, and resiimony have been offered and received from zll parnties,

) and a proper record of all proceedings has been made and preserved as requuned. The
Hearing Officer has roled on all motions and objections timely made and subimdted
Documerts offered inte evidense comply with all standards specified in of 92 1AC, Pant
1001, Swbpart [, and where required, clinical services were provided by facilities li-
censed by the [Ninois Division of Substance Use Prevention and Recovery ("DSUFPR™)
unless specified piherwize. )

3. Peritioner's request for hearing and the Secrelary’s notice of hearing were entered into
svidence as Secretary's Exhibits #1 and 2, respectively. Petitioner s driving record
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{incloding, but not limited 1o, related documents) was read Into the record and admined
nto evidence as Secrelary’s Group Exhibit 3. The Petitioner’s application for driving
refiefl was entered inle evidence as Secretary’'s Exhibit #4 in which the Petitigner repon-
ed no circumstances which otherwise would have precluded the Petitioner From proceed-
img with 1he hearing. v also refects the Petitioner’s Mon-Visa Swatus (MY 5] andfor Visa
Seatus [VS] at the time of the Hearing. Finelly, Secretary’s Exhibit #5 is the PDPS His-
1ory/Status Response, obtained st the time of the scheduling of the hearing, the resubts of
which are identifled below in Finding of Faci #5.

Chders revoking Pelitioner’ s driver’s license and diving ‘privileges were entered effective
July 11, 2007, February D1, 2000, February 14, 1998, July I4, 1989 (fwo separate
Orders), and August 11; 1987 pursuant to 1VC §6-205(a)2; due (o convietions for oper-
ating a motor vehicke while under the influence of alcohol or other drogs, a conviciion
for a felony in the commission of which 8 moter wehicle was osed, and & cunviction for
having possessad, displayed, or pred 1o fravdulendly use & driver*s license or permit.

Crrders summarily suspending Petitioner's driver’s license and driving privileges were
emered effective Janwary 30, 2008, September 20, 2001, July 26, 1997, apd May 22,
1986 pursuant to IVC 1 1-501.1, after he feiled or refused a chemiceal test

Petitioner was arresicd on mu tiple occasions for driving an a revoke dfsuspended license,
the lust of which cccwrmed on February 25, 2004, Peritioner testified thai the lasi armest
far driving on & revokedsuspended license was the most reoent occasion of which he -
disregarded his driver’s license revocation and drove a motor vehighe.

FPetitioner has five arresols) for driving under the influence (“DUI). The cectified record,
the FDOPS andfor aleohol and dreg svaluations eomained in the file disclose the arresi(s)
of December 15, 2007, Avpust 5, 2001, June 10, 1997 (BAC .11), August 03, 1986,
and April 06, 1986 (BAC 10} (Sccretory -of State™s Exhibits #3 & 5 and Petitioner's
Exhibii #1).

Petitioner's lest amest for DUL occurred on December LS, 2007. Petitioner westified thot
prior 10 sald arrest e conswimed 14 to 18 beers. He admits being intoxicared. Petitioner
refused ko take a chemiczal iest

Pevitioner's fourth arrest for DU occurred on Awpust 5, P01, Petitioner testified thag
prior 10 said arrest he consumed large unknown gquantity ef sleohol. He odmits beiag in-
toricated. Petdiioner reflused o tpho & chemical iesi.

Petitioner's third arrest for DU cocvmed on June 10, 1997, Petitioner restified 1hat prior
to said arrest he consumed 14 2o 16 beers. He admits being intoxicated. Peditioner took
nnd failed a chemical west, registering a (12 BAC, .
Petitioner®s second arrest for DU oesurred on Awgust 5, 1966, He testified that prier to
said arrest he consumed an unkpown guaniity of aleohol. He admits being imtoxicated,
He refused o fake a chemical test,




[Page 81 &F
LPage IB

1E&]
af

1831

Petitioner's first amrest for DU occurred on April 6, 1986, He testified that prior to said
arrest he consumed an unknown guaniity of elcobol. He admiis being imaxicated, He re-
fused 1o take a chemical tegs,

The Hearing Offices ook official notice of the prior formal hearing(s) J-03113-13 and
C-04367-12 pertaining to FPetitioner's previous request(s) for deiving relief, the evidence
admined and the Findings of Fect and the Orden(s) entered thersin. In panicalar, the
Hearing Officer takes official notice of the alsokal/drug evalumions and treatment doe-
wrments edm ined into evidence therein,

Petitioner is required 1o participate in the BAIID (Breath Alcohol Ignition Ivierlock
Device) program because the Petitioner has two or more D] convictions or reckless
homicide convietions (purssant W Section 9-3 of the Criminal Code of 1961 or 2012
where the use of aleohal ar drugs was an element of the offcnsc), incleding similar out-
of-sigte convictions, or sTAIUIONY SHIMNENY SUSPENGIONS OF TEVOCALHONS pursuan o 1 1-
501.0 or puspensions pursunnl to Section 6203, of 2ny combination thereof arisimg out
of scparste gocurrences. Petitioner i3 2lso required to participate iT he has one convic-
tion pursuamt to Section 11-300(d)1)e) or VI-501{d)}IXF or for reckless homicide
(pursuant ko Section 9-3 of the Criminal Code of 1961 or 2012 where the use of alcohol
or other drugs was recited as an element of the olMense), including similar gui-ofstale
convictions or has invalidated his MDIDP by having his driving privileges suspended, re-
voked, camcelled or invelidated under any provision of the IWC. 92 1AC,
§1001.218{dcfinitions). Any petitioner whose only open suspension o revosation is no
mentionad above is exempt from the BAIID program. He has read the decumeats enti-
thed “Breath Alcohol Ignitian interlock Device {BAITD) Tarms and Conditions” (see Sec.
retary*s Enhibit #63 and “BAID Questionnaire” {see Petitioner's Exhibit #2), and he has
signed the affidavit at the end of the Terms and Conditions document indicating that he
understands and accepis his partcipation in the BAIID Program. Petitioner i3 also a
BAID Multiple Offender due to, having been conwvicled of a second of suhseguent of-
fonse under Scction | 1-501 of this Code or a similar provision of a local ordinance and is
there fore alse requited to insteil a BAND in cvery motor vehicle registered n his name,
either solely or jointly, upon the issuance of rolicf end 10 comply with the requirements
of the BAIID Muliiple Offender Program., A BAIID hMultiple Offender must deive on a
restricted driving permit for five vears,  However, anyone who has completely folfilbed
the requiremenrs of a BAED pMulliple Offender as a resul: of prior hearings or is curreni-
ly in the system as a Life-time, MDDP or BAIID permitiee is not a BAID Mubiphe O
fender. 92 1AC, §10001.410(definitionsy.

Petitioner attended and completed en alcohol/drug remedial educetion course ar DU risk
cducation courss cm_wcltd oy d {Secre-

wary Ex 530

Fetitioner submi & owing evalustions: & current 1) ed Alcohol amd Drug
Evaluation daved eonducted {Petitioner Ex #1); a

previous v submined Updated Alcohol and Brug Evalvation deied September 10, 2413
b M (Secrewmry Ex #3k and an Alciho d Drug E i
Ui form ed Avguat 9, Y018 conduocted by

CO. (Seeretary Ex £3) and a previously submitted Alsobol and Drug Evaluation Unifom
Repon dated October 5, 2012 LGNNI (S ccretary Ex #3).
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The Hearing Officer finds that the evidence does support the Significant Risk classifica-
vion condamed therein. Petitioner's testimony regarding his alcohol/drupg use, his submit-
ted documents, and ofher evidence establish the following regarding the nature and ex-
tent of Petitioners usefabuse ol alcohal andfor drugs:

a} Petitioner testificd that he consumed 10 o 18 beers 2 times per week in the year
prior 1o his last DU srrest on December 15, 2007. He ingested cannabis be-
fween the ages af 16 and 19 years. He Ingested eocaine T times per year be-
tween the ages 20 and 37T years. .

b Fetitioner testified that he has remained ebstinent from alcohol and illicin drugs
since Drecember 15, 2007, Pelitioner intends 13 maintain abstinence irdefinitely
and his resolve to remain abstinent appears sincere.

c} Pl':l.i.liﬁ:rlel testified that he has experienced the following jndicaiges of the
sympiomsicriterin ol The Disgnostic Statistheal Manual of Mentnl Disorders
(EXSM): blackouts, hangovers, and inereased tolerance.

)] Petitioner admits he was a problem drinkerfuser. (Pelitioner s testimony).

) Fetitioner was administered the required objeetive test (Mortsmer/Filkins Test,
Driver Risk Invemtary or ASUDS) as a2 pant of an sleohol and drug evaluation
and the results were analyzed thergin,

3 As a reswit of his prior formal hearing, Petitioner was recommended for n
reswicted driving permif, The permit was never issued becavse Petitiorer failed
o fulfifl the Secrefsry’s requirements in a timely fashion.

Petitioner has most cecently completed 20 hours of ou i treatment between A pril
26, 2007 and June 13, 2007 by mhi:h provided docu-
ments including Treatment Verification, Discharge S ry. Tr Plan, Ceoatinus
ing Care Plan and Cominuing Care Smniug, (Secrctary Ex #3)

&) Petitioner's drinking was caused by his peer group and his social habits, During
treatment he learmed that he was abusing atcohol. He made significant changes 1o
hiz life-style by choosing o abstaln from alcahol, changing his circle of friends,
no longer sociulizing with aleohal abusers, no longer frequenting bars, lsaning
healthy methods te respond to stress (including exercising), participating i ogt-
door activities, and spending time with his Tamily,

Fetitioner iz self-em d
(Periticner's Testbnony).

) Petitioner's regular hours and days of employment vary.

b} Petitioner is required 1o drive a3 far as 75 miles from his plece of residence in the
course of employment relnied duties.
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AL the conclusion of the hearing, the Petitioner acknowledged that he understood the
qutstlorts asked of him and stared that his responses wers complete and n:cunu:. Peti-
rioner declined the opportunity 1o add to his testimeny.

For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner has caried his burden of proving that he has
satisTactorily addressed his alcohol problem and that he would be a sale and responsible
driver if granted driving reliell Petitioner should operate @ moter vehicle contin uowshy
on an ROP, uiilizing the BAIND for five years, before he is ligible for reinstatenent of
his driving privileges.

STATVTES AND RULES APPLICABLE:

The =uthority seclions of the IVC (625 ILCS, Act 5) nelied wpon herein ane: 2-001, 2-103, 2-104,
G-205(a)2, 6-Z05(c), 6-I06{c)3, 6-208{n) andfor 11-501.1. The authority sections of the Rules and
Regulations promuligeted by the Secrstary are: Chapter [[, 92 LAC, § 100110 ¢ req.

CONCEUSIONS OF LAW,

1.

The evidence establizshed that the Petitioner used slecholdrugs imesponsibly in the past,
but that he has responsibly addressed this past abusive behaviar.

The Peiitioner provided evidence sufficient o carry his l:u.sn:luq of proving that his
alcoholidrug problem has been resolved. Sec 92 11, Adm. Code Sec. 1001 _440(k]{1), as
amended, as amended.

The evidence indicates thae the Petitioner will be a safe and responsible driver and that o
igssu= him a Restricted Driving Permit will not endanger the public safeiy and welfare,
See . Adm. Code Sco. (001430, as amended.

The Petitioner is <ligible for the “breath alcohol ignition imerlock device™ (BATND) pro-
grem and must, 1herefore, comply with all of the provisions af the program. 92 [AC,
the BallD Mehiple Offender Program. 92 [AC,

Since Petitioner has two or three convictions for DU, he is only eligible for & restricied
driving permit to be driven om for Mive years withoul any significant BAND vielaions
prior o being eligible for full reinstatement. 92 1AC, 5100t 41 0definitions)
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BRECOMMENDATION:

The petition for the izsuance of an RDP for em-plo}rrltm- purposes should be GRANTED, after
Petitioner meets any and 2ll requirements of the Secretary’s Olice including the terms and conditions
of the Breath Aleohol lgnitioo Interlock Device (BAIID) Program and the BALIID Multiple
Offender Progrum if not yet -ﬂmplﬂedv Since Pelilioner has two or three convictions for DUL he s
only eligible for a restricted driving permit 10 be driven on for five years without eny significant BAIID
vialations prior (o being eligible for full reinstdement. 92 1AC, §1001.410(defind
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December 31,2019 Detail Summary
Name: u Driver License Number: <l
address: . b
Permit Issue Date:  Now/21/2019
Day Date Time Ewvent ~ BAC . Result

SAT Dec/21/2018 1323 RUMNIMNG RETESET SANCTION o.0820 FAIlL
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To Whom it may Concern/Secretary of State:

1 am writing this response as an explanation of a drive permit violation which was
requested by your office.

On December 21,2019 I was driving my vehicle with the BAIID SFI;Enﬁ
appean:d to be functioning properiy. . f. Eﬂ

1 was visiting a friend who had been working cutside on his own vehicle and
because he was cold he asked to sit in my car to warm up. I order to keep the heat
on I left the car running. My friend offered me a cocktail, which I had just finished
consuming when the machine immediately signaled for me to blow.

This is a circumstance of forgetfulness and poor judgment, [ had the BATID
installed in December of 2019. I was struggling with leaming how to use the )
device as the model installed had been giving me frequent problems and failures
that required numerous visits fo the installation mechanic. In addition to ad]usl:l.ug
to the devices inconsistencies, [ also forgot that I cannot keep the car running. | had
intended to have just one drink and drive home in a fiew hours.

1 have since had the model changed out after several requests so that I can
accommodate myself to the proper use of the device. I also now understand that
regardless of the weather I cannot keep the car running to warm it up for anyone
and that any time the vehicle is running I must assume that it is as if T am driving.

I appreciate your attention to this matter and would like to maiotain my driving
privileges in order to continue to provide financially for my family.

Si.rlce:rély,
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JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE

DRIVER'S LICE RIVING PRIVILEGES FILE NO.
L8]
DRIVER'S LICENSE NUM BER - .

ORDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendations of the Hearing Officer,
. i il hove caplioned case have been read and examined, and.

WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed; and,

WHEREAS. the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law arc correct and are hereby adopted as the

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of the Secretary of State (“Secrctary™); and,

WHEREAS, the rulings of the Heoaring Officer on the admission of evidence and all motions were correct

and are hereby concurred in by the Secretary; and,

WHEREAS, the Secretary adoprs the recommendations of the Hearing Officer;

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That pursuant to the Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearimg Officer, the petition for the reinsiaternent of
full driving privileges is herchy DENIED.

This Order is final and subject o appeal within thirty-five (35) days pursuant 1o the Administrative
Revigw Law. The Department of Administrative Hearings does not consider motions to reconsider a

decision made or Order entered in a formal hearing, pursuant to 92 1L ADC 10010 .80,
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FINDINGS AND RECOMMEMNDATIONS
FICER

JURISDICTION:

This cause comes on for hearing at the reques: of Petitioner on March 5, 2020, pursuant to §3/2-118
of the [incis Vehicle Code (“TVC) at 625 ILCS, e seq., as amended and 92 lllinois Adminiswrative Code,
IaC™ at Chaprer 11, §10010, er seq., as amended, before _ & duly appointed Hearing
Officer. Pclilimr‘“l’ttiliantr"} appears with his attormey D

“The Secretary of State {“Secretary™) was
represented b}—

BRELIEF REQUESTED:

Petitioner seeks the reinstatement of full driving privilege. Petitioner is eligible for full reinstate-
ment and therefore is not required 1o show an undue hardship in order 1o be issued an RDP. 92 JAC,
§1000.420(i). The general burden of proof is upen the petitdoner for any driving relief, 92 1AC,
S1000. 1005} and the standard of proof for all burdens of proof at the instant hearing is by clear and
convincing evidenee. 92 TAC, §1001 . 420(d) and 4400k},

FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Hearing OfTicer, being fully advised in the premises, flinds as follows:

i, The Secretary has jurisdiction over the parties herein and the subjoct marer hercof, duc and
proper notice kaving been previously given as is by stalute in such case made and provided.

2. The evidence, exhibits, and testimony have been offered and received from all partics, and a
proper recard of all proceedings has been made and preserved as required. The Hearing O
ficer has ruled on all motions and objections timely made and submitted. Documenits offered
ine evidence comply with zll standards specified in of 92 1AC, Part 1001, Subpart D, and
where required, clinical services were provided by facilities licensed by the lllinois Division
of Substance Usze Preveniion and Recovery ("DSUFPR™) unless specified atherwise.

3 Petilioner™s request for hearing and the Secretary’s notice of hearing were cntercd into
evidence as Secretary’s Exhibits #1 and #2. respectively. Petitioner’s driving record {includ-
ing, but not limited o, related documenis} was rcad into the record and admitted inoe evi-
dence as Secretary's Group Exhibit #3, The Petitioner’s application for driving reliefl was
entered into evidence as Secretary's Exhibit #4 in which the Petitioner repomed no circum-
stances which otherwise would have precluded the Petitioner from proceeding with the
heating. I also reflects the Petitioner's Non-Visa Status [NVS] andior Visa Status (V5] ar
the time of the Hearing Finally, Secretary’s Exhibit #5 is the PDPS History/Status Re-
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sponse, ahiaincd at the time of the scheduling of the hearing, the resulis of which are idenri-
fied below in Finding of Fact #5.

Orders revoking Petitioner’s driver's license and driving privileges were entered effective
July 11, 2007, February 14, 1998 (two separate orders) and August 11, 1287 pursuant to
IVC §6-205(a)2, due [0 convietion for operating a motar vehicle while under the influence
of alcohal or other drugs.

An Order revoking Petitioner’s driver's license and driving privileges was entered effective
February 01, 2000 pursuant to 1%VC §6-206(x)14, a conviction for having possessad, dis-
played, or attempted to fraudulently use & driver’s license or permit not issucd 1o you.

Two separate orders revoking Petittoncor’s driver™s license and driving privileges wecre
entered elfective Jaly 14, 1989 pursvant to IVO §6-205(a)3, due 1o any felony under the
taws of any State or the federal government in the commission of which a moter vehicle
was used.

Orders summarily suspending Petitioner’s driver’s license and driving privileges were
entered effective January 30, 2008, Scptember 20, 2001, July 26, 1997 and May 22, 1986
pursuant to (WC §11-541.1, after he failed or refused a chemical test.

Petitioner was arrested on May 01, 2014, April 30, 2004, February 25, 2004, Janwary 21,
1014, December 15, 2007, October X5, 2007, August 10, 2007, July 21, 2083, June 09,
1997, Jaly 01, 1995, February 22, 1995, Febroary 02, 1995, November 02, 19%0, Febru-
ary 17, 1989 and Augost 03, 1986 for driving on a revoked/suspended license.

Petitioner has 5 arrest(s) for driving wnder the influence C'CUITY. The cortificd record, the
FDPS andfor slechol and drmig evaluations contained in the file disclose the arrest(s) of De-
cember 15, 2007 (positive for dregs)y, August 55 2001 (refusal), June 10, 1997 (BAC
A2}, Avgast 03, 1986 and April 06, 1286 (BAC .10%. {Secretary of State’s Exhibits 3 &
5.

Pursuant to stipulation: Petitioner's last arrest for DU oceurred on December 15, 2007,
Petitioner testified that prior to said arrest be conswmed 14 1o 18 beers. He admits being in-
toxicated. Petitioner refused 1o take a chemical 1est.

Petitioner's founth arrest for DU accurred on Avgust 5, 2001, Petitioner testified char prior
to sard arrest he consumed large unknown quantity of alcohol. He admits being intoxicated.
Petitioner refused 1o take a chemical test.

Petitioner's third arrest for DU ocewrred on Juree 10, 1997, Pelitioner lestified that prior 1o
said arrest he consumed 14 to 18 beers. He admits being intoxicated. Pelitioner took and
failed 2 chemical test, registering o .12 BAC,

Petitioner's second amrest for DUN occurred on Apgust 3, 1986, He testified thar prior 1o
said arrest he consumed an unknown quantity of alcohol. He admits being intoxicated. He
refused to take a chemcal test.
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6. The Hearing Officer took official notice of the prior formal hearing(s) N .. &
peraining to Petitioner's previcus requestis) for driving relief, the evidence ad-
mined and the Findings of Fact and the Order(s) entered therein, In particular, the Hearing
Officer takes official notice of the alcohol/drug evaluations and treatment documents admit-
red into evidence therein.

7. Petitioner attended and completed an additional alccholidrug remedial education course or

BT ris wcation course on February 28, 2020, conducted by
ﬂ{?ﬁiliﬂnu Ex #23, Petitioner previously completed an alecholf/drug remedial

education course or DU risk education course on June 13, 2007, conducted by
{Secretany Ex #3).

B, Peritioner submitted rthe following cvaluations: s curremt Updated Alcohol and Drug
Evaluation dated February 4, 2020 conducted by Petiticner
Ex #1); a previously submitted Updated Alcohol and Drug Evaluation dated April 17, 2019
by H{Smﬂ:tar}r Ex #3); an Alcohol and Drug Evaluation Uniform Roport
dated August %, 2018 conducted by {Sccrotary Ex #3)

and 2 previously submiited Alcohof i.l'lﬁ img Evalvation Uniform Report dated October 5,
2012 by {Secretary Ex #3).

Q. The Hearing Officer fully considered the alcoholfdrug evaluations presented by Pelitioner
and finds that the evidence might not ke consistent with the Significant Risk classification
contained therein. The extent of Petitioner's aleohol/drey problem is unclear due to maiterial
discrepancies within the evidence, Withoul a clear and accurate disclosure of Petitioner’s
relationship with alcohol, the Hearing Oficer is unable to assess Petitioner”™s understand ing
and acceptance of the nature and extent of his problem with alcohol/drugs, the effectiveness
of his treatment, and the resulifng changes in lifestyle and consumptian patterns, This as-
sessment is necessary before the Secretery can be convineed such a person is a low or min-
imal risk to repeat his abusive behavior in the future. {Sec 92 1AC, 1000, 4400c) and {d)).
The Secretary of State may disrcgard the findings of any evaluation if the evidence indicales
that it is unreliabke or incomplete. Cusack v, Edgar, (37 11l App. 3d 505, 484 M.E2d 1145

(Ist Dist. 19835), Christisnsen v, Edgar, 209 . App. 3™ 16, 567 N.E.2d 696 (4'" Dist
1999
a}) Peritioner westified thai he consumed 10 1o 18§ beers 2 times per week in the year

prior to his last DUI arrest on December 15, 2007, Petitioner used cannabis be-
tween the ages of 16 and 19 years and cocaine 2 times per vear between the ages 20
and 37 veoars.

1)) Petitionegr testified that since his last DU arrest on December 1S, 2007, he
remained abstinent until October 27, 2018 when he got married and began consum-
ing 1-3 beers 1-2 times a month. The Hearing Officer finds that Petitioner’s fes-
timony regarding his current drinking pattern is inconsistent with his updated
evaluation dated Febroary 4, 2020 which indicates that this drinking pattern
began foHowing his last evaluation dated April 17, 2019, Also, given Fetition-
er’s less than truthful testimony given at his last hearing dated April 22, 2019
indicating that he had remained abstinent since his last U] arrest, Petition-
er's credibility is diminished. Moreover, of concern to the Hearing OffNcer is
Petitioner’s testimony of being abstinent for over 11 years, then resuming his
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alcohol use and receiving a BALID violation with 8 BAC reading of .082 indi-
cating insufTicient changes in his atlitmde toward alcohol/drugs to aveid future
arrest,

The Cowrt has held that the Plaintifi"s eredibility has some bearing on whether he
will be safe and responsible driver. People v. Basten (5™ Dist., 19213, 219
. App-3d 172, 579 NLE.24 27, 161 ).Dec. 770,

Petitioner experienced a BAHD violation on December 21 2019 registering a BAC
reading of 082 at 1:23 PM. The BAND Violation Review Form dated lanuary 21,
2020 indicates that Petitiener admils fo consuming alcochol, (Secretary®s Ex #6). At
instant hearing Petitioner testified that on December 21, 2019 he arrived at a work
establishment (where he keeps equipment and tools) and saw a couple coworkers.
He indicated that he laft his wehicle running because he didn™t expect to stay long
and the weather was cold. The coworkers wanted 10 celebrate an aecount the com-
pany had landed and offered Petitioner a drink. Petitioner had a drink and right afier
that he heard the BANTD device in s vehicle signaling for & retest so he went to his
vehicle and retested resulting in a 082 BAC reading. Petitioner testified that he be-
gan drinking before lunch between |00 AM 12:00 PM on that occasion then
changed his testimony to deinking the shot about a minute after the he heard the de-
vice signaled a retest. Petitioner testified that he wasn't intoxicated at that time and
hasn’t been imtoxicated since 2007, The Hearing Officer Ninds Petitioner’s testi-
meony of not being intoxicated after a BAC reading of (082, which is considered
to be legally inloxicated,; is di rting and inconsistenit, Petiticner’'s denial
of intoxication, after & DUT arrests and a legally intoxicated BAC reading, rises
guestions concerning what he has gained from his treatment expecience and il
additional treatment is necessary. Given Petitioner’s past and present alcohol
use, Petltioner needs to provide 2 detailed explanation either ruling out or di-
agnosing alcohol dependency at his next formal bearing.

Petitioner testified that he has experienced the following indicators of the symp-
tomsieriteria of The Diagnostic Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (INSM}:
klackouts, hangovers, and increased tolerance.

Petitioner admits he was a problem drinker/user, (Petitionar’s Testimony). Howew-
er, denies being intoxicated after 8 BAC reading of (082, Reviewing courts have
held that the degree of self-acceptance of an alechol/drug problem is a proper con-
sideration im determining whether he has met his burden thar he would not endanger
the public safety and welfare. Berner v. Edpar, Mo, 4-89-278 (Rule 23, Dec. I1,
1989). This testimony is not characteristic of an individual who has honestly
assessed his problematic relationship with alcoholdrugs and accepts the nega-
tive impact said use produces, nor is il representative of an individwal who has
come to grips with and effectively addressed andfor resolved his alcoholidrug
problem.

Petitioner was adminisiered ihe required objective test (Mortimer/Filkins Test,
Driver Risk Inventory or ASUDS) as a part of an alcohel and drug evaluation and
the resulis were analyzed therein.
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n Petitioner was granted relief at his last hearing and subsequentiy issued a BMO
RIDP.

Petitioner previously o 1 hours of oulpatient treatment between April 26, 2007
and June 13, 2007 byw which provided documents includ-
ing Treatment Verification, Discharge Summary, Trearment Plan, Continuing Care Plan and
Continuing Care Status, (Secretary Ex #3). Due to the BANID viclation, Petitioner complet-
ed an additional 10 howrs of Risk Education to refresh his knowledge of the effects of alco-

hol, BAC and the consequences of drinking and driving.

a) Petitioner’s drinking was caused by peer pressure. During treatment he learmed that
he was abusing alcohol. He made significant changes to his life-styte by changing
his circle of friends, no longer socializing with aleohel abusers, no lenger freguent-
ing bars, learning healthy methods (o respond 1o stress {including exercising), par-
ticipating in outdoor activities and spending time wilh his family. However, Peti-
tioner's explanation as to the nature and causes of his drinking is undermined by the
issues brought up in this order.

b) Petitioner’s denial of being intoxicated after a BAC reading of 08, minimization of
his drinking and/or drug history andfor confliching reasons provided for his sub-
stance abuse problem indicates that the Petitioner has been less than successful in
identifying and addressing his aleohol/drug problem, notwithstending the treatment
provider’s positive prognosis and/or waiver of further treetment. Petitioner should
return to his treatment provider for the purpose of addressing these issues andéor as-
sessing the need for additionzl treatment. The provider's response must be sub-
mitted in writing at the next formal hearing.

1o addition to the docwmenis specifically required by 92 1AC, 1001, e seq.. Petitioner
offered the following documents which were admitted inte evidense: Petitioner submitted a
copy of 2 Wisconsin ientification card issued on December 18, 2019, Petitioner testified
early at the instant hearing that he had moved to Wisconsin about a year ago then changed
his testimony s having become a resident about 3 months ago. Petitioner testified that he
has not driven since he moved o Wisconsin due to his permit becoming invalid based on his
move. The Hearing Officer again questions Petitioner’'s credibility based on the Fact
ihat he received a BALIID violation on December 21, 2019 clearly indicating that Peti-
tioner was driving knowing that his permit was ne longer valid dae (o him becoming a
resident of Wisconsin. Petitioner’s disregard for Wlinais Yehicle Law places him as an
unacceptable Fisk for public safety at this time.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the Petitioner acknowledged thar he understood the
questions asked of him and siated that his responses were complete and accurate, Petitioner
declined the oppertunity 1o add 1o his testimony.

In canclusion, the Petitioner, has failed to carry his burden of
praving thar he has satisfactorily resolved his alcohoel problem and that he would be a safe
and responsible driver if granted driving relief. The Petitioner is being denied driving privi-
leges for the following reasons contained in the following Finding of Facts # 9, 9, 9d, {0a-
b and 1. Therefore, it is recommended Lthat he be denied driving relief.
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STATUTES AND RULES APPLICABLE:

The suthority sections of the I1VC (6235 ILCS, Act 5) relicd upon herein are: 2-1(1, 2-103, 2-104. &-
2050ax2, 6-205(ch, 6-206(c33, 6-208(b) andfor 11-501.1. The authority sections of the Hules and Regulations
promulgated by the Secrotary are: Chaprer I, 92 [AC, §10071.10 &/ seg.

COMNCLUSIONS OF LAW:

b The evidence established that the Petitioner's abuse of alcohol/drugs developed into an
alcoholidrug problem, buit the extent of thal problem is not clear.

2. The Fetitioner failed to provide evidence sufficient 10 carry his burden of proving that his
alcoholidrug problem has been resolved. Sec 92 N Adm. Code Sec. 1000,440, as amended.

3. Ciiven the unresolved issues raised herein §See Finding(s) of Fact 13), the Petitioner failed
e carry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsible driver and that he
would nor endanger the public safery and welfare.  See 92 Ul Adm. Code Secs
1001, 1000} 1001.420, 1001430 and 1001.440, as amended.
RECOMMENDIATION:

The petition for the reinstatement of full driving privileges should be DENIED.
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. ILLINOIS PETITIONER
ALCOROL/DRUG EVALUAGGS ORIGINAL
REPORT UPDATE

Oiffice of the
Sec of e
DEFPA NT OF
ADMINISTRATIVE HEARINGS

Auctdibumid Harmes ey be obloined 21
wwnaryerdonvet linwis. oo

[NSTRUCTIONS:

An Alcohol/Drug Evaluation Report Update canmot be used if the petitioner has been arrested for DU since hisfher
Uniform Report/Investigative Hepart was completed (a new Umiform Report must be subunitied).

Investigative Reports that did ngl recommend inter vention normally 4o pot require an updated cvaluation unless
otherwise directed by the Secretary of State Department of Administrative Hearings.

If your agency only completed a Treatment Needs Assessment (FNA), early intervention or continuing care, your
agency may nol complete the Alcohol/Drug Evaluation Report Update (2 new Uniform Report must be submitte d).

This petltivacr's case file traasfered 1o thizs agency on ! ! f from

oOYEes #no
My agency completed a Uniform Reporifinvestigative Report on _08 ¢ 05 ¢ 18 ¢ WYES [0 ND

My agency provided primary alcohol/drugrelated treatment 10 this petitioneron ____J/___ /[ OYES » MNO

: - {Discharge Dale)
[f you answered yes to any of the last three statements, your agency may cenducet the Aleohol/Drug Evaluation
Update. This docement saall repor e nature and extent of the petitioner’s tse of alcobiol and ocher droogs from che time period
Treon hiesfher last evaluation o he present. Any new of additional recommended counlermegsures musi be reported and com-
plaied by the petitinner and documented far hisfher apphcation for deiving reliel A petitiomner iz expecied 1o complele the rec-
ommended countermeasures 11t is an ongomne countenmeasare (such as support system aliendance, abstinence, elc ), hefshe s
expected 1o follow those recommendations.

- All Hems contained jo this form must be completed. The information provided should be typed, as illegible docu-
memts will delay the application process or result in the denial of petitioner’s application. | more space 8 needad,
attach addimnal sheets, Before completing this evaluation, review all previous evalualions, Insatment summaries and the peti-
tioner's iast Denial Order from the Socretary of State (il applicable).

NOTE: If-not previously submitted, attach a copy of the Alcobolf/Dvug Evaluation Lniform Report, any subsequent
Alcohol/Drug Evaluation Update and a copy of the petitioner’s chronological alcohol and drog use history, If the
Alcohol/Drug Evaluation Updaste {5 being completed by a treatment agency, a Comprehensive Discharge Summary
alsoe must he spbmitted.

PERSONAL:

This AleoholTirug Evalusmion Report Lpdate form reporis the natore il extent of the use of ableohal or drags sod the resailting
recoammendaions for the following peli ke

Maimes [Lasi Firsi . Middle) Ilivicis Drvers Licﬁ H nulie
ﬁrﬂr {S1mE|fC'iim

= Duake aif Birchy Hom: Tilephone Mooz Wik Telephuone Mumber:

#u OF 05 ;11 ,1988 . Iy 3

Beginulug Date of Evaluation: February 4. 2020 Completion Date of Evaluatlon: February 4, 2020

. P! 0
Prinbed by auhaeily of the Stese of illincis. Decamrber 2015 — 1 — DAH IH 54,12 Avgg’
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Instructions: All ltems wnder the following seclions must be answered, IFmore space is neaeded, altach additional sheeds,
When including any direct-guote stalemenls, identily them with appropriate guotation rmarks. This cvaleation covers the time
between the petitioner’s last evaluation through the completion date of this Alcohol/Drug Evaluation Update.

8

I

ALCOHOL/DRUG USE HISTORY:

Since the patilboners as!t evakuation, reporn any periods al abstinence from alcohol the length of each penod ol abstimence,
wnd 1he reasons for becoming abtinent. [f currently sbstinent, report petitionar's abslinent date .

What is vour clinical Enpression on the petilicner's abiliky to madnlain atbssinence [om aleohol?

Mot Applicatle

Since the petilioners bast evaluation, has hedshe bacoms mtagicated while wing alcohas!? [0 YES ]
If yes, how mmany limes:

On thee peeasions fhe pelitioner becama intoxicaled  did hedshe tvpically conskder hamsehliherse| T2
) alighily intoxicated, [ moderateby intoxicated gr [0 hasvily intocicated?

O lhe accasions the petitioner became inlokicated, how much alcohol was typically consumed and oves what time pariod?

Nol Applicable

Sineethe pelitionars last evalustion, repon any periods of shatinence from substances ather than akeohol Identify ihe sub-
slance used, Lhe lendth of each peniod of abstinence, and the reasons lor becoming abstinent, [ cerrently absbinent from all
substances fexcluding aloohol )y, report petitioners abstinene daie 2007 N

What is your clinical impression gn the paliticners ability (o mainiain abarinence ircim ilicil drog use?

ontinues o report abstinence from rnari;uaﬁa since 198% and cocaine since 2007. His prognosis for
continued abslinence is good as demonsiraled by his conlinuance with all positive lifestyle changes and his
abstinence thus far,

Since the petitioner's last evaluation, has hefshe become inloricated while using substances other than aloohol?
O YES % MO I yes, how many limes

On the occasions the petitioner became intoxicated. did hedshe iypically consider himseliherself;
[ slighcly intoxicaled, [ moderarely intoxicated or O heavily imosicated?

Oy the accasions the petitioner hecame inloxicated, how much of the substanc a{s] were typically used and over what time
periad?

Not Applicable




{page 34 of 1661

3. Since the petitionors ast evaluation, did hedshe concurrently use alcohol and other substances? [ YES [ N
I pes, explain;

Mot Applicabbe

4°  Wihe pelitioner has vused aleohal anddor drogs since hisher last evaluation, describe the petitioness drinking and drug use

pallern since the last evaluation, including frequency iype, amouni, durstion of said pattern, and repart frequency of intoxi-
cations,

reports, following his last evaluation dated 04/17/2019, ha made the personal decision to drnk alcohol in a
responsibile, non-problematic way. He reports his curreni alcohol use as 1-2x par month, 1-3 beers per geeason,
with mo infoxication.

5. Since the petilionses lost evaluation, has hedsbe exhibited any im pairments in slgnificant life areas Csoclal, legal famibmarital,
physical, economic), and/or has hefshe exhibited any alcoholfdrugrelated problems, incloding but not limited to black-
ents increased polerance loss of control, withdmwal sym proms, inereased zleohal or drag use, and using substanesas o sell-
modicale chronic pain or sym ptoms of depression? O YES » NO Report frequency of each.

There are no impairments in any significant life areas. There are no alcchol/drug related problems.

6 Repor any current signilicant physical, medical, emotional fimeamial healih or psychiatric problem (=) and poarlicipation in
and/or completion af any reaiment nol previouslhy reported oF which has eccumed alinee the lasr evaluation. A reatrment
discharge summary should be subnnitted for any treatmend completed. A progress reporl should be suboilted fcr any (real-
nent ol complatad, The petioner will be mdonned whelher a Medical Repori Form i reguined.

There are no curmant physical, medical, mental ealth, or psychiatric issees nor has there been any reat ments.
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7. ks the petitioner taking any medication (prescription or gverthe-countor] thal when raken alone or in combination with
alecahal or oiher drugs might impair driving ablly? 3 YES 81 NO  If ves_identiiy the medication and discuss any patential
mpairment. Petitioner will he informed whether 8 Medieal Repor Form is reguired

Mot Applicable - .

Sadlun B (a-d) is required For the first update evaluation only.
Review the inlormation previcusly vbtained regarding the puatitioners nost ecent DU arrest o, if oot revoked for DU,
the most recent aleohol/drugrelaled arrest. This shoubd include, at a minimum, the bme and date of 1he arfest, eason for
arrest, pype and amoun of alcohol or drugs consumed over whal lime pericd, petitioner’s perception of the el'fect of the
alcohiol andfor drugs consumead, and any chemical best resuls.

& Dale ol oflense: Trpe of offense: DUt

k. Time of fiest drink: Time ol last drink: Time brealh or chemical lest given:
Tatal consumpion metabolism time Crom first drink ool test givens

. Dges the blood-aloohol (BAC) reading of correbate wath tive amount of alcohol consumed, tolal
comsumplion melabolism ine and pedtiones body weight at that time? 3 ¥YES () NO  Explain:

This is the petitioner's 2nd update.

d. Twpe of substance used (oter than alcohol - ArmoLznk of
subslance wsed: Time penod subsrance was used:
Last lime substance used before the aleohol- or drug-relaled arresi:

9. Indicae any skgnificant lifesyle changas including employment. mariial, social family economic, ete. il applicabhe

The petiioner reperts nene,
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1.

[dantify curment peer group and recreational aciivifies. if applicable.
MAr nues to report svoiding all old peers, people who consume alcahol heavily, or places where alcohol is
absued. He reports he contiunes to spend any free time with his family, He reports working on cars, exercizing,
outings with his family, and projects arcund the house as activites he enjoys and engages in regularly.
T1.

If the pefiticner is still osing alee hol/drogs, what is his/beer intent toward the loture use of ateohol andfor drogs? O if the
petitioner is absiinemd, whal s the pelilivners intent igaard maintaining long-term abstinence?

Me. Ml -eporis he intends 1o maintain his non-problemstic paitern of akcohol use long-tenm.

T2, If the petiioner is *Alcoholic/Chemically Dependent,™ identily his/her support system, frequaency o condacets with other
meintrers, duration of current atternrdance, petitioner’s intent to continue sith this support systemn, and the evalusiorirealment
provdkders Impression as to whether this support system is suffickens to mansain kong-lenn abstinence.

Mot Applicable

13 Repon any alcoholfdmg-related armss mos previously reparied o winch have cccurred since The lnst evalualion, im any state,
mcluding fefontes, misdemeanaors, peny oflenses and local ordinance violations since the petitioners last eva luation, includ-

ing the name of the oflense(s), where and when it occured, disposition of the offense(s), and whether the petitioner is on
probalinn or parole rEgardi:lg 1he oliense(s].

The petiticner reports none.
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14, §f you have been using the BAID device how many, iF any BAND violations have vou had from the dste of insallation o

daue?_1- 12/271/2018- positive reading at running retest

CORROBORATION:

Interview with a Significanot Other — May be a family member, friend, employer, parent/guardian, ete. The sumnmary
shoukd include, bul not be limited w, the following information: significant olther’s name, age and relalionship io the pentioner;
how long haelshe has Roown the petitioner; how oftan hedshe sees Ihe patitioner, how long hedshe has maimained hisfher present
level of contaci with 1he petitioner, his'her perceplion of the peliboners corrent alcohol ar other drsg vse patiern andfor absti-
nence, and whether hefshe can verify the duration of the petitioners current alechol use or cther dreg use andfor abstinence.
Oiscuss how corroborative information rom the interdew eilher correlates or does ool correlale with the infonpalion ebamed

fremm the Dlalcohol/dreg ofender, This interview reqoirement cannet be waived and must be conducted in every
updated aleobhol/drug evaluation completed.

petilioner's sistar) contlinues o report talking to the petiticner throwghouwt the week. She continues to
report having no curment concems and was able to verify all information provided.

RESPONSE TO PRIOR DENIAL OF DRIVING RELIEF AND/OR ALL BAIID VIOLATIONS:

The cvnlum,ﬂ.rcnmnt provider's response may be completed on agency letterhead and attached.,
The petitioner must subimit 1o the eva luatorfireatment provider bissher (a) last Order/Ledter ol Dental; (b) andfor Leiler
of Rejecticn of Explanation frans the BAND Depavimment reguarding & BACviolation incurved whike driving oman BROP or
MODP ey andfor Coder/better issiing 2 Restricied Driving Permit bot containing wnresobved issucs 1o be addressed prior
o reinstatermnent. The evalyatorfireainent provider must cifoctively address the significan! ssues raiged therin Was this

dacumentation submined? % YES 0 NO Petitloner's failure Lo provide this information may result in the
denial of the application for driving relief.

Surmrnarize how each signilican msue was effect vely addressed and Ao resolvad

BAr orls, on 12721/2019, he stopped at a frend/ co-warker's house. Upon arriving, he lef his car
ruenning, as he was nof planning to stey long. The petitioner reports he was offered a toast of 1 shot of alcahol 1o
celebrate & big accourt they had just secured for wiork, and he took the shot. He reports, moments later be
heard his BAIRD device gaing off, and withou! thinking, he blaw inlg tha resufing in the 082 reading. Tha
patitianer raports e was able to drive his vahicle 30-45 mnutas latar fully acknowledges he made an
extremely poor choice in taking the shot

Frowvide a clear and complete oxplanation of why this additicnal information eilther changes of does ot chanae the
pelition er's classification anddor allers vour chnical impresson.

The patiticner's past and present alcohol use and symplomotogy weare explored in depth. The history and

sympioms the petitionsr continues to report are consistent with his Laval 1| Significant ciassifeation, Ihus no
change in classification is warrantec.
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d  Mrovide a clear and complate explanation as o whether this addilional information warrants or does not warrant addi-
tignal treatmen! hours. Additional treatment houwrs must be completed and propecly documented before
applying for driving reliel.
winite ¢Mr. TlllC Yy recons taking 1 shot and does not apear to have drank to intexcistion. his choice to
consieme any alcohol when planning to drive represents extremely poor judgemeant an his parl. In the moment, it
appears the petitioner did not think through the potential consequences of nis adions, Based on this information,
it appaars Mr. uid penefit from complating an additional 10 hours of Risk Eduecation © refresh his
knowledge of the effects of alcohol, BAC, conseqeunces of drinking and driving, and rermand him of the costs of

his past drinking and driving behavor.

CLASSIFICATION:

This classificalion is based on the pelitioners alcoholidmigretatod driviog amrests, criminal arresis and sy ploans of alcohol/drag
abusefdependency Any reclassification to a higher classification requires referral 1o a licensed treatment provider to

assess the petitioner’s current need for treatment.
CURRENT CLASSIFHCATION: EREVIQUS CLASSIFICATION:

O MINIMAL RISK

[0 BMODERATE RISK

W SIGNIFICANT RISK
1 HIGH RISK NON-DEPENDENT

O MINIMAL RISK

1 MODERATE RISK

& SIGNTFICANT RISK

0O HIMGH RISK NON-DEPENDENT

0O HIGH RISK CHEMICAL DEPENDENCY

O HIGH RISK CHREMICAL DEPENDENCY

Hour o more DSM 'V syonpioms of depen denoyy

O ACTIVE
[ 1N REMISSION

Prowvide vour ralicnake lor selecting this classificstion, including an explanation if the Cassification appaars o conflicl wath those
syrmptoims o generel indicaw s you heave identilied and described in this report,

O ACTIVE
— IN REMISSION

A review of all of the evidence including the pelitoner's alcoholidneg use history indicates that the pelitoner was
appropriately classified, and there is no new information which would warrant changing the classification.
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1. RECOMMENDATIONS:

Report previous recommendaiions and when they wene successfully completed.

was initilly recommended to complete 20 hours of treaimaal which he completed on 06/13/2007. He has
successiully completed all prior recommednations

2, Repon any new or additional recommendations and provide a rationale for such recommend ations, I “d” was completed
under PRIOR DENIAL OF DRIVING RELIEF, no response. is necessary. Additional treatment hoars muost be com-
pleted and properly docuomented before applying For driving relief.

SR - rccommended to complete an additional 10 hour Risk Education course

EVALUATOR VERIFICATION (required):

Ieenify that | have accurately reported the data collected and required in order 1o commpleis the evaluation upcdate.

o i)

Drane:

g/t [As20

Teluphune Nulnber

| Pﬂlam I iz I ' | A Fecl AL Ll Canese Mg r:
| Mdresr:iﬁcr!flfcim:{zrl’i

This evalmation update muost be signed, dated and be no more than gix wonths ofd from the Completion Date of Eval
uatfon foond on page | when received by the Secretary of State's offioe.

PETITIONER YVERIFICATIOMN:
Must be verified in the presence of the evaluator/treatmeny provider.

The information [ have provided for this Alcoh ol/Orig Evalustion Report Update is true and correct. | have read the imformation

coniained in this report and all the b e,
o~
DT
. )

Petitioners Signature:
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State of Minois
Department of Human Services

DUT Risk Education
Certificate of Completion

Offender Information
Mame:

Heme Address: L )

Cownty of Arrest: DuPage

IL. Driver's License Number or State 1D: _

Other Valid Driver's License Number/Stafe:

Risk Education Verification

Did the DU offender complete a total of 2t least 10 hours of alcohol and drug education?
Yes

Test Scores = Pre-test Score: 65 Post-test Score: 89

Please specifly the dates the offender attended risk education.

G2A0T2020 0214752020 Q22142020 27282020
Licensed Site Certification
Name: R
Address: )

Phone Number: iV
License Mamber: _

Instructor Name: ] pf’]’f

CaDC

Under penalty of perjury, [ affirm that the offender listed above has successfully completed DAL ’,9’1:
risk education and thit all the infogmation specified on this form is true and correct. ‘:?7

Signature: W Dhate: JQLBIQ.@.)_

ML 444 Z032(R-01-1 &)







JESSE WHITE
- - SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF [LLINCIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE '
DRIVER'S LICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES roLe No.

DM[J sE NumaneR: gl ' |
ORODER '

WHEREAS, the Findings of Faoi, Conclusions of Lew, end Recommendetions of the Hearing Officer,
THERESA COSMAMND in the sbove captioned case have been resd and examined, end,
WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed; and, .
WHEREAS, the Findings of Fect and Conclusions of Lew are correst and sre hereby sdopted as the
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Lew of the Scerotary of State (“Secrstany™'); and, |
WWHEREAS, the rullngs of the Hearing Officer on the admission of evidence and all motions were cormect
mnd are hereby concurred in by the Secrétary; and, '
WHEREAS, the Szorctary adopls the recommendstions of the Hearing Officer;

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: Thar pursuent o the Pindings of Fas,
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendstions of the Hearing Officer, the petition for B Restricted Driving
Fermit ["RIDFP") is hereby DENIED,
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FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
OF THE BEARING QFFICER

JURISDICTION:
Tnis cause comes on for hearing ot the request of Petitioner on October 25, 2016, |pursuzm ©
§5/2-11 % of the Nliinois Vehicle Code (“IVC™) at 815 [LCS, ef regq., as ded and 92 Hlineis Admisishrs-

tve Code, (“IAC") at Chepter I, §1001, & seq., as amended, ht—l’url:_- duly
eppoimed Hesring OfTicer. Petit_{“?ﬂiﬁomr"} BPpPCAr: pro Je, hn'inlg kervoin g1y
waived his right to legal counsel. The Sccrewry of State {“Secretan’) was represented by

RELIEF REQUESTED:

Peiilioner seeks the issusnce of & Resiricied Drivieg Permit (“RDP™) for employment purpascy
Fetitioner is net eligible for full reinstatement until Avgust 20, 2017 and therefore must demonstraie an
wrdue hendship in order to be issusd an RDF. 92 LAC, §1001.420(d). Petitioner has o or three convic-
tiens for DU end is only cligible for a resiricied driving permit 1o be driven on for five s without
any significant BAIID violations prier to being eligible for Ball reinstatement. 92 LAC,
1001 4 LO{definitions). The genera! burden of proof is upon the pstitionsr for eny drirvi?; relief, 92
AC, §10 1L 1005} and the standard of prool for all burdens of proal al the instant hearing is by clear and
convincing evidence, 92 LAC, §1001.420(4) end 440(b). i

EINDINGS OF FACT:
The Hearing Giticer, being fuliy advised inihe premises, finds as Toilows:

t. The Secretary has jurisdiction over the pmma harein and the subjec) metier h:rLaI’ due 2nd
proper notice having been previousky given es is by statxe In such case made and provided,

2. Thee evidenge, exhibity, and testimeny heve been eoffered and reccived from ell parties, and »
proper recard of all procecdings has been mads and preserved as required. The Hearing OF-
ficer has ruled on sll motions and objections time by made and subminted. Documents offered
into evidence coamply with all dards specified in of 52 LAC, Part 1001, Subpart D, and
where required, clinical seevices were provided by fiacilities Neensed by the Hlirl'-ofs Divigion
of Alecholism and Substence Abuse (MDASA™) unless specificd otherwise. The Petitioner
was granted leave lo submit a lomer clerifying the date of his Tresument 'N.eedghqms;m emt
and Waiver within seven days of the insiant heering.  Szid documenis were sdmined inic
pvidence ps Pelitioner's Exhibit &1,

1. Petitioner's reques! for hearing and the Secretary’s notice of hearing were antered into
evidence as Sczerftary's Exhibits #1 and #2, respectively,  Pelitioner’s driving record (in-
cluding, but nor limited 1o, relared documents) was read imo the record and edmitted inlo




evidence as Secrctary's Group Exhibit &3, The Pesitioner’s application for ﬁmring relict
was entered into ewidence as Secretary's Exhibit #4 in which the Petitioner uporred' e cir-
cumstances which atherwise would have precluded the Fetitioner from proceeding writhe the
hearing. N &2lso reflects the Petitloner's Mon-Visa States [NVS] andfor Vise Surr.r: [Vs] =
the ¢€me of the Hearing Firally, Secretary’s Exhibit #3 is the PDPS - Mistory/Sratus Re-
sponse, ablzined at the time of the scheduling of the hearing, the results ofmld'l ere ident-
fied below in Finding of Fact £5.

August 10, 2016 pursuant o NVC §6-205(a)k, due 1o conviction far operating & war ¥ehi-

An Order revoking Petitioner®s drivers license and driving privileges was mlaFceﬁmM
cle while under the influence of sleohol oF other drugs

Petitioner has 2 mrrest(s) for driving under the influence (“DUII™. The certified record, the
FDPS endfor alcahol end drug eveluations sontained In the file diselose the arress) of Au-
guat 146, 2OLS (R) end Apcil 19, 1005 (R} in the state of Indlsna. (Secreiary of Smte's
Exchibits #3 & 5 and Petitioner’s Exhihic #1).

Petitioner's lust arrest for DUT occerred on Augest 16, 2015 Petitioner testified that prior to
said arrest he consummed | beer and ! top-shelf lang izland ice tea from 6:00 Py until =p-
proximiaieiy P g, ol 4 par. ADer driving 7 imiles he was siopped Tor Mrv—g] Potitinmer
weighed 205 pounds. He sdmits being Intoxiceted. Petitloner refused to take & chemical test

Petitioner's first amrest for DU seowrred or April 19, 2005 in Indiane. Petitioner testificd
that pricr to seid areesi he was ot his cousin's plece where he corsumed 5 ta 7 beers from
730 pom to 11230 pan. end drove B miles when he was stopped. Petitioner v'uuighcd 204
pounds. He edmits being inloxicated. Potitioner refused to take & chemical test,

Fetltioner iz required to participate in the BAIID {Breath Alcoho! Ignition Interi pell Devies)
program beceuse the Pelitioner: has two or more DU convictlons or reckiess homicide
convictions where the use of alzohol or drugs wes sn element of the offense, incleding 5 mi-
ler cut-of-stte coavictions: or any comhbination thercof, rosulting in the cumrent IIn-uﬂ of driw-
ing privileges or has been convicted of driving while revoked if the u.nderl;rfng revoCarion -
currently in effect is due to & conviction for reckless bomicide where alcohel or drugs is re-
cited a5 an element of the offense or similar ovi-of-steic offense or has & lmmlu!ry SUHTLArY
suzpension pursuant to | 1-501.1 or & snspuw-on puUrsaant to Section 5-203 ar arny combing.
tion thereof, Peliticner hes 2 single conviction pursuant to Section 11-503dM 1 e or 11-
S0 F(dY N or has invalidsted his MDIDP by Raving his driving privileges suspended, re-
voked, cancelted or invalidated uvnder eny provision of the IWC, 92 LAC,
§1001 410{definitions). He has read the documents cntitled "Breath Alccho! Ignizion Tater
lock Device (BAND) Temms and Conditions™ (ste Secretary’s Exhibit #6) dnd “BAND
Questionnaire™ (sez Petitioner's Exhibit #4), and he has signed the affidavit a Uu end af the
Terms end Conditions docunment indicating thot he uaderstands end accepts his participation
in the BAIND Program. Petitioner is alse a BAID Multiple Offender due to hiving mwe or
more DU convictions and i therefore alsa reguired to install o BAID in every matar vehi-
cle registered in his rame, either solely or jomtly, upoan the issuence of relief and to comply
with the requiremantz of the BAITD  Multiple Offender Program. 92  [AC,
§1001_410¢definitions), k

e
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7 Petitioner atsended and completed an alkeaholfdnyg remedial educatigy course or DU risk
education course an May 26, 2016, conducted n*

etitianer Ex #1).
8 Petitinner gobmitted the following evalostion: an Alooho!] and Dneg Eﬂbuatiln Uniform
Report dated Octaber 27, el i dated Octaber 21, Ml-d; canduoied
by {Petitionsr Ex #1)}). Pelitioner wwas

grenled to leave to corfest the daie of the Treatment Waiver which indicated the Treatment
Waiver was compleled before the Uniform Report. The Petition did submit an additiznel
igtier but it merely reiterates that the Treamment Waiver was o ed on Qetober 21,
101 6 before the Uniform Report.

2 The Hearing Officer fuily considered the mlcoholdrug evajuation presented by Petitionsr
and finds thet the evidence might not be consistent with the Significant Risk classificarion
comained fherein. The extent of Petitioner' s aleoholdrug probiem is unclesr due to mater-
al diserepanches within the evidence. Witheut 2 clear and scourate disclogure of Petitioner's
relationship with afcahol, the Hearlng Officer s unable to assass Petitioner*s understand ing
and sccepianse of the nature and axtent of bis problem with alcohol/drugs, mcelﬂ'bclivm LE]
of his treaement, and the resulting chenges ln fifesryle end consvmption pattams, This as-
seasment is necessary belore the Seorctary can be sonvineed such a person is a law or min-
imal risk to repaat his abossive behavior in the future. (Ses 92 LAC, §10001.480(c) and (<))
The Secrerary of State may disregard the flndings of any evaluation if the evidence indicates
that it is unrelisblc or incomplete. Cussck v. Edpar, 137 TIl. App. 3d 505, 484 N.E.2d 1145
(ist Dist. 1955}, Christlensen v. Edgar 209 IN. App 3™ 36, 5567 M.E.2d 696 (4 Drist.
195997

a} - Petitioner temified that ke consumed 2 1o 3 haers 2 to I times per mumL and mever
more in lhe year prioe to his last DU errest of Auguat 16, 2005, P-lit::rr.—r Furrher
testified that he conswmed this same petiemn in the year prior to his first DUT arest
Feiftioner's testimony is incomsisient wilh (he repores contained in the|evalugiions
and other deocumentiation submitied since it conflictz with the report dated Oeteber
27, 2014 which indicates thar his pemern was, in addition to the 2 10 3 beers 2 1o 1
limes & month, also 10 consume § 10 7 beerz 6 to & limes annuelly during this sams
time. See Epsyclopedic Handbook of Aleoholism, pp. §5-66 and pp, 359-360 (Pal-
tison and Keaufman ed. 1982). Petifioner needs to provide another chronologieal
uze history at bis pext formel hearing addresslng the dhgru”;:il:' in his gurh- I
Ftaace use history.

B) Petitioner testified thet since his lest DUI arrest on Augest 16, 2015 he stopped
drimking when he entered treetment i fhe fall of 2015, Petitioner’s evaluation sietes
thst he swopped drinking when he entered treament in April of 20016, He remains
abstinent and farends to go remain.  (Petitioner's Exhibic #1).  This discrepancy|
reeds to be explalged in wrlting by his evaluator fer the mext h-lrin'g.

5] Fetitioner testifled ther he hes experienced the following indicators of the symp-
tomsferiteria of The Diagnostic Statistical Maouwal of Meotal Diserders (DSM)
drinking more then intended. Therefore, the Peiilioner’s iestimony, evaivations angd
treatment documents submitted & dote sugpest thal the Petitioner hes experienced
the following DSM sympromeferiteria:
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Adcohol end drugs ere waken in larger amounts or aver & longer period Ilisun iElend-
ed. (Fer 1=gtimony}- © - -

Recurrent alechol or dru g wse in situarions in which it i physically dous. (Per
report daied Oclober 277, 20T 6. |

The current Uniform Report deted QOctober 27, 2016 fails to raflect ail of the DSM
sympremsicriterin listed abowe. This may result in a chunge in classification i the
evalustor determines thuae Potitioner hes ¢lindcally significant number DSM sy
tomsferiteriz o diagniose aloohel depeadence pursuant Lo the rules of the Depart-
ment of Alcobo! sncd Suubstance Abuse (DASAY. Petitioner's fnilur:!l.o testify
DSM symptams/oriietria contalned in the evaluvations svbmitted to date suggests that
he (s minimizing bis current DASA clessification.  Fethtloner evatuaior needs to 5
provide a delalled expela nation discussing these dlserepancies at his nexl formal
berring.

d) Petltioner denies being a chemically dependent persen, denies ha\anL a probilem
with @lcoholfdrugs ¢ wem orm the occasions of his DU amest and denies expariencing
all significamt syepoarms of an alzchel problam. (Petiticrer’s Tastimopy). Review
ing courts have keld that the degree of self-accepiancs of 2n aleohol/dreg problem
is = proper consideratiomn i detarmining whether he hea met his burden that he
would not endanger the pulbslic safety end walfare. Bemer v, Edgar, Me. 4-80-271
{Ruls 23, Dea 21, 1 9893 This testdmony ks not charncteristic of an individual ]
who has honesily emsessed his problematic relationship with ilmll&'li'ﬂﬂlg! and
aceepis the negailve fxn poct said use produees, nor s [t representaflve of an In-
dividgal whe hos cam e toe grips with and effectively addressed sndfor resalved
his alcobol/drug probilesn.

-} Petitianer was not eadymnin istersd the bMortimes/Filkins Test (M-F] &% part of as
8leohol and drug evaluption (Petitioner's Exhibit #1). The M-F is a detection and as-
sessment instrument wised to assist in the identification of an slechal prob-
lenvelcobolism. See | Frecen) Developments in Alcoholism, pp. 377-408 (M.
Galanter, cd. 1981 FResponses thet sffect the finsl M-F score are elicited from
questions that arg primarcily designed to rolate to an individual's use/obuse of sleo.
hel. Pedifoner's shoould return to his provider nnd have the Mnrilimcnfﬁlk.imtf

Test adminigicred #0 detewrminoe the extent of Pesiu "a drugfelecho]l prob-
lem. '
o, Petitioner has most recontly somplered 20 hours of jent tresument benwaen

2016 and Jume B, 2016
ich provided documsnst irchiding Treswment Verificaton, Discharge
- - Summary, Treetment Pler, Continuing Caere Plan, Continuing Care Starus and
Treatment Waiver dated roraber 11, 2006, {Petitloner Ex #2).

)] Petitloner'= 18s1lfied that he Began drinking when his pereet died. He also stated tha
he uscd o drink witlhy scovworkers. He Ffurther restified thar during et ment he
Jearned ebout denial, tolerance, and that he made mistakes. He claima to have made
significent chenges ©0 his life-style by no longer sceisg the people He drenk witk
and he now spendi timae weith kids snd goes bowling, The weight 1o be given his
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treatment weiver andfor detsiled explanation is undermined by the fact that Peri.
tioner denfed abusing slechol.  For these rensons the treatment weiver andfer
detalied explopation 4 ez not carry much weight.

()] Petitioner's dental of his substance ebuse problem, minimization of h1l dﬂ'n.l:ln;
andigr drug history, discropanzies in the DSM symploms/eriteria supponing hi
current DASA classificastion spdfor conflicting ressons provided for his :uhﬂ-lmbf-
abuss problem Indizates that the Petitioner hns been IH!I lhan successful in idemi fy-
m; and addressing his slcoholidrug problem, notwith g, the tr prowvid-
&r's positive prognosis asdior waiver of ﬁ.irlhﬂ' treatment. Petitioner shluuhi roouem
g his treatrnent provider for the purpose of addreszing these issues and/or assessing
the need for additionat wreatment, The provider’s respoase must be submited b
writing ot the next fprmal bearing.

In the course of the hearing, it was dizscovered that Petitioner suffers from the Tollowing
menelfphysical condition(s) which may effect his ability to safely operate @ moler vehicle:
high blood pressure, high chaolesterol, gout. Petitioner currently tskes prescribed medication
Lo address the above condition(s), which may affest hiz sbility to safely drive = or wehi-
cle.  As e result, all driving relief should be conditioned upon receipt and sc ance of &
Medical Ropc-r: Farm by the Medical Review Unit which addresses chis proble The Peti-
tioner will receive & Medicsl Report Form end pom heering instructions by the ee.ru.ary of
State’s Office as 1o when the repont should be submined, '

Im addition to the documents specifically reguired by #2 LAC, §1001, o th . Paritionsr
offered the following documents which were admitted {nio evidence: BATID Questicrnaire

{Peritioner Exhibit #43,

Petitioner i3 employed hy# IL . {Petilizner's Testimno-

nw]l.

a) Petitianec's regular hours end days of employment ere Monday, Tuesdsy, Thursday,
Fridey, end Saturday fiom 4 e.m. 10 4 p.m

5] Petitioner lives 50 miles fiom his place of employment.

e) Fetitioner v required (o drive as Mar a8 20 miles from his place of emplayment in the’
conrse nfsmplaylnmt related duties.

d) Fetitiomer has missed woric two months of work as hs has been s\!spﬂdﬂl-’on
FMLA Sezve. Thers nre o light duty pocitions svaileble. He meeds 1o drive or be
terminared j

&) There is no altermative means of mansportetion available to Peritdoner's driving

himsell 1o work and/or En the course of his employment related duties for Snak King
becswse he hes to have a licerse no Hght duiy offered, Thersfors, the Hr-urmg o=
ficer finds thet there 15 #n undue hardship as ir pertains to Blnplu}mnt Im arder to
demonstrate an undue herdship, there must be clesr and (-unvlm:-mg evidenoe
that all sther reasonabie means of trensporiation are ueneveilable 10 llhe petition-
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er, The impect on the family unit is & valid consideration. An undue hardship is
not shown by the mere fact that the driving privileges are suspended or revaked.

Al the conclusion of the hesring, the Petitioner scknowledged that he stood the
questions asked of him and sisted thai his respanses were compleie and acou . Petition-
&r stated that necds & license as ke noeds to work.

Im conclusion, the Pﬁilimrwu failed 1o carry his I:u.rdtn of proving
that he has satisfactorily resolved hfs o problem and that he would be o safe and res
sponsible driver if granted driving relief. The Petitioner is being denied driving privilcges
for the following reason{a): his drinking patterns ere inconsistent; his denies ebusing slco-
hol, symplomaralogy end hiz Tresement Waiver is dated befors the start and completion of
his Uniferm Report. {33: Finding(sy of Fact #9 (a), (b}, (), {d) tnd Findings olean-t Il (a)
an (b)) Thercfore, it i3 recommended thet ke be denied driving refief. Although the Peti-
tioner demonstrated undue hardship as it pertaing to his employment, the .'Sct.l:tlr_y may de-
ny the Pelitionzr's epplication for o restricted Driving Permit even though the tv:d:nr.u o5
tablishes an wndue herdship when the evidence indicates that the public safety) [will be en-
dungered if lhe parson ia permitted to drive. Focpe v, Bdgar, |10 Ul App. 3d 19&, 44] M.E.
29 1267 (1™ Dist. 1982); Cuseck v, Edgar, 137 11l App. Ad 505, 484 M.E. 2d 1145 (1" Dist.
1985). See: 02 111, Adm. Code, See. LOD] 420{f) a5 smended, Ssr. 6-206 (=) and Seec. 5-206
(=} 3, cf the 11l Vchicle Code.

STATUTES AND RULES APPLICABLE:

The nuthority sections of the TVC (625 ILCS, Act 5) relied upon herein are: 2-101, 2~—l0|3. 2-104, &
Z05(a)2, 6-205(c), 6-206(c)I, 6-208(b) endfor 1 1-501.1. The authoricy sections ofthe Rules and Regulatlons
promulgated by the Secretary arc: Chepier 11, 92 LAC, §1001.10 = seq.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

1.

The svidance sstablished that the Patitioner's sbuse of aleoholfdrugs deve]q!ued inte an
alzoholdrug problem, Yurl the cxgent of that neoblem is not clesr:

Tha Petitiener failed to provide evidense sulficient te camy his burden of pmv;n; thet his
alcoholfdrug problem has hesn resolved. See 92 1. Adm. Code Ssc, 1001.440, as amended.

Given the unresolved [ssues mised hercin {See Finding!s) of Fact #10 (a-d) and 11 (=-b)},
the Petitioner falled 10 carry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsihlc
driver and that he weould pot endanger the public safety and welfare. See 32 IH. Adm. Cods
Secs, 1001, 100gq), 10:01,420, 100 1,430 end 1001.440, as amended.

The Pettioner's undue hardship with regerd to maintzining emplay » dary 1w the
Secretary of State’s ohligetion and duty to protect the public nfﬂrnnd wﬂﬂnre See 2 LI,
Adm. Code Sccs. 1001 42068), 25 amended
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RECOMMENDATION:

The petition for a restricted driving permit should be DEN
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TREATMENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT

February 24, 2017

COffice af the Secretary of Staie
Deportmant of Administrative Hearings

o, —— |

Treamment Meeds Assessmment

A Trearment Meeds Assessmenl was conducied with pcritinntr,‘ﬂ' February 24,
2017 as indicated in his Denial Letter

presented himself in & reflective manner as be discussed his significant risk
treatment. He explained that for him reatment was a pecod of self-examination. He e!n.pl.or-:d
his personal substance usc history and became aware of problems alcohal had caused rn. his life.
The subject smtes thet he has leamed the difference between social use,.abuse and dn:pcndawc
He accepts his history of substance abuse, noting that he used and sometimes abused aleohol in
social settings. Fie has since changed friends, no longer associating wirh people who abuse
alechel.

Chronologleal Substance Use History

Age 20: Client reports first use of alcohol occurred at age 20, when he shared a qu.m: af
MIDZ20/20 with friends. MNotes feelings of intoxication and then became sick.

P.ge 20-40; Client states that was an sthlete end that followsing his first experience Wlﬂ‘! a!cohol
did not consumsd again wntil age 40

Age 40-mid-40's: Reports that both parents passed within 9 months of sach other. H:l. notes that
this was a very emotionsl time for him. Client began to stop after work with co-workers, T times
monthly. He reporrs heving shared a few pitchers of beer with dinner, consuming approximately
24-360z of beer. In eddition, on specta] cecasions {3-4 times annaally), be Wﬂuld consurne 2-3

{1 2oz) imporicd beer.,

e
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Mid-late 40's: Relationship issues began to surface. Client denies that alcobol was anlissue. He
states he would consume 2= imnpaonted beers, 1-2 times monthly. In sddition, on special
psccasions (6-B times anmually} the client would consume 5-7 {12 oz) beers. This is the pattemn

that led to clicnt's DU arrests.
Following arrest: Reports having consurmed 2-3 (12 oz) beers or 1 glass of wine, 2 fimes

weekly. This remained the petiticner’s drinking pattern until he began substance abuseltreatment
April 2016, Mo further use of aleohol o date.

DEM-5 Criterin

17 Recurrent substance use in situations 1n which it is physically hazardous

2} Alechol ar drugs taken in larger amounts or gver a longer period then intended '

Summary

-mlgs that the information provided in the above chronological substancs dse history
is accurite to the best of bis recollection. He is well awarc that his subsiancs use history appears
minimal for a person with 2 DUROW] arrests. He, however, has reproduced this same history
throughout the treatment process. The client appears credible.

S - : scccssfully completsd Significant Risk Treatment. Hedemonstrates knowledge
of substance abuse and the physical and psychological effects both on the individual and sociery.
He has sccepted his history of alcohol sbuse and personalized his sympiomotelogy. Petitioner
identifies his reladonship with alecobol as having used in social occasions and relief drinking
following the death of both parents with in e short time frame. Petitioner further exardined his
substance use history. He acknowledges that on the occasions when he consumed 5-7 beers
during his mid-late 40's petitioners, be did consume more alcohe] & over a longer pened than
intended. The sddition of this crteris does not change the client’s risk clessification IﬁveL

no longer associales with people who abuse alcohol.  Petitioner states that he deals
with 155ues as they armive & in & direct manner. is very family orented, spending as
much time with his three adult children. He aitends weekly church services, often with his
children and has joined the choir. . Peritioner Jikes to cook, carc for his home and warkout.
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Treamment Needs Asses ‘ ol
!

SR 1= mad: the necessary lifestyle changes conducive to non-problematic alc-u!:uhol use,
making the choice to live an slcohol-free lifestyle. Prognosis for this client appears goeod a2 this
time. Mo additional treatment is indicated. Therefore, any additional reatment is waived at this

) : I

e

Respectfuily,

|
.
|

—
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JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF TILLINOIS

- IN THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE
PRIVER'S LICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES - FILE NO.
OF LARRY GOLDEN _
DRIVER’S LICENSE NUMBER: G435-5206-8006

ORDER
sty

WHEREAES, the Findings of Fact, Conclesionz of Law, and Fecommendations of the Hearing Cifficer, -
in the above captioned case bave heen read and examined; and,
WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed: and,
WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are correct and are hereby ldopl:d as th:
Fimdings of Fal‘_‘a: and Conclusions of Law of the Secretary of State (“Secretary™); and,
' WE]:REAS lhe rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admi itgion of svidence and al) motions were corrl:l;l
-md are hcr:b: -:uunun-:d w by the Secretary; and,
WHEREAS, the Secretary adopts the reconimendations of the Hearmng Oficer;
MO THEREF{}RE; IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That pursuant to the Findinpgs of Facr
Conclusions of Law, and the Resommendations of the Hearing Officer, the pf:litiuu for & Rcsu'ic-n?d Diriving
Fermit (M"EDP") is bereby DENIED.
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OF THE HEARING OFFICER

DICTIOMN:

This cause comes on for hearlig at the re;ques: of Petitionsr on Februsry 27, zi}n, pursuant o
ESFI-118 of the Nlinois Vehicle Code (“IVC™) ot 623 TLCS, er seg., as ameaded znd 92 [Rinois Administra-
dive Code, {"1.—.":"') & Chepier T, 1001, < seq., a5 amended, belore . a dul_'._'
appointed Heuring Oficer, Petition RN ¢ =iticnec ™) sppears pro se, having lknowiagly
waived his right to legal counsel. The Secretary of Stete {“Secretary™) was repi:!sullali b)l—

RELIET STED:

Petitiener s=eks the issuance of @ Restmeted Driving Fermit [“RIDP™) for émployment purposes.
Petitioner is not eligible for-fall reinstatement wntil Aogest 20, 2017 and therefore most demonstrate an
undwe hardship in order o be issued an RDP. 92 IAC, §10001.4200d} The generl burden ufpﬂ!mf_is upon
the psibtionsr for any deiving relief, 82 IaC, §1001. 100{s} and the standard of prool for all I'bu:den.s of
proof at the instant heariag is by clear and sonvincing evidence. %2 LAC, 51001 4200d) arvd 44 0(b}

The Hearing Officer, being fully advised in the premises, finds as follows: [

1. The Secrotary bas jurisdiction over the parties herein and the subject matier hereof, due and
_ proper notice haviog been previously given as is by stanie in such case made and provided.

ra The evidence, exhibits, and t=stimony have beea offered and recsived from all parties, and a
proper record of all procsedings has been made and preserved as required. The Hearing O
ficer has ruled on &ll motions end objections dmely made and submirtted. Documents offerad
into evidence comply with all standards spectfied in of 92 LAC, Part 1001, Suhpart 3, and
where required, clinical services were provided by facilities licenssd by the llhr-ms ‘Ehiwizhon
of Alcoholism end Substanes Abuse [(“DASA™) unless specified atherwise. Thé Petitioner
was gragted Jeave to submit am original sigred Alcohol and Drug Evaluation Upﬂlle— within
seven days of the instant hearing. A document was received and adrmitted ints evidence as
Petitionar's Exhibit £1. !

23 Petitiones"s reguest for hearing end the Secrctary's notice of hearing were ehiersd into
evidence as Secretary's Exhibits #1 and #2, respectively.  Petitioner's drivh\glnwmd {im-
cluding, but not limited to, related documents) was read into the record and admitied into
evidence as Secretary's Group Exhibit #3.  The Petitioner's spplication for drwmg reliel
wis enlered inlo evidescs e Secrelary’s Exhibit #4 in which the Pelitioner n:purte.d no cir-
cumstances which nlhsrwi-sa wauld have precluded the Petitioner from procesding with the

1
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hearing. It also reflects the Petitioner's Mon-Visa Stamus [NV 5] andfor Visa Stal-‘ls [WS] a
the time of the Hearing- Fimally, Secremmry’s Exhibit #5 is the PDPS History'Status Re-
sponte, cbiained et the time of the scheduling of the hearing, thcmults of whichi are identi-

fied below in Finding of Fact #5.

An Order mkmg Petitioner’s driver's license and driving prMieges was mtered effective
Avgust T, 2016 pursuant to IWC §6-205(a)2, duc 1o coaviction for pperating a notor vehi-
cle while under the influsace of aleohs! or other drogs.

Petitioner-has 2 arrest(s) for driving under the infleence ("DUT"). The ;ert'iﬁedlrucuu‘d. the
PDPS andfor slochol and drug evaluations contained in the fle discloss the amest(s) of Ao-
gust 16, 2015 and April 19, 20LS in the state of Indiana. (Secretary of State’s Exhibils #3
& 5) :

Petitioner's last arrest for DUT occurred on Auguest 16, 2005, Petitioner testified ma.t prior fo
soid arrest he consumed 2 beers and 1 Long lsland lsed Tea from 5:00 pom. ml I'Ulmpm.
while ar a wedding and diove 10 minutes ustil he was stopped for speeding and al:masmg the
median. Petitioner weighed 200 pounds, He denied being inloxicated. Petitioner refused w
take a coemicel test To the contrary, the Aiconol and Dreg Unitoem Evaiomion daied Che-
tober 27, 2016 indicates that he felt intoxicated on this occasion and be testified to this in.
toxication at his prior formal Hesring, (Secratary Exhibit #3) The Alcohol and '.D:rug Evala-
etion Update deted Febroary I4, 2017 indicates that be consumed eleohol form 8:00 pom.
o 1 2:00 s, congary w his corrent testimony. Additionally, this updated evaluation fails
o indicare “type and amount of aicobiol or drugs consumed™, as was requested in the docu-
ment. {Petitioner Exhibit #1) He should refurn 1o the evaluator fo saddress both his de-
nial of having been inftoxics ted on this sceasion as well as the amoonat and type of aleo-
Lol consumed oo this sceasion. The evaluator's written response should bé submirted
and this matter resolved at 1be next formal hearing.

1
Fetitinner's first arrest for DUT occurred on Apredl 1%, 2015 in the atate Ll’ Indiana,
Fetitioner testified that prior w said arrest he consumed 5-T beers and 1 shot of vadka Fram
4:00 pa w0 11:30 p.m. while at his cousin's house and drove & miles until he was stopped
for crossifig into the oncoming lane of traffic whils he was answering his phons. Petitloner
weighed 200 pounds. I-ie admits being intoxicated. Petitioner refuzed to takela chemical
tesi. . | .

|
The Hmmg Officer wok wofficial potive of the- prior formal hearingls] C-04727-16
pertaining to Petitioner's previous rquem(s} for driving relief, the evidence admme—d. and
the Findngs of Fas! and the QOrder(s) eatersd therein. In particular, the Hufmg Dificer
takes oificial notice of the elcoholidrug evaluations and trestment documents admitted into
evidense thersin. I
Petitioner is required lo participate in the BAITD (Breath Alcohel Ignition Intsrlock Device)
program because the Petitiones: has two o7 more DU canvictions or reckless homicide
comvictions where the use of eleohal or drugs wes an slement of the afense, mclu&mg simi-
lar our-oi-siate convictions or any combination thersof, resulting in the current Inss of driv-
ing privileges ar has been convicted of driving while revaked if the undertving revocatioa
currently im effect i5 due to 8 conviction for reckless homicids where aloohal or drugs is re-
cited az an elerment of te offenss or similar out-of_state offense or has » statulory summary
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suspension pursuant to 11-501.1 ¢r & suspension pursuant to Section 5-203 or any combins.
tion thereof, Petitioner has 2 single canviction pursuam w Section 11-501{dW1Nc) or 11-
SO IHF} or has nvalidated his MDDP by having his dn'wl'.ng privileges suspended, re-
voked, cancelied or invalidated  wnder any provision of the VG, | 91 LAC,
S100 1. 410 defuittionz) He bas rend the documents entilled “Bresth Aleche! lgnmm Inter.
lock Deviee (BAJID’J Terms ead Cooditions™ (sce. Secretary's Exhibit #6) au'ld “BAID
Questionnzire" {22z Pofitioner’s Exhibit £3 and he has signed the affidavic st the end of the
Terms and Conditions document md.u:ulng th.nt be undersiends and sccepts his pardicipation

ummmm |

1. Pentioner aticnded and completed an aicobol'drug remedizl cducatia se or UL risk
uc course on May 26, 2016, conducied by *
. ﬂwm‘em Ex #3}) -

8 Pefitioner submitied the following evaleations: a current Updated Alccho!| and Daug
Evaluntion dared Februeary 24, 2017 with a Treatment Needs Asseszment and ial Fe-

. aoary 14, 3017 condueres oy NGNS,
on January 14, 2017 conducted by (Peti-
tioner Ex #1) and an and Drug Eveluation Unifarm Repont dated Dcinbu 27,2014
Conducred by S ... ©x 1)

o The Henring Officer fully considered the alcoholddrog evaluations presented by Petitioner

) and finds that the evidence might not be consistent with the Sigeificent Risk classification -

contained therein. The extent of Petitioner's alcohol/drug problzm is unclear due 1o material
discrepnncies within the evidencz., Without 2 ¢lear and sccurare disclosure of i‘anmner 5
relationship with eloohol, the Heariog Officer 15 uneble 1o assess Petitioner's undemdmg
and acceptance of the nature and extent of his problem with alcohol/drugs, the efTectivensss
af his treatment, and the resulting changes in lifzstyle and consumption patterns. This as-
sessment is necessary hefore the Scoretary can be convinced such & porson is & [nw or foine
imal risk to repeat hie sburive hehawvinr ip the funore, {See 92 JAC, £1000, -l-lﬂ{c} and (d}}

The Secretary of Stats may disregard the findings of any evaluation if the evidente indicates
that it is wnreliable or incomplete. Cusech v. Edgar, 137 1L App, 3d 5035, 484 NLE.2d §1a5

(lst [xist. 1985}, Christiensen v. Edpar, 209 I App. 3 36, 567 ‘NE.:d 696 (4% Erist,
1995 )
a} Petitioner testified that m the year prior to his fast DUT arrest on Al.tg'nL 16, 2015

he consumed 1.2 besrs -2 times n weck and up to 3 beers one of those times in the
week. Petitioner further testifizd that in the year prior 1o the first DUTL asrest he
would consume the sanre amount - ,

Petitioner’s testunony is incomusteni with the reports contaived in the evaluations
and other documentation submitted sinee o cooflicts with the report dated Febru-
ary 14, 2017 which indicates thar his sctual petipm was to consume-2-3 imported
beers E-Z times @ month end on special occesions 6-8 times & year be Iwau}d coR-
sume %-7 beers. Petitiomer peeds to provide anotber chronological use histary
at bls next formial hearlag sddressing the discrepaccies in his substance wuse
bkistory.
|
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Petitioner testificd that since his lest DU arvést on August 16, 2012, he consumed
one -2 4 ounce glesses of wine once a week until he started elasz in April 2016, Pea-
titioner hes been shstinent since April 2016, The repost dared Febrﬂah 14, 2007
indicales that afier his last DUT arrest be would consume 2-3 becrs or | glass of
wine twice & wesk until abstinence. |

Petitiopsr t=stified that he has experienced the following indicators of the symp-
tamsforiterin of The Disgnostic Statistical Manual of Mental Disordérs [TXSND:
blackouts, hangovers, drinking more than intended snd increassd tolerence. In e~
gard to these symptoms, Petitioner further festificd thet his mnsle iz an aleoholic.
Therefore, the Petitioner's testimony, evaluations and mezionent documents salbmit-
ted to date suggest fhiat the Petitioner has experienced the following DSM symop-
tomsicrileria;

Alcohod and drugs are taken in larger emounts or over a longer perind ! imiend-
ed. {per testimony and report dated February T4, 2007 .

Recurrent aleohel or drug nse in situations in which it is physizally htu-iudous. (per
reports dated October 27, ZOE6 and February 24, 2007

Tolerance-Eitber a nead for markedly increesed amounts of alcohol drugs to achiewve
intoxication or desired effect or a markedly donidished effect with continuad use of
the same amount of aleohal or drugs. (per testimooy)

The current Uniform Report dated Octeber 27, 2016 fail: to reflect all pf the DSM
sympiomsicriteriaz histed above, This mey resalt in a-chenge i classification if the
evaluaror determines that Petitioner has & clinically significant number DSM symp-
tomsferitesin fo disgnose alechol dependence pursuant o the nules of the Depart-
ment of Alcobol and Substance Abuse (DASA). Because of the inconsistency
berwecn docurnentation and testimony, the FHearing Officer 15 unabic to determine
the Petitioner’s sympiomefindiceiors of abusefdependence. He showld reum 1o the
evaluator to addross this 1ssus, The evaluator®s written resporse should be sub-
mitied and this matier resolved arf the next formal hearing.

Petifioner denics being & chemically dependent person, denies having 2 problem
with alcobolidrugs independent of the occasions of his DUIL arrests, denied having
been intoxicatled ot his last DUT arrest and denied 10 his evaluator heving expeni-
enced some significast symptoms of aa slcohol problem. He atso restified that sieo-
bol abuse is wsing oo much aleshol and that he abuscd alcchol on the occasion of
his first DL errest bt not at the second arrest and did not abuse slcohol at any oth-
er time, {Petitionsr's Testimony}

This testimerny it oot characteristic of an individun! who has boncstly assessed
his problesmatic relztionship with alcohobidrags and accepts the m':gnti",- im-
pact spid ose produces, nor is it representative of an individwal who has come
te grips with and efectively sddressed andfor resolved his lknbu'b"_d‘rl,g prob-

lewm. '
| -
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I?.e.\rms courts have held that the degree of self-acceptance of an alecholdrug

- problem is a proper consideration in determming wivether ke has met hﬁlhuﬁdcn thiat

he would oot endanger the publiz safety and welfare, w Mo 4 B9-
278 (Rule 23, Dec. 21, 1989}

Petitioner wes pdministered the Mortimer/Filkins Test {M-F) as pan of an a'll:o]lol
aod drug evaluation, end scored 32 polns. This places Petitioner ino the Socisl
drinker category. (Fetitioner's Exhibit #1) The W-F is a detcction and assessment
nstrument used to asfist n the identification’ of an akohal pmblem:l':.l.mhuiim.
See ] Recent Developments in Aleoholism, pp. 377-408 (M. Galanter, ed - 1983).
Responses Lhat affect the final M-F score are elicited fom questions | that are pri-
marily desipned o relate to an individudl's usefabuse of alochol. Petitioner's low
t-F score is found to be more rellective of his continved denial and minimizs-
tion of the severity of his alcobol/drog problem, and its accuracy is gquestionz-
bie.

Petitioner was denicd relief at his last hearing due to mmnlm'enmcs betwesn
documentation and tastimony with respect to the Petitioner™s aleohol 'use history;
because of inconsistency between documentation and wsimony with réspect to the
Petiticoer's symptoms/indicators of abuse/dependence, because althouph classified

‘as & Significant Risk, he denicd having abuscd afcchol, because his Alcohol and

Dirug Uniforn Evaluziion dated Oetober 27, 1016 failed 1o include = Morcimer-
Filkins scors; because his Treatment Meeds AssessmeontWarver dated Octeber 21,
2016 was coaducted prior to kis Aleohol and Drug Evalustion Unifi 1 Report dns-
ad October 27, 2006 and because his trestment experience and tr\c&un-en[ waiver
were called imto question.  With the exception of having provided » Morimer

" Filkins scare and having provided 8 new Treatment Meeds Asscssment dated Feb-

ruary 1d; 2017, the other issues cawsative of his denial were not adeguatsly ad-
dressed in the documentation and testimony presented at the instant hc-nring.

Petitioner bas most recenthy completed 20 hiours of cutpatieat treatment r| April 1%,
Z016 and June 8, 2006 by ich provided
docurnonts mdudmn Treatmment Verification, Discharge Summary, Treatmens ‘Plnn Contin-
wing Care Plan and » Continuing Care Sratus, At the priss heariag he submitied a Treatment
Waiver dated Oclober 21, 2016 (all, Secretary Ex #3) At the instant hearing the Petitioner
alsc submitted & Treatment Meeds Assessment dated February 24, 2017 that contains a
waiver, (Petitioper Exhibit #1)

a}

Petitioner's drinking was ‘caused by working too much and necding w l'll.‘-lEJ( Dhiring
treatment he learmed abowt tolerance, impairmeni and riggers. He claims to heve
meade significant changes to his life-style by having new friends, working out, join-
ing the church choir, and spending tim'e with his children and grandchiidren. How-
ever, Pctitioner’ s explanstion as to the nature and ceuses of bis drinking and weight
to be given hiz treatment weiver andior detailed explanation is undermined by the
fact that his alocohe] wse history and symptoms/indicetors of sbuse/dependence ars
not known, becanse he has denied heving been intomicated at his last DUT srrest and
beoause hc denied baving ebused alochol on aoy ooocasion other than hn last DA
arest.  For these rensons the treatment waiver andior detmiled ﬂphnntion
does pol carry mach n’tl‘hl’.. H
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k) Petitioner's denial of bhis substance gbuse probl=m, minimization of his drinking
- andfor drug history discrepancies in the DSM symptomsieniteria supportng his cur-
rent DASA clagsificazion and deainl of intoxication ‘st his last DU arrest indicate

thiat the Petitioner has been iess than suceessful in identifying and addressing his al-
thholl'drug problemn, ootwithstanding the treabment provider’s positive Progoosis

andlor waiver of further trestment. Petitioner should return to his traa.hnsut provider

_for the purpose of addresting these issnes apdior assessing the nead fof addutmual

treatment. The provider's response must be submitted in writing at (he oext
formaf hearing.

In the course of the hearing, it was dizcoversd thet Petitioner suffers from the following

mentalphysical condition(s) which may affect his ability 10 safsly operate a motor vehicle:
high blood pressure, high cholastero] and gout. Petitioner currently takes prucrlbad medi-
cation te address the above condition(s), which may affect his ability to salely dnw.-. = matar
wehicls, As e result, all driving relief should be conditioned upan receipt and acc-epta.lm of
8 Medical Report Fomm by the Medical Review Unit which addresses this problem.  The
Petitioner will receive & Medical Report Form end post hearing instructions by the Secrstary
of State’s Office se to when the report shoufd be submittad.

Petiticner is employed by *{Tditiunsr's Testimo-

my)

&) Petitioner's regular heours and davys of empkr}rmgu! are Mtln-lhy Wedmsday.
Thursday, Friday and Saturday from 4:00 a.m, to 4:00 pom.,

by Petitioner lives 20 miles from his place of emplayment

c) Petitioner is required 1o drive as far as 50 miles from his place of srployment in the
course of employment related duties.

d) Petition=r iz cumrently on FMLA leeve. . . !

o) There is no altemative moans 1:1'. transporation availsble to Petitioner driving

himself to work andfor in te course of his employment related duties for Snak King
because he is a delivery man who must drive in the course of his employmeant,
Therefore, the Hearing Officer finds that thers (s an undue hardship as it pertains o
cmployment. In order to demonstrete an undue hardship, thers must Be clear and
cenvincing evidence that all other reasonable means of transportation sre une-
vaileble to the petitionsr. The impact on the family unit is & valid consideration.
An undue hardship is not shown by the mere fact that the driving privileges are
suspended or revoked, Howewer, The Petinoner's undue bardship with regard to
meintaining emplryment secondary to the Secretary of State's obligation-and duty ta
protect the public safery and welfare. Sce 92 0l Adm. Code Secs. JOOT 420} and
1007 .4300F), as amended

At the conclogsion of the hearing, the Petitioner acknowledpged that he understood the .
geestions asked of bim and stated that his responses were complels and accurate.  Fetition-
er declined the cpportunity to add te his testimony,
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In conclusion, the Pﬁitiomr._hs failed to carry bis burden of proving

that e hes satisfactorily rescbved his alcobol problem and that he would be a $afe and re-
sponsible driver of granted driving relief, The Petitionsr is being denied dnviog privileges
for ths following reason(s) as indicated in Finding(s) of Fact #5, % and 10. Théreforc, it is
recommended that he be denied driving relisf. Although the Petitivner demonstrated undue
hardship as it pertains 1o employmens, the Secretary may deny the Petitioner's| application
for a restricted Driving Permit even though the evidence establishes an uodie hardship
when the evidence indicates thet the public safcty will be epdangered if the person is per-
mitted to drive. Foege v, Edger, 110 [H App. 3d 190, 441 NE_ 24 1267 (1™ Dist 1982}
Cusack v Edgar, 137 M. App. 3d 505, 484 N.E. 2d 1145 (1™ Disc 1985). See: 92 1 Adm.
Code, Sec. 1001 41!]{:!} ag amended, See. 6206 {¢) and Sec. 6-206 () 3, of the 1], Vehicle
Code. [ .

STATUTES AND RULES APPLICABLE:
The authority sections &f the TVC (625 ILCS, Act 5} relied upon herein are: 2-301, 2-103, 2-104; 6-
205{a32, 6-205(e]), 6~-206{c)3, 6-20B(b) andior 11-501.1. The svthority sections of the Rules and Regulations

promulgated by the Secretary are: Chapter [, 92 1AC, §1001.10 ef seq.

|

CONCTUSIONS OF EAN, .

The evidence established that the Petitioner's abuse of sleoholdrugs developed ints en
aleohol/drag probliem, but the extent of that groblem is not clear, -

The Petitioner failed to provide svidance sufficient 1o carry his burden of proving that his
zlcohol/dreg problem has been resolved. See 92 T Adm. Code Sec. 001, 440, As amended
- |

Given the unresolved issues ralsed herein (See Finding(s) of Fact 14), the Petitioner failed
1o carry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsible driver and that he
would not spdanger the pueblic safety and welfarc.  Sec %2 L Adm. Code Secs.
1001 100¢q), 1001420, 1001430 und 100] 440, as amended.

The Patitioner to demonstrated that the denizl of the privilege to drive would impose an undue
hardship on his capacity (endfor all persons living withio his housshaold andfor nhn-cusiodial
immediete family members when permined by rule} o malamnin emplnq.mﬂ' Ses 92 1L
Adm, Code Sec, 1001 420, et amended. :

The Petibonec's undue hardship with regesd to meintsining employment s secondary to the
Secrotary of Staic's obligation and duty v protect che public safery and welfars. Sec 92 01,
Adm. Cods Secs. L0O1.4204F), as amended. .

RECOMMENDATION:
The perition for a restricted driving permit should be DENIED.

. HEARING O FFICER
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State of Dlimois - @fﬂz E
Department of Homsn Services

Alcohol and Dirug Evalaation
Uniform Report

PART 1" ONFENDER INFORMATION

Offender Mame: S ' |
IL Driver's License WNumber or State ID: e

Oibher Valid Driver's License Namber/State:

Home Address: e N
County of Residence: Cook
Citizenship: LUSA Citizen

Telephone Number(s): oSS

Date of Birth: N Age: 50 : .
Gender: N

Race(s): ————

Hispanie Origin: . Mot Hispeaoe .

Primary Canguage: English Interprater Serviees:  Services not needed
Marital Statos: Separated

Education Level: Some college, no degree

Employmend Status: Employed full time (unsubsidized)

Occupation: L %

Annoal Heuwschold Income: Mot Disclosed Moember of Dependents: |

Physical or Mental DMisability: nonc Religious Affiliation: Unknown

Emergency Cootact Ferson:  TNGEGGGENNNNE
Contact Telephane MNumber: NN

IMPORTANT NOTICE:  The 1llinois Deparmment of Human Services, Division of Subsance LUse ﬁxvnlmiuu and Recowvery is
requesting disclosure of informsation thet is necessary to accomplish purposes outlined in the Alcoholism and Cher Drug Abuse and
Dependency Act (20 ILCS 3I0171-1). Failure to provide this information may reoult in the suspension or revocation of your licease Lo
provide DU gorvices m flimoks, I

"('

k)f.b 'Fal. \
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Alcohed and Drug Evaluation Unifors Repart - NN Page 2of12

Izl
i

Asisrval Esurse ot

|
‘
i

2 Beginning Date of Evaloetion: OT/BI201E .
3 Complction Drate of Evalostion: 070232018

24 Dzte of Arresn 08672015

x5 Time of Arresi: 12:40 AM

LG Ceouvmly of Arrest: Cook

1.7 Blood- Alcobol Concentration (EAC) ot Time of Arrest: RT

LR Resalis of Blosd andfor Urine Testing:
Mot Applicabie

2.0 Snecify un to five meod sltering cubstanees {oleobob/drees) censumed which led to this DU arrest (in order of

muost to least), .
A benhol

218  Specify the smount and time frame in which ihe sleobrof 2edfor dirogs were consamed which led 2o this DUT
nrresh

BEPIRETS DRINETNG 1 BEER AND 1 MIXED DRINK (MULTI-OUNCE, LOMG ISLAND ICED-TEA) BETWEEN THE

HOUTES OF 0800 P M. AND

12:00 ALML

.0 Dues the Elood-Alcobel Conceotration (BAC) for the current srrest corvelate with the l:lﬂ'el'l‘dﬂ"'l reported
consumption? If no, please explain.
ol Applicable
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33

3.4

Frior DHU) dispositions incloding boating acd ssonmabiling (list chrenslogically, frem first arrést to muost recent,
znd inciode oui-ni- state arrests):

Dade of Conviction or
Date of Arreat Coort Sapervision BAC
A0S (AT 5 RT

rAddirional disposinans should be iivied in an adderdurn to the Uniform R eport)

Prior intotery summary or implied- consent snspension {may have same orrest date of DUy listed abowe):

Effective Date of
Diake of Arrest Suspension BAC
IS (WA 2] 5 RT

(Addidonal dispositians showid ke listed in aon eddendm oo the Lhaiform Reprart)

Frier reckless driving comvictioes reduced from DU (may have same arrest date of sovmmary of suspension listed
alvorve:

Drafe of Arresi Date of Coeyiction ' BAC
Mot Applicable

YAl dditicmeal dq'.rppsfrfm.r shovwld be Nisred fn on adderdum w the Uniform Repory)

Crther aleobol andfor drog related dooving dispositions hyt}"pt and date of arrest as reporied hy the offeader
andfoar ndicated on tire drrvitq recard {findluding out-of-state dispositfons).

Zero Tolerancs . Hicgal Transportation
Effective Drate
Date of Arrest of Suspeasion Dmte of Arrest - Date of Canvichon

Mot Applicable Mot Applicable
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Alcohol and Dvap Evalnation Uniform Report - _‘ Page 4 of 12

[eomtinued)

as Describe any discrepancies between information reparted by the offender and information en the driving
recmrd.

Mot Applicabie
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_Acohal and Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - SEIEEINEIS - PageSoriz

EBART 4. SIGNIFICANT AL.COHOLBDRLUEG VSE HISTORY .
4.1 Age af Age of First Age of Year of

AlcoholTirag First Use Tmtoxi caiinn Tegular Use Lasgt Use
) Aleohal s 20 43 2006

Chronological Fistary Narrative:
PLEASE SEE TREATMENT NEELF ASSESSMENT.

a3 Review any preceription or over-the-counter medication the sffender is correatly taldog that kas the potentind
for ahmse. List the medication, whet it is used for, and how long it kas been taken. Report whether the offender
haz ever sbused medicatinns mod whither hishe has ever ilegally abizined prescription moedicidfon.

ALLOPURIMNOL 500G, LOSARTAN FOR HYPERTEMSION J0my

SEE MEDICAL REFMORT
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Alcohol and Drug Evoluation Uniform Repore - (NS l Prge 6 of 12
EART 4 SIGNIFICANT ALCOMOL/REDC USE HISTORY |

4.3 Specifv any immediate funily memberis) with a history of alcoholisom, alcohol abuse, drog nlditdumm—
~ any other probdems related fo any e State whether the family member is in freqoent contacr with
the offender and whether hefshe is still using any substance. .

“FATHER DRANK A LOT, EVERY DAY

4.4 Specily say immediate peer proap member(s) with a hintory of slechglism, alcohel sbase, drog addicdon/ab use,
or gy other problems related to any substonce abuse. State whether the pecr groop ber i o freg e
contact with the offender and whether hefshe ls still vsing any sohstance.,

Mot Appheabie

4.5 List afl dates, locations, and charges for which the offender has been srresied where substance use, possession,
or delivery was a primary or comtributing factor (including out-of-state dispesitons).

Mot Applicable

4.6 Identify the significent other and summarize the mformatica ehtained i the mterview.
Mot Applheahle

47 Provide the names, locationy, apd dates af any treatment programs reported by the offender.

COAPLETED 20 HOURS TREA iiﬁi Mli W I

4B Provide the pames of any sell belp or sobriety based support group participation reported bj' the offemder snd
the dates of invalvement.
Mot Appliesble
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Aleabol end Drag Evaluation Uniform Report - IS Page 7 of 12

PART 4, SIGNTFICANT ALCONOL/DRUG USE HISTORY I

4.9 Has substance uselabuse negatively npacied the clicat's major life areas?

fmpairmeents

Famm#y
Mot Apphcahle

Marriage or significan{ other relativaships

ot Applicable

Lepal Status
2 D ARRESTS.,

Sacially
Mot Applcable

Vocationulvwark

et A pplizable

Econamic statas
Mot Applicabbe

Physically Henlth
Plot Appiicable
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Abcohel and Brug Evalnstion Uniform Report - g

Page £ of 12

PART 5 OBFECTTVE TEST INFORMATICN
5.1 Martimer/Fillans - Senre: Caterory:
5.2 ASUDS-RY Risk Level Guidelines - Score: 3 Category:  Significans

53 Briver Risk Tovertary (DRT) Scales and Risk Rapges:
Validity Scabe;
Adcohal Scale:
Diriver Risk Scale:
Dirugs Seale:
Stress Coping Abilities Scale:
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&1 Identify any Substpace Use Trisocder Criteria occurring within a 12 menth perisd. This may be done
using the offeader’s carrent presenintion or a past episode for which the offender is corrently astessed as being
in remissian. One symptom will resul? in 8 Maderate Risk Level classification. Tws or thinee symptooms will
result in & Significant Risk claxsification. Fonr or more symopiens will resalt in 2 High Risk classification.

~

Aldcohol or dnugs are taken in larger mmounts or over & ionger poricd than inonded,

There is & persk desire or ful efforts to et doam or coetrol alechol or drupg use.

A preat dezl of time is spent in aclivities nocessary to obfain, use, or recover from the effects of aleohol or
drug use. .

Creving, or a stroag desire or wge 10 uge alcohal ar dougs.

Recarrent alcohol or dmg nse resulting o a failure to falfill major role obligations at work, school, or hame.
Continued sloohaol or drsg use despile having persistent aor recurrenat social or interpersonal problems cavsed
or exzcerbated by the effects of slcoho] or dnsgs.

bnpartant, soecial, Gooupats L. or r= i ! activities gre given up or reduced because of alocohol or drug
use. .

Recurrent micobol or doeg wse in sitwrhions i owhinch it B8 physically hazssdous.

Alcohel or drug use iz commnued despite kmowledge of baving & persistent of mecurment physical or
psychological probliem that is likely to have hesn caused or exacerbated by alcobol ar drugs.

Tolerance - Either a need for rmaredly increased amounts of aloohol or does o achieve intoxication or the
degined effect, or a markecy diminished effect with contimaed wse of the same amount of alcohol or dregs,
Withdrawal - As marmifcsted by cither the characteristic Withdrawsl symdromes for aleohol or drage, or akcohol
or drugs are aken o ncliove or avoid withdawals

S e T e W M e

£.2 Ilmmm&hmumnmc‘ﬁtﬂﬁhﬂﬂonapmephndemdhmmm:edasmin
remission, iden tify and describe the specifier that reflecis the offender's current starus. |

1
Current Statns: Mot Applicablie . |

&3 Has the offender ever mact Substanes Use TMoarder Criteria by history bot and i now considered recovered (oo
current Sobstance Pse Dlsorders)? 10 yes, please explain when the oriterin were met and why it is not clinfcally
significant for the purpoces of a corrent rick assessment. The explanation musl mclode the length of fine since
the lnst epbsode, the total duration of the ecpisode, end sny need for continned evaloation or monitaring.
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Aleobhol aod Deng Evaloation Uniform Report - — ! Papge 14 of 12

PART 7. OFFENDER BEHAVIOR

1
. ‘Wwere the offender's penovior and respooses consisient, reirabie, and noon-evasive? '
YTES
72 Identify indicotions of any significant physical, emotivnalimenial health, or psychiatric diserders.
MNONE [INODTCATED i

: i

T3 Tdentify any special axifstance provided to the offender in order to compicte the evaluation.
HWONE WNEEDEDR

i
T4 Where was the offender imitervicw condwcted T

TLicensed Siw
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Adcobol and Drug Evatoation Uniform Report - (IR Page 11 of 12

FART 8. CLASSIFICATION

%1 Clas=ification:
SIGMIFICANT RLSE: Ooe prior convictien or count ordeoned suporvision for DUT, or aoe prior staiseory sumnary LS ERS fDaT, O

one prior reckless dowving canviction reduced from DU, ANDYOR a BAC of 20 or higher as 2 result of the most current arrest
from DU; ANTWOR fwo or three sympioms of a Substance Lse Disorder,

B2 Disemnss how corrobarative information from both the interview and the abjective test either correlates or does not
correlare with the information shined from the UL alcobkolfidreg ofender.

MNFORMATION CORRELATES.

FART 9. MINTMAL REOUIRED INTERVENTION

ot Miialmal Interventiomn:

SIHFNTFICANT RLSK: Complerion of ¢ minimuume of 10 hours of DUT Risk Educotion; and & minimusm of 20 hours of substance
abacse reatmicns; and, upon completion of any and all necessery weatment, and, after discharge, aciive on going participation in
all acrivities specified in the confipuing care pian,

9.2 The offender was referred as follows:
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Alcohal snd Drug Evatuation Uniform Report - RS Page 12 of 12
. IFl T
.. aig R
MName:
Address: !
i
Telephone Number:

License NMumber:

Evaluator Name:

1

Evaluator Credentials:

Evaluater Vertficatton:

TUnder penaloy of perjury, Lalfirm tbat 1 have accarately sammarized the data coliected and required in order
to complete (his evaluation. :

Signature:

Draie: ?'_ ‘aqdlg—

HTender Yerificabion:

The information [ have provided for this evaluation is true asd correct. T have read the information contained
im this Alcobol and Drog Evaluation and its recommendations have been cxplained.

Eigns;lu . Il-nle.-.. 8_" f "I" f‘ﬁ

- PART 11. THSPOSITION

This evaluation may anly be refeased o the 1llinois Ciecoit Couwrt of venue or 108 court officialz as spaciflied by locsl cowr mles
15 tive Office of the Secrewary of State, or o the Jiines Departmens of Human Services, Division of Substance Use Prevention
and Recovery. Any olher release requires the wrilten consenld of the DL offepder,

IT 1his evaloration was prepared for the Cirenit Covrt, send the signed original to the cowt i accordance with established local
cout redes or podicy. :

[T this craluation was prepared far the Secretary of Ste, give the signed originat tothe DUI offender so that it may be presenied
ter the Bearierg ofifcer ot the time of the farmal ar infarmal bearing.

1 AR BE3O{ R -07- 20 1 Ep
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Jury 31, 2018

TREATMENT NEEDS ASSLSSMENT

CLIENT HAS SUCCESSFULLY HIE RECOMMEWDED COMPLETED Z0 HoURS OF
OQUTPATIENT TREATMEMT. PLEASE SEE DOCUMENTION)

DrinkING/OrRus HISTORY:

CLIENT REPORTS HE FIRST DRANK ALCOHDL AT AGE Z0. WITH FEERS.
AT A BASKETRALL camcE. HE REPORTS SHARTHG A QUART oF MD Z0/20/
BEER. HE FELT "INTOXICATED"™ AMD BECAME SICK.

Ace Z20-490: HE REPORTS HE WAS AM ATHLEFTE AND CONSUMED NO
ALCOHOL AMND AFTER®R BECOMINWNG SITICK WITH HIS FIRST EXPERIEMCE .

Boe 0-45: REPORTS HE LOSY BOTH PARENTS: THEY DIED wWITHIN 9
MONTHS OF EACH OTHER. HE BEGAN TO STOP AFTER WORE WITH
CO-WORKERS £ TIMES PER MOMTH., SHARING P{TCHERS OF EBEER.

HE WOULD consuMe 24-36 o7, OF BEER AMD OM SPECIAL OCCASIONS.,
ABOUT 3-Y4 TIMEs PER YEAR. Z2-3 (:20Z) FOREIGN BEERS ...

Ace 45-4F: RepgrTs Z2-3 FOREIGN EBEERS. 1-2 TIMES MONTHLY AND
G-8 TEIMES PER YFAR AT SPECIAL OCCASTONS, 5-7F {17 oz.) BEeErRs.
HE was arresTED For DUE: 4-39-201% awpp 8-16-2015, ase 47.

Age U47-50: RepomrTs cowsuminG 2-3 (12 oz.) BEERs or | GLASS OF
WINE: 7 TIMES PER WEEK. HE REPORTS LAST USE SHamiMG 3 (4 pack}
BOTTLES OF WIHE WiITH FRIENDS. HE REPORTS ABSTINENCE.SINCE
BEGINNING TREATMENT APRIL., Z0'6 TO PRESENT.

LI A
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Druc Wse

CLTENT REPODRTS WO ILLICTT DRUG USE.

- SYMPTOMATOLOGY ;

RECURZENT USE TNH SITUATIONS [N WHICH IT TS PHYSICALLY HAZARDOUS:
2 Ml's : i

ToLeranceE: ISNCREASED THRY YEARS OF USE.

Cowcrusion:

Tue CLIEWT HAS A GOOD UNDERSTANDING OF HIS FRIOGR PATTERNS OF
ALCOHOL ABUSE AND HAS CHOSEN TO REMATHN TOTALLY ABSTINENT
sINcE Arrly Z0LD.

CLIENT HAS SUCCESSFULLLY COMPLETED THE RECOQMMEMNDED TREATMENT
AND EDUCATION FOrR HIS DU] cLASSIFICATION.

No FURTHER THREATMENT 1S RECOMMENDED AND 15 WAIVED.

CLreEnT REFODRTS MO USE OF ALCOHOL FOR OVER 2 YEARS

TREATRENT 15 WAIVED
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JuLy 27, ZO1ER .

DEPARTMENT OF ADMIMISTRATIVE HEARIMGS

R« Sl DL N
I

F

[ l."..!'!...ll
LE NT:

THE PETITIONER HAS REQUESTED ASSISTANCE FROM THIS FACILITY INM
ADDRESSING THE DENIAL ISSUES FROM HIS HEARING OF FEBRUARY 27,2017

E 1] A

S.Mr. W 01175 INTOXICATION ON THE OCCASION OF HIS LAST
arresT For DUIT on B-16-2015 amMD THAT HE CONMSUMED | BEER anD ]
MIXEDR DrRINE (Lowe lstawp lce TEA) A STHOMG DRINK EGQUIVALENT TO
AT LEAST SEVERAL STANDARD DRINKS.WITHIN 4% Houms.From O08:00 p.m.
To LZ2:00 a.n.

S.¢r. W REFCRTS HE LOST BOTH FARENTS WITHIN U MOWNTHS OF
EACH OTHER. |HIS HAD A PROFOUND EFFECT ON HIM AND HME BEGAMN
ABUSING ALCOHDL AT THAT TIME AND AYSOCLATING WITH UOTHERS WHO
ABUSED ALCOHOL. PRIOR TC THIS TIME HE HAD REMAINED ABSTINENT
For 20 vears. HE was AN ATHLETE AWD €WOSE WOT TO USE ALCOHOL.
PLEnsE stc TREATMENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT. HE REFPORTS HE HOW WORKS
WITH HIS CHURCH AND IS5 & SUBSTITUTE SuMDAY ScHooOL TEACHER. His
TREATMENT HAS BEEMN EFFECTIVE. HE HMAS MAINTAINED ABSTIMENCE SIMCE
AppiL ofF 2016, HE DOES HAVE SYMPFTONS OF PRIOR ALCOHOL ABUSE NOT
DEFENDENCT.

9.a) PLEASE SEE TREATMENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT FOR CHEONOLOGICAL
USE HISTORY.

S.2) Me. SEEEEEE rc-077ED GH THE OCCASION OF HIS PRESEMNT
EVALUATION THAT SINCE HIS vast U] ARREST. HE COWNSUMED 7-3
(1Zoz) aceas of 1| GLASS OF WINE, 2 TIMES PER WEEK . ME REPORTS
HIS LAST USE OF ALCOMHOL was sHagIwng 5 (4 pack) BEOTTLES 0OF WiNE
WITH FRIEMDS. HE REPORTS ABSTINENCE STHNE BEGINNIWG TREATMENT
ApriL. 7016 To PRESENT.

e
R
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9.c) Mer. QS sTATES THAT HE HAS EXPERIENCED ONE BLACKGUT
HAMGOVERS. AND IWCREASED TOLEHANCE. HIS PATTERN OF USE/SABUSE HAS
BEEM FAIRLY CONSISTENT WITH NO IMTENT GF A CERTALN AMOUNT HOR
EXCEEDING IT. IWsoFFicienT DSM CRITERIA FOR DIAGNOSIS DF DEPENDENCCOY.
HE IS CLASSIFIED AS SIGHIFICAMT RISK - SEE EVALUATION.

G.o! Me. G [ HOT A CHEMICALLY DEPENDENT PerSON. HE ADMITS .
TO ALCOHOL ABUSE AND INTOXICATION.ON FTHE OccAasIowns OfF Bova DUIs aAwp
ALSD OTHER TIMES. PLEasSE seEc TeeaTmMeENT MNEEDS ASSESSMENT FOR ALCOHOL
USE HISTORY, .

9.e) PLease seEe ASUDS oN CURRENT EVALUATION.

9.F) PLEASE SEE PRESENT EVALUATION WITH TREATMENT MEEDS ASSESSMENT.
10.4) PrLease sEe 9., 9.0) anwp TREATMENT NEEDS MSSESSMENT ON CURRENT
EVAlL WATIOGN. '

t0.8) Ar. S cocs woT DENY & PRIOR SUBSTAMCE ABUSE PROBLEM NOR
I[NTOXLEATEON AT BOTH oF HIs DUT amresTs.

1i. Prease see -Heoicar ReporT.
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JESSE WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE
STATE OF ILLINOIS

1IN THE MATTER OF THE REYOCATIHON OF THE

DPRIVER'SLICENSE AND DRIVING PRIVILEGES FILE NO. gl
OF
DRIVER'S LICEMSE NUMBE n:—

ORDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendations of the Hearing Officer,
DY i1 sbove captioned case have been read snd examined; and,

WHEREAS, the record has been reviewed; and,

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law are correct and are hereby adopted as the

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law of the Secretary of State (“Secretary™); and,

WHEREAS, the rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admission of evidence and all motions were

comest and ere hereby concurred in by the Secretary; and,

WHEREAS, the Scoretary adopts the recommendations of the Hearing Officer; -

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDEREID: That pursuant to the Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Officer, the pefition for the reinstatement
of full driving privileges is herebhy DENIED, however, the petition for issuance of 2 Restricted Driving
Permit {“RIDP") for: employment purpoeses For driving to and from work andlor whil;s performing job
related duties for his primary emplo}%r,— is hereby
GRANTED: days, howrs and other conditions of which are to be established by verification.

Al driving relief is conditioned upon receipt and acceptance of a Medical Report Form by the
Medical Review LInit.  The Petitioner will receive & Medical Report Form and post hearing instructions
by the Secretary of State’s Difics as te when the report should be submitied.

Any peamit issucd under this Order shall expire no later than (12} months from the date of the
issugnce of the first permit under this COrder. Additionally, this Order is based wpon the Petitioner's
driving record at the time of this hearing and it is subject to the subsequent reccipt of any report of
conviction or other -motice that would resull an the loss of driving privileges making the Petitioner
meligible for the relicf granted. )

This Order is not 1o be construed as an autherization o operate 8 motor vehicle. Petitioner must
meet any and all requirements of the Office of the Secretary as well as all of the terms and conditions
sf the Breath Aleche! Ignition Laterloch Device Pragram, and b2 in receipt of szid RDP, prier 10 the

operation of any motor vehicles,
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FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
OF THE HEARING OFFICER
JURISDICTION:
This cause comes on for hearing at the request of Petifioner on Janeary L0, 2019, purseant 1o
&£5/2-1 18 af the lilinois Vehicle Cods (“TVC™) &t 625 ILCS, ef seq.. as amended and 92 1hinois Adminis-
trative Code, (“1AC™) at Chapier 11, §1001, et seq., as amended, before TS, - duly appointad
Hearing Officer, Pettiones (NI (¢ -iticner™ appears with his attorney L]

M'ﬁw Secretary of State {FSegre-
(ary™ was ceprrenced b/ AN

RELTEF REQIUESTEDN:

Petitioner seeks the reinstaiement of full driving privileges or in the afternative, the isowance of a
Restrictad Driving Permit (“RDP™ for employment purposes,  Petitioner is cligib{ﬁ for full reinstatement
and therefore is not reguired fo show an undue hardship in order o be issued an RDP. 92 LAC,
G100 42060 The general burden of proof is wpon the petitioner for any driving relief, 92 [AC,
1001, 10045y and the standard of procf for all burdens of proof at the instant hesring is by clear and
convincing evidenee, 02 TAC, §100[ 42004} end 440{p).

FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Hearing, Officer, being fully advised in the promises, finds as follows:

1. The Secretary has jurisdiction over the parties harein and the subject matter hereof, due
and proper nobce having bezn previously given as s by statute in such case made and
provided.

2. The evidence, exiibits, snd iestimony have been offered and recsived from all pariies,

and a proper record of all proceedings has been made and preserved as required. The
Hearing Cflicer has ruled on all motions and chjections timely made and submitted.
Documents offered into evidence comply with ell standards specified in of 92 [AC, Pan
1001, Subpart 0, and where required, clinical services were provided by facifities li-
censed by ihe [Minois Division of Substance Uise Prevention and Recovery ¢“DSUPR™
unless specified otherwisa.

3. Fetitioner’s request for hearing and the Secretary’s notice of hearing were entered into
evidence as Secretary’s Exhibits #1 and #2, respecrively. Petitioner’s driving record {in-
cluding. but not limited to, related deocuments) was read imto the record and admitted inte
evidence as Sccretacy’s Group Exhibit #3. The Petitioner's application for driving relief
was eflered into evidence as Scoretary’s Exhibit #4 in whick the Petitioner reported na
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circumstances which otherwise would have precleded the Fetitioner from proceeding
with the hearing. I also reflects the Pefivioner's Non-Visa Status [IWWE] andior Visa Sta-
tus [V5] at the time of the Hearing. Finally, Secreteny’s Exhibit #5 is the PDPS Histo-
ry/Status Response, obiained at the time of the scheduling of the hearing, the resulis of
which are identified below in Finding of Fact #5.

An Cuder revoking Petilione™s driver's license and driving privileges was entered
effective August 20, 2016 pursuant to [V §6-205(a)2, due to a conviction for operating
a motor vehicle while under the influence of alcohol or other drags.

Petitioner has two (2) arrest{s} for driving under the influence (“DUI). The certified
record, the POPS andior alcahol and drog evaluations contained in the file disclose the
arrest(s) of August 16, 2015 and April 19, 2005 (Indiana = reduwced o 2 reckless diriv-
ing comviction), {See Secretary of State’s Exhibits #3 & 5 and Petitiones’s Exhibit #1) -

Petitioner's last ammest for DU occumed on Augost 16, 2015, Pertioner wesfied that
prior to said arrest he was at a wedding where he consumed 1-2 beers and one Long fz-
land lced Tea aover 4 hours from E00 pim - 12:00 am. He was stopped for speeding and
crossing the median. Petitioner weighed 200 pounds. He admizs being intoxicated. The
stalutory summary suspension associaled with said arrest was rescinded thos no Law En-
forcement Sworn Report appesrs of record. Petitionst refused 1o take a chemical test,

Petitioners first arrest for DU occurred in the stakte of Indiana on April 19, 2015,
Fetiticner testified that prior to said arrest he was al his cousin's ptace where he con-
sumed 5-7 beers and | shot of vodka fram 4:00 pm - 12:00 am. He was stopped far
swerving. Patinoner weighed 200 pounds. He admits being imoxicated. Said arrest was
reduced te a reckless driving conwviction, {Scecretary of Srate's Exhiba #3).

W Officer ook afficial notice of the prior formeal hearings) TG - -0

pertaining 1o Petitioner's previous requesl(s) for driving reliaf, the evidance
admimed and the Findings of Fact and the Order(s} entered therein. in particular, the
Hearing Officer tekes official notice of the alcoholdrug evaluations and treatment doc-
uments admitted inte evidence therein. '

Petitioner 15 required to participate i the BAID {(Breath Alcohol lgniticn Interlock
Drevice) program because the Petitionsr has two or more DUL convictions or recklezs
homicide convictions (pursuant 1 Section 9-3 of the Criminal Code of 13261 or 2002
where the vse of alcobol or drogs waes an element of the offense], incloding similar out-
of-stale convictions, or statutory Summary suspensions or revocations purseant 1o 11-
501.1 or suspensigns pursuant to Section 4203, or any combination thersof arising ouwt
of separate occurmences.  Petitioner is also required to participate if he has one canviction
pursuant o Section 1-5000d¥ 1 ey or 11-500{d00 1% i or for reckless homicide (pursuant
to Seciion 9-1 of the Criminel Code of 1961 or 2002 where the use of alcohol or other
drugs was recited as an element of the offense), including similar out-of-state convictions
or has invalidated his MDDP by baving his driving privileges suspended, revoked, can-
cetied or  invalidated wnder  any  prosvision of  ihe IVC. 22 iAC,
G100 41 definitiors). Any petitioner whaose only open Ssuspension ar revocation 15 not -
mentioned above is exempt from the BAID program. He hes read the documents enti-
tled “Breath Alcohol Ipnition Interlock Device (BAID) Terms and Conditions™ (See
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_ Secretary’s Exhibit #6) and “"BAD Ouestionnaire” (Ses Petitioner’s Exhibit #3), and he
has signed the affidavii 2t the end of the Terms and Conditicns document indicaling that
he understands and accepts his participation in the BA1D Program.

8. Petitioner attended and compleied an atcohol/dnig remedial education courss or DU risk
. urse om May 26, 2006, canducted by
mﬂw.&xmlar}' of State’s Exhibit #3)
9. Petitianer submited a current Aleshol and Drug Evaleation Uniform Report dated July

28, IB1E with AddendunuReply (Response Lener dated Faly 27, 2018 and Treatment
Meeds Assessment™Waiver dated July 31, 2018 conduscted by

INC. {See Petitioner’s Exhibit #1); Petitioner previously subrmitted an Updaled Report
with Addendum/Renly {Responss Letter, Treatment Meeds Assessment’'Waiver) dated

February 24, 2017 and C¢nlinuini Cari iiﬁ inioﬂ dated January 14, 2017 con-
ducted by [See Secretary of Siale’s
Exhibit #3} and an Alcohol and Drug Evaluation Unifonn Report dated Oetober 27,
2016 conducted by ﬁ&m Secretary of

Suate’s Exhibin #3)

10, The Hearing Officer finds that the avidence does support the Significant Risk classifica-
tian contained therein. Petitioner’s 1estimany regarding bis alcoholdrg vse, his submit-
ted documents, and other evidence establish the following regarding the nature and ex-
tent af Petitioner's vsefabuse of alcohol andfor drugs:

a) Petitioner testified andfor reported that he consumed 2-3 beer ‘]-2 times per
manth as many as 3-7 beers 6-8 times per year in the year prior io his Iast D)
arrest on Augast 16, 2015, Petitioner further testified that he consuwmed the same
amount in the year prior o his firet DU arrest. Petitioner has never used illegal
druge. (See Petitioner’s Testimony and Potitioner™s Exhibie # 1)

b) Petiticoner testified andfor reparsted that after since his last DU arrest on August
16, 2015, he reduced his aloohol consumption to 2-3 beers or | glass of wine
twice a week until April 20016 when he became abstinent, He has remained ab-
stinent since April 201&. {S2e Petitioner’s Testimony and Petitioner’'s Exhibit
#1) Petitioner intends 1o maintain abstinence indefinitely and his resolve 1o re-
main abstinent appears sincere, Petitioner has provided sufficiem evidence at-
testing to his abstinence. {See Petitioner’s Exhibit H#3

(=) Petitioner testified andfor reported that he has experienced the fellowing
indigaters of the symptomsferiteria of The Diagnostic Statistical Manwal of
MMental Disorders (DSAT) hangovers, inereased toelerance and one blackout, )
Petitioner submitted a Written Response Letter dated Fuly 27, 2008 that cemmobo-
rates his testimony and rules ot degendence. (Sez Petihioner's Testimony and
Petitioner’'s Exhibit £1)

dh Fetitioner admits he was a problem drinkerfuser. (Ss2 Petitioner's Testimony)
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e) Pelitiones was aduiinisiared dhe requited objective test (Mortimen/Filkins Tesl,
Driver Risk Inventary or ASUDS) as & part of an aleohol and drug evaluation
and the results were analyzed therein,

) Petitioner was denied relief at his [ast hearieg becawse the Hearing Officer
questioned the effectiveness of Petitioner's treatment experience given his denial
of having abused alcohol or having had an zlcohol problem, his minimization of
his alcobol drug wse history and D3M symptoms end he his employment vnduoe
hardship was secondary to the Secretary’s duty to prolect the public safety. (Sec
Secretary of Swte*s Exhibit #3)

£ In an effort to address the prior concemns of the former Hearing Officer, Petition-
er submined the following documents: Uniform Report dated July 28, 20018 wich
AddenduwmReply (Response Letter dated July 27, 2008 and Treatment Weeds
Assessment Waiver dated Juby 31, 20018 coaducted by
INC. (See Peatitioner's Exhibit #17; ebstinence letters (See Pelitioner’'s Exhibit
#2); Medical Report (See Petitioner’'s Exhibit #3; and an Employment Letter
{See Petioner's Exhibit #4) The Hearing Offizer places significant weight on
said documents and finds thar said documents in the aggregare as well as Peti-
tioner's testimony at the instani hearing adequately addresses and resclves the
priar concerns of the former Hearing Officer,

Petitioner submitted & font Hocds Asscismenl™aiver dated July 31, 2818
conducied by [See Petitioner’s Exhibit #1); Petitioner
campleted bwenty (20) hours of outpatient tres il 15 2006 and June 8,

2016 conducted by which provided
documents including Treatment Verification, Discharpe Summary, Treatment Plap, Con-
tinuring Care Plan, Continsing Care Status and Treatment Waiver, (See Secrctary of
Stoe’s Exhibit #3) :

a) Petitioner admits “he abused alocochol other than the tmes of his DU arrests.
During treatmeat he leamed alcoholism s the dependence on alcohol and alee-
hol abuse is drinking to exeess andfor to the point of intoxication. He is not an
alcoholic becsupse he is not dependent on alzchol. He learned aleshal damages
the organs and ages the body, He astributes his alcobol abuse to peers socializa-
tion - drinking with coworkers and stress relisf driviog. He also atiributes his ex-
cess drinking in 2019 to the death of his parents in 200135, He made significant
changes to his life-style. He no longer assocmtes with his former dnnking peers.
HFe has remained absiinent since 2016, He enjoys coaching children ages 8-12
and attending church, (See Petitioner”s Testimony) -

b) The Treatment Weeds AssessmentWaiver of July 31, 2018 weas based upon his
successful completion of treatment, a review of his alcoholfdrug use history and
DEM sympramsfindicatocs, his absrinence since April 2016 and other lifesivle
changes, (Sse Matitioner’s Exhikit #1)
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12. Irv the course of the hearing, it was discovered that Petitioner suffers from the following
mental/physical conditions which may affect hus ability lo safely operate a motor vehicle:
high blood pressure, Petitioner currently takes prescribed medication o address (he
above condition(s), which may affect kis abitity to safely drive 2 motor vehicke, Asa re-
sult, all driving relief should be conditioned upon receipl and acceptance of @ Medica)
Report Form by the Meadical Review Unit which addresses this problem. Petitioner sub-
mined a Medical Report completed by his personal physician. {See Petitioner’s Exhikit
#4) The Petitioner may recejve a Medical Report Form and post hearing instructions by
the Secretary of State’s Office as to when the report should be submitted.

(3. Petitioner is employed by A
(Zee Petitioner’'s Testimony and Petitioner’s Exhibir #4) His regular days and howrs of

emplayment are Wednesday - Sundey From 12:00 pm - 12:0% am, He lives 12 miles from
his place of empioyment. Petitioner is required o drive as far as S0 miles from his place
of employment in the cowrse of employment related durkes.

14. At the conclusion of the hearing, the Peritioner acknowledged that he understood the
questions asked of him and stated that bhis responses wers complete and accurate.  FPeti-
tioner declined the opportunity to add (o his testimony.

15, For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner has camried his burden of proving that he has
satisfactorily addressed his alechol problerm and that he would be & safe and responsible
driver if granted driving relief, Because of the extent of his drinking and/or driving his-
oy, the Hesring Officer recommends thar Petitioner be granted an RDP as a probation-
ary device in lisu of reinstatement of his driving privileges,

STATUTES AND RULES APPLICABLE:

The authority sestions of -the IVO (625 ILCS, Act 5) relied vpon herein are: 221010, 2-103, 2-104,
A-2050a)k, 6-2050c)y, 6-206{c)3, 62080}y andfor 11-501.1. The authority sections aof the Rules and
Regulations promulgated by the Secretary are: Chapter 11, 92 1AC, §1001.10 ef seq.

L8]] i H

k. The evidence established that the Petitionar wsed alcoholfdrugs iﬁpansihly in the pass,
but that he has responsibly eddressed this past abusive behavior.

2. The Petitioner provided evidence sefficient to carry his burden of provieg that his
alecholidrug problem has been resclved. Sse 92 1L Adm. Code Sec. 1001 440{bK3 Y, as
amended, as amended,

kS The evidence indicates that the Patitioner will be a safe and responsible driver and that 1o
issue him & Restricted Driving Permit will not endanger the public safety and welfare.
See 1l Adm Code Sec. 1M 430, as amended.
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4 The evidence indicaies that a Resiniceed Dviving Permit for employment purposes should be
issued as a probationary deavice. See 92 (1. Adm. Code Sec. 106142000}, as amended.

5. The Petitioner is eligible for the “breath alechol ignition interlock device” (BAIIDY} pro-
gram end must, therefore, comply with all of the provisions of the program. 92 1AC,
51001.41 0 de Finitions). :

HECOMMENDATION:

The petition for the reinstatement of full driving privileges should be hereby DENIED; however,
the petition for the issuance of an RDF for emplovment purposes shoold be GRANTETD, after Petifinner
mests any and all requirements of the Secretary's Office including the terms and conditious of the
Breath Aleohol Ignition I[nteriock Device ({BATIDY) Program.  All driving relief should be condi-
tioned epon receipt and acceptance of a Medical Report Form by the Msdical Review Unit, The
Peritioner will receive a Medical Report Form and post hearing instruclions by the Secretary of State's

Office as o when the report shoukd be submitted.
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INDINGS AND ATIONS

OF THE HEARING OFFICER
JURESDICTIOMN:

This cause comes on for hearing at the requesi of Petivioner on February 7, 2018, puruant 1o
§5/2-118 of the [llinsis Vehicte Cade (“IVC) ar 625 [LCS, ef req., as amended and 92 llinois A dminis-
trative Code, ("LAC™) at Chapter [, §100%, &/ seq., 8s amended, before NGNS = du'y
appointed Hearing Officer. Petitioner (NGNS 7<iticoe) sppears pro se, havieg
knowingly waived his right to tegal counsel. His interpreter, [ S 1onslated the proce=dings.,

The Secretary of State (“Secretary’”) was represented by [ NEGTEREND

RELIEF REQFESTED:

Petitioner seeks the issuance of Restricted Driving Permits ("RDPs") for employment prirposes,
for supportirecovery purposes and for family educational purposes. Pelilioner is mot aligjhlc. “or full
reinstatement until Movember 24, 2019 and therefore must demonsirate an undue hardship in orfarta be
issued an RDP. 92 1AC, §1001.420(d). The general burden of proof is upon the petitioner *or any .
driving refief, 92 [AC, §1001.100(s) end the standard of proof for all burdens of proof at the instan:
hearing is by clear and convincing evidence. 32 LAC, §1001.420(d) end 440(h). - -

FINDINGS OF FACT:

The Hearlng Cfficer, being fully advised in the premises, finds as follows: »

1. The Secretery has jurisdiction over the parties herein and the subject matter hernaf, due
and proper notice having been previously given as s by statute in such case mrde and
proyided. -

2. The evidence, exhibits, and 1estimeny have been offered and received from all 'f:urlir.s,

and a proper record of all proceedings has been made and preserved &s reguired. The
Hearing Officer has ruled on all motions and ohjections limely made and subminted.
Documents offered into evidence comply with all stendards specified in of 92 L8O, Part
1008, Subpart I3, and where required, clinical services were provided by facilities li-
censed by the [llinois Division of Alcoholism and Subsiince Abuse (“"DASA™) unless
specified otherwise,

3. Petitioner's request for hearing and the Secretary's notice of hearing were enterad inio
evidence as Scerctary's Exhibits #1 and &2, respectively. Petitioners driving re®rd (in-
cluding, but not limited to, related documents) was read into the record and admitted into
cvidence s Secretary’s Group Exhibit #3. The Petitioner®s spplication for drivirg relief
was entered into evidence as Secretany’s Exhibie #4 in which the Petitioner repcrted no

I
-
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circumstances which otherwise would bave precluded the Pelitioner from proceeding
with the hearing. It also reflects the Petitioners Non-Visa Sietus [NVS] andfor Visa Sm-
tus [VE] at the time of the Hearing. Finally, Scoretary’s Exhibit #5 is the PDPE Hislo-
ryfSutus Response, obtained 2t the time of the schedaling of the hearing, the resulis of
which are id entified below in Finding of Fact #5.

An Order revoking Petitioner’s driver's license and driving privileges was en're‘tmd
effective October 22, 2017 pursuant To IVC §6-205(e)2, due to & conviction for agbrat-
ing & motor vehicle while under the influence of alcohol or cther dregs. )

An Order summarily suspending Petitioner™s driver®s license and driving privilcges was
entered sffective November 24, 2016 pursuant to [VC §11-501.1, after he friled or re-
fused a chemical test.

Petitioner has two arrests for driving under the influence ("DUI). The certified record,
the PIIPS andior akcahal and drug cvaleations contzined in the file disclose the anrert(s)
of ODetober 3, 2016 and June 4, 2015 (HALC.IS). {Su:'elary of State's Exhibits #3.&8 5
and Petitioner’'s Exhihbit #1). Petitiorer admits being intoxicated at the time of both DL
arrests.

" Petitioner's last arrest for DUI occurred on October 9, 2016, Petitioner tesiificd,that .

prior o sabd arrest he comsumed 2 large Crafi beers, one lee House beer (with a higher
alcoho! content) and a shot of distilled alcohal in 2 howrs. Petitioner weighed 115
pounds. He admits being intoxicated. The arresting officer’s Law Enforcement Sworn
Report indicates that Petitioner wes involved in o one-car collision with a gless window.
{Secretary of Statc’s Exhibit #3). Potitioner refused to take nch:mu;-.ni tesh

Peiitioner testified that his twe DUI mrrests were the only time Ihal he drove a motor
vehicle while intoxicated. Based on the unlikelihood of this testimony, the Hearing Of-
ficer calls the Petitioner's credikility into question.
ol
Petitioner is required 1o participate in the BAIMD (Breath Alcohel Ignition Intecock
Devicell program because the Petitioner: has two or more DUL convictions or recliless
honvicide convictions where the use of aleohol or drugs +was an element of the oﬂ:znse.
including similer out-of-state convictions or eny combination thersof, resulting in;the
current boss of driving pﬂ\rllms or hes been convicted af driving while revoked if the
underlying revocation curruuly in effect is due to a conviction for reckiess homicide
where alcohol or drugs is recited as an clement of the offcnse or similar out-of-stats of-
fense ar hat a statutory SUMMmary suspension pursuant to 11-501.1 or a suspension pursu-
ani to Section §-203 or any combinaticn thereof, Petitioner has a single convictionr our-
suent 1o Section | 1-501{a)1)(c) or | L-5D1(d)( ! }) or bas invalidated his MDDP by hav-
ing his driving privileges suspended, revoked, cancalled or invalidated wnder eny provi-
sion of the PVC. 92 [AC, §100] 4I{I(d=ﬂnmunu}. He has read the documents enticled
“Breath Alcohol Jgnition Interlock Device (BAITY} Terms and Conditions™ (see S=zre-
tary's Exhibit #6) and “BAID Questionnaire™ (3¢ Petitianer's Exhibit #8), and heihas
signed the afMidavit at the end of the Terms and Conditions docament indicsting that he
derstands and pls his participation in the BAIID Program.

- wE
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Petiticner submined the following evaluation: an Alcohol a wvaton Uniform
Report dated Jaouary 25, 2018 conducted h}'wmﬂiliun&f"s Ex.
#1).

The Hearing Officer fully ¢onsidered the alecholfdrug evaluntion presented by Patition-
er. The Hearing Officer finds that Petiticner is curmently classiffed as High Rk De-
peadenl. Chemical dependency is a progressive, incurable disease (See J. Kinney, Logs-
ening the Grip: A Hendbeok of Alechal Information, {(6th ed. 2000) and Encyelopedic
Hamtbook of Alcoholism, {(Pattison and Ksufinan, ed. 1982). Petitioners classified chem-
ically dependent must completely disclose and accept their dependency, successfully
complcte treatment for their dependency, document their ebsiinence consisting of a suf-
ficient period of time, and document their involvement in an active, ongolng suppart
program te maintain their sobriety. They must demonstrate at the time of the heartag that
they have met each of these requirements in order to demensirate that they are 4 Jow ar
minimal risk 1o avoid relapse, (See 92 LAC, §1001.440{b)). :

a} Petitioner festified that he consumed 2 beers 2 1o 3 times per week snd o
maximum of 3 beers twice per wetk in the year prior to his last DUI asest en
October 8, 2016. It should be srongly noted that the evaluator imdicates vhat in
the year pricr to the last DUL acrest the Petitioner typically drank two besrs twics
per woek and an §-cunce cup of “red liquor™ from Malaysia on specisi occa-
siong, The Hemring Officer finds that the Petitionss's testimony is not oply in-
consistent with what be old kis evaluator, bul is oven morne inconsistent wiith Fe-
titioner*s current lovel ef classification and with e reporied BAC score of (26,
that in and of itself, indicetes & far greates parterm of consumption than adlleged
by the Petitioner. Based on these inconsistencies, the Hearing OMicer flads that
the Petitioner appeass to be attempling to seriowsly minimize his prior dninking
history thereby calling into question the effectiveness of the Petitioner's treat-
ment experience. The BAC of 25 suggests a greater tolerance to alcohnl than
would normally be expected given the Petitioner's reported drinking history. See
Encyclopedic Handboaok of Alcoholism, pp, 65-66 end pp. 3593460 (Panicon and
Kaufman ed. 1982). Fettoner needs to provide another chronolagica! vse
history at his next formal bearing addressing the discrep ies i his aub-
stance use history. :

&) He bas remained sbstinent since bis Fast DUL errest on October 5, 2016.
Petiticner intends to maintain abstinence indefinitely and his resolve to remain
abatinent appeers sincers. (Petitionsr's Testimony). Petitioner has providid suf.
ficicnt evidence amesting to his abstinence (Petitioner's Exhibit #4). Péitionar
tesiified that he can guarantee that he will never drink again and that ke i% cured
of alcoholism since he does not drink anymore. Given Petilioner’s testimony,
the Hearing Officer questions what benefit, if any, Petitioner obtained from his
trestment experience. Reviewing courts have held thet the degree of selfs
acceptance of chemical dependency is a proper consideration in deterining
whether he has met his burden thet he would not endanger the public safé:y and
welfare. Berner v. Edgar, No. 4-89-278 { Rule 23, Dec, 21, |198%). This testimo-
ny is not characteristic of an jodividual who has honestly assessed hle prob-
lematie relationship with alcobalidrugs and accepls the negative impact said




use produces, oor is it represemative of an individesi who has come to gfips
with aod effectively addresed andfar resntved his chemical dependence.

) Petitioner testified that he has expericnsed the following indicatgrs of the
sympiomsicriteria of The Diagnostic Statistical Meaoua!l of Mentsl Disorders
(DS} hangovers, d‘mlkmg maore than intended, family ¢oncermns expresied s
sbout his drinking, drank in the moming, prior unsuccessful attermnpts ot lbsll- E

Faowe?
PRNCTE

neitce and an incréased tolerance to alochol.
o) Petitioner admits being a chemically dependent person. (Petitioner's Testimany).
€} Pefitioner was administered the required abjective test (Momimes/Filkins Tzsy
Driver Risk [aventory or ASUIDS) as & part of an alkohal and drug cvalustion
and the resulis were analyzed therein., L

2 Perit ned @ Treatment Needs Assessment dsted January 25, 2018 by il
%hieh waives the need for further treatment based on the completion
treatment, based an his abstinence since Ociober 20016, based on his lifestyle changes
and based on his non-traditional support program. (Petitioner's Ex #3). Petitioner_had
. previously completed 75 houca i betwcen March 31, 2007 snd
ot June 33,2017 bm‘m provided documents Including
Tre.n'lmeni Verification, Discharge Summary, Continuing Care Plan and Continuing Cace
Status. Petitionsr is cumrently involved in comtinuing care. (Petitioner Ex #2). Petition-
&r's drinking wes caused by using aleghel to socialize with friends. He made significant
changes 1o his life-style by going to church more, watching television and spending time
with his children. Petitioner identified the following as his relupse tripgers: old drinking
friends. Given the aforementicned issue of minimization and given that the Petitinaer
believes that he is curcd and can gusramies that he will nevér drink sgain, the Huring
Crifieer qu i the adequacy of said treatment waiver, .

£
Petitioner's minimization of his drinking history indicates thet the Petitioner has heen
less than successful in identifying and addressing his chemical dependency, nomwith-
standing the treatment provider’s positive prognosis and waivir of further treatment. Pe-
titiener should refum o his treatment provider for the purpose.of addressing these issues
andior assessing the need for edditional treatment. The pmﬂder’a respanse . nust be
sabmitted in writlog at the next formal bearing. 4

1. The Hearing OfMicer finds thet the Potitioner has feiled to establish 8 sufficient supron
program. Petitioner testified that he has antended Bible Study meetings regularly sipee
Decemnber 2014, He stated that he currently atends Bible Study meetings every Saturday
with approximately 10 other people. Petitioner testificd that the meetings have other
members that used to drink and that he has told his story at'these mectings. Petitioner’s
eitendance helps him remain abstinent becavse the other members talk to him about how
his reputation will go dewn if he drinks agnin and because fkey encourage abstinence.
[Petiticner's Festimony). Petitiener hes provided sufficien: ovidence ettesting to his aur-
rent involvement in a church based supportfrecovery system. (Petitioner’s Exhibin #53.
Petitioner elso submitted a cover letter about his support program and how it works for
him. Giwven thei the Peiitioner believes that he has been cused and believes that he xill
never drink again, the Hearing Officer questions the adeguacy of raid support program.
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- . misemphjﬂdb}'”

(Petitioner's Tesrimony).

a}) Petitioner's rogular hours mand deys of employment are Sunday £o Thursday from
6:00 pon 1e G6:00 am.

b) Petitioner lives M mifes from his place of employment.

c) Petitioner currently gets rides to and from waork from co-workers.  Petitiomer

stated that tiey are supposed to be transferring locations at some point in the Fa-
ture [date uncéertain at this time)}. Petitioner siated that he missed work on-occa-
sion due ra his friends not working on those days. Petitioner stated thae he has al-
ready been assessed 3 points due to his attendance and that he will be termineted
when he receives 7 points. Since Petitioner can still continme 1o get ddes to and
from work, the Hearing Officer finds thal there is 2n undue herdship as it per-
tains to emplioyment. [n order to demensirate an undue hardship, there st be
clear and convincing evidence that all other reascnable means of transpora-
ticn are unavailable o the petitioner. The impact on the family unli is 3 valid
consideration. An undue hardship is not shown by the mere fact that lt:u: chriv-
ing privileges are suspended or revaked.

12. There is & need for Petilioner {(andfor all persons living within his houschold andire non-
custodial  prmediate family membes u-ha.. pmum:n by rule) io amend sup-

sasin
Officer finds that there not is an un.dlu: hlm!shrp dl.ll: to his current trlnspn-rlalran arg-
rang ts b Petiti gets rides to his Bible Study elass and beceuse he either
walks his children to school or they get a ride from a neighbor. | Since alterndsive ar-
rangements are svailable, the Hearing Officer finds there is no ynduwe hardship a5 il per-
tains to attending supportfrecovery meetings or for family educational purposes: [n or-
der to demonstrate an undue hardship, there must be clear and convincing evidence
that ail other reasonable seans of ranspectation are unavailable o the pethioner.
The impact an the family unit is a valid consideration. An undue hardship is not
shewn by the mers face that the driving privileges are suspended or revoked, ~

-

13, For the foregoing r¢asons (See Findings of Fact #5, #8, #8%a-b, £9 and #10), Petitionér
has failed to carry his burden of proving thet he has satisfacterily addressed his chémical
dependency and that he would be a safe and responsible deiver if granted driving relief.
As e result, the Heasing Officer finds that the Petitioner should be denied &l driving re-
lief at this time. Petitioner also failed to prove thet he suffers an wndue hardshin &s i1
pertains o employment, to attending supportirecovery meetings and 1o taking ik chil-
dren to schaol,
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ETAT ] LES AP LE:

The authority sections of the IVC (625 ILCS, Act §) relied upon hersin are: 2-101, 2-103, 2-104,
6-205(a)2, 6-205(c), 6-206(c)}, 5-20B(b} andior ¥1-501.1. The suthority seciions of the Rules and
Regulations promulgated by the Secretary are: Chapier 01, 22 1AC, §1001. 10 & seq.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:
I The evidence esteblished that the Petitioner is en alcoholicfchemically dependent parson.

2. The Petitioner failed o carry his burden of proving that he has established an adequate
suppont system in onder to emsure continuous recovery from kis alcoholismichemical de.
pendency. See 92 ML Adm. Code Sec. 1001 .440(b)4) and {g), a5 amended.

3. The Petitioner failed to demonstrate that the denial of the privilege (o drive would impose
‘an undue hardship on his capacity (andfor ali persons living within his housshotd andfor
non-custodial immediate family members when permited by rule) to  attend
support/recovery meetings and to take his children to school for educational courses.

4. The Petitioner dermnonstrated that the denial of the privilege 1o drive would impose an undue
hardship an his capacity to maintain employment. See 92 [Il. Adm. Code Sec. (0011420, as
amended

5. The Petitinners undue hardship with regard to maintzining cmployment is secondar. to the

Secretary of Seate's obligation end duty to protect the public safety and welfare, Ses 92 111,
Adm. Code Secs. 1001.420(d) and §001.430{f), as amended

6, Given the unresolved issues raised hersin (See Finding of Fact #13), the Petitionet failed
1 camry his burden of proving that he would be a safe and responsible driver and *hat he

would not endanger the public safety and welfure, Sec 92 118, Adm. E.‘nde Secs,
1001 .100{q), 1001.420, 1001 430 and 1001 440, as emended.

ATIO

The petition for the issuance of RDP's for emplayment purposes, for supportfrecovery purpmes
and for family educationsl purposes should be DENIED,

BEARING OFFICER
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Depairtment of Human Services OR ' G’NA L L

Alcohol apd Drug Evaluation
Uniform Report

PARY 1. OFFENDER INFORMATION
Offender Name: “
IL Driver's License Mumber or State ID: _

her Yalid Driver's License Number/State:

Home Address: e N

County of Residence: DuPage

- Citizenship: . non-USA Citizen
Telephione Number(sy: .
Date of Birth: (&2 1982 Age: 36
Gender: bale

Race(s): L
Hispanic Origin: .

Primary Languapge: Onher Interpreter Services:  Forcign Language
Marital Status: Mammed

Education Lewvel: Under 7 yeans

Employmest Status: Employed fail fime (unsabsidized)

Crecupation: —

Annual Heusehold Income: i Mumber of Dependents: o

Physical ar Mental Disability: Mot Applicable llrJ.i:lginl.ts Affiliation: Christizn

Emergency Contaci Person: ‘
Contact T-::Iej;hnnu MNumber: _

IMFORTANT NOTICE: The Hlineiz Depanment of Human Services, [Nvision of Substance Use Preventon and Recovery is
reguesting disclosure of informetion thal is necessary 1o acoomplish purposes outlined in the Alcoholism and Other Tireg Abuse apd
Dependency Act {70 ILCS 30001-1). Fajlure to provide this informarion mey result in the suspension of revocation of your license 1o
provide DUI services in [ilinois,
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Alcohol and Drug Evataation Uniform Repord - NS Page 2 of 12
URREN .
i1 Feferral Sooroe: ot

L.z Beginning Dade of Evaloation: 0232019
1% Campletion Dote of Evalostion: 03232009

2.4 Date of Arrest: : 10882018

15 Time of Arresi: O30 PM

2.6 County of Arrest: DubP-ge

2.7 Blood-Alcohel Concontration (BAC) at Time of Arrest: BT

rLE Hesulis of Blood endfor Urine Testing:
Mow Applicable

FE Specify up o five mood slering substances (alteahal/drugs) consemed which led fo this DU arrest {in order of
mosl fo lesst).
Alcohal

2,10 Specify the amount snd thme frame (n which the slcoho! andfor drugs were consumed which led to this DUJ
arrcsi.
orted thar he started drinking a0 srownd 8 em that moming and aver the day until 8 pm, he went 6n 10 report that
he consumed F-B beers and a pint of Hennessy, weighed 115 0bs., fell inlozicated end refuscd chemical testing.

2.4 Diaes the Blood-Alcohel Concentration (BACY for the enrrent arrest correlate with the offender's reported
consumpijon? I no, please explain,

Mr. Mang refused chemical testimg
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Alcolegl and [rrog Evaleaticn Unifecin Repor - - Page 3 ol 12

3

3.2

i3

PART 3. ALCOHOL ANG DEUG RELATHD LEGAL £ DRIVING HISTORY

Prior DUL dispositions incleding boatmg & nd snawmobiling (st ehronologienlly, from first arrest to mast recent,
amd inclede out-of- stalc nrresls):
Drate of Conviction or
Date of Arrest Count Swpervigion BAC

Mot Aapplicabic

fAddiianal duparitions sihonid be isted i an addendum lo the Uniform Report)

Friar stetutery summary or implicd copsent susponsion (may have same arrest date of INUEs listed above):

Eifective Date of
Drate of Arrest Suspensian BAC

DEAGZ0 5 O3 20205 2

rAddirfonal dispositions shoaid be iigred in an addendum ro the Uniform Repor)

Priar reckless driving coavictions reduced frors D UL {imay have same arrest date of ary of susp ton listed
abowe): .

Date of Arrest Dare ol Convictlon BaC
Mot Applicable

{ddditivnal dispositions showuld be Kisted in an addenduim fa the Uniform Report)

Ottrer mlcohol andfor drieg related driving dispositdons by fype and date af arrest as reported hy the offender
aadior ladicated on the driving record (dnclading out-of-stafe dispositions).

Zera Talerance Ifegal Trangportation
Effective Date
Date of Arresi of Suspensinm Dale of Arrest Erate of Conviellan

Mot Applicable Mol Applicable




[Pag= 313 f=1 3 3141

Aleabol and Drug Evaluation Uniform Beport - g Pape 4 of 12
FART 3, ALCOMOL AND DRUG RELATED LEGAL & DRIVING HISTORY (cominued)
is Deseribe any discrepancics between information reported by the offender and information on the driving
record. :

Mos Applicabite :
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“'”I 1 Ihrug Evolustion Uniform Repoc: - QEEEINGY Page 5 of 12

4.1 Apge of Age of First Apge of Yepr of
AlcoholDrug First Use Intaxication Fogular Use Last Use
Abcohol 20 i) 20 2016

Chronolegicnl History Narrative:
Please see Alcohol and Dreg Addendem and Treatmem Mesds Assessment and Wi ver both dased March 23, 2009 for Turiher details

4.2 Beview nay preseription or over-the-counter medication the offender is currendy taking that has the patentia)
for abuse. List the medication, what (I is used far, and how toag it has been taken. Repaort whether the ofMender
haz ever abused medications and whether hefshe has ever llegaily obtatned preseription medication,

Mo Applicable
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Alcahol apd hvog Evalustion Uniform Roport -_-_ Page & of 12
PART 4, SIGNTFICANT ALCOHOL/AMR UG USE HISTORY

4.3 Specify any immediate family member{s) wilh a history ef alcoholism, alcoho! abuse, drug sddictien/s buse, or
any ather preblems refated fo any substance abuse. Srate whether the family member is in frequent contact with
the affender and whether hefshe ks st osing any su bstance,

Mot Applicalile

4.4 Specily any immediate pocr gronp member(s) with a histary of alcohoafism, ofealiol abuse, drup addictinnfabuse,
or any other pro related 10 any substance abusc. State whether the pecr group member {s in freguent
<on et with the offcoder and whether hedshe s still using any substance,

Mot Applicable

4.5 List all dates, locatfons, and charges for which dhe offender has been arrested where substance use, possession,

or delivery was a primary or contributing facter {(incduding sut-ol-sinie dispositians).
‘:nieﬂ any farther substance ab rclated arrests, ide of hiz DU armesas,
4.6 Identify the significant other and suc: asrizs the information obtained in the interview.
{pasronlaowm sinoe 2013) corrobometed all information provided hy“m be e end sccuroe, He went on o Feport
that ippears o have tekes his sddiction sericusly and that he has reade masy positive strides 10 S8y sober, Such 85 atending

church weekly, ineerlng with him 1o discuss daily stress, spending more tme with his fmdly and menaging his finances.

4.7 Provide the names, locations, and dates of any treatment programs reported by the offender.
e thar b= ty plesed 75 bours of substance abuse mnﬂl‘;ﬂ_
Pleass sec Tre Meeds A and Waiver dated Masch 23, 2009 for Further derails,
A8 Frovide the names ol any sell help or sohriery based suppert group participation reported by the affender and

the dates of rolvement.
“mr-rc[-mcd thnt he & nop-traditional suppon sysien through his choreh, sinee he wos smable to find 40 A8 group thar
spesks iz language {Em}-wﬂilw that his church hax contioued 1o be @ stable support systers for bim and his ey
{plense see Treaonenl Meeds Ascesument and Waiver dated March 23, 2009 fior fierther defails].
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PART 4. SIGNIFICANT ALCOHOLMRUG USE HISTORY

49 Has substonce usefabuse negatively impaeted the clieat's majer Jife areas?

mm

Family
TS oo cicd corglaints frem family members host his drisking behoviar in 1he past

Marriage or significant ofher relatonships

‘tpum:d ihal kis wile complained ahoot kis driniing behavior inthe past.

Legal Sratos
‘rqmlﬂtl thai hiz lsense is rewoked as & direct resalt of his DU arrests.

Sacially
‘ reporied past nssocjstions who abused aleohnd, -

Yacationalwork
Mot Applicatle

Feonomic status
‘na reperied thal he wag finansially ireecponeible as o dircct rezult of his excessive drinking hahits in the past,

Physically/Herlth
‘rqmnudpasl‘ 1S « st Blesh amd st episodes of pESSEe o
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Alcahol snf Drug Evaluntion Unifarm Report - m Pape 8 of 12

PART 5. QGBIECTIVE FEST INFORMATHIN

% Mortirmer/Filkins — Score: Category:

5.2 ASUDS-R] Risk Level Guidelines - Seore:r 4 Category:  High
53 Driver Risk Inventory (DRI) Scalcs and Risk Ranges:
i Validity Scaie:
Alcahol Senle:
Driver Risk Scale:
TDirugs Scalo:
Stress Coping Abilities Scale:
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Alcohal and Drup Evaluation Uniforie Repori - RIS Page 9 of 12
PART i CRITERIA FOR SUBSTANCE USE DISDRDER
6.1 Tdentily any Substance Use Disorder Criteria ocourring within 3 12 month period. This may be done

wiing the offender’s currend presentaiion ar & past episode far which the offesder is currenlly assested as beimg
in remission. Cne symptem will resulan a Maderate Risk Level classification. Twao or three avtmp tems will
respll in @ Significant Risk classification. Four or more symploms will vesubi in 3 High Risk clgssification.

Alcobol or drugs are taken in lasger amounts or over a longer perod than infended.

; B

[ Thems is a pessistent desire or unsuccessiol effors bo oot down or control sleahol or drug use.

-4 -A great deal of tine is spent in activities necessary ta obtain, use, or recover from he effects of alechol or
drerg use,

F Craving, or a strong desire or urge 1o use sicohol or drugs.

7 Becumeni sloohol or drug use resulting in a feilure 1o ful [I1P major role obligatinns at waork, school, or hame.

= Continued sleohol or drug use despile having persisient or recurment social or incrpersonal problems caused

Y or caaccrbaled by the elfects of aleohol or drogs.

=g Impariznt, social, occupsational, of recrestional activities are given up or reduced because of alcohel or dnig
[E8
Recurrent aloohal or drug uss in siteations in which it is physically hazardous.

paLyl

= Adcohol or drug wse is comtinued despite knowledge of having a pessistend or recurrent physical or

: psychobogical problem that iz likely Ly have been o d or expcerbated by alcohal o drugs. .

e Tolerance - Either a need for markedly increased amounts of aleokol of dnigs o achicve inloxication or fhe
desired effect, or a markedly diminished effect with continued use of the same amoun! of aleahol or drgs.

= Withdrawal - As manilcsted by sither the charecteristic withdrawa! syndrome for alcohol ar drogs, or alcobel
or dougs are laken 1o relieve or avoid withdiawals.

&2 IT the affender moels Substance Use Dserder Criteria based an n past episode and is pow assessed as being in

remilssiom, ldentify and describe the specifler (hat reflects the afTender's enrrond giatus.,

Current Status: Surstavirsed Remisidon

. SRS <! rcporicd being sober since Octobes 9, 2016, through the support of his church. He successfully compleled
subslance shuse counseling and sufficiently demonstrated how his nen-traditional support sysiem works for him (please cee
Treatmenl Needs Assessment and Waiver dated March 23, 2019 for further details).

603 Has the affender ever et Sobstance Uge Diserder Criferin by history bt and ks now considered recovered (ne
current Substance Use Disorders)? I yes, plensc explain when the criteria were met and why it is not elinically
sigmificont for the purpoescs of 2 corrent risk assessment, The explanadtan must inclode the leoglh of time since
the last eplscde, the total duratien of ihe episade, and sny need for continued evaluation or manitoring.

| Please see Treatmend Meads Assessment and Waiver dated March 23, 2009 for Further delails.
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Alcohal and Drug Evaluation Undform Bepart - q Fage 10 of 12
PART 7, OFFEMDER REHAVIOR

7.1 Were the olfender’s behaviar and responses consistont, reliable, and man-cvaiive?

wes

7.z Identify indications of any significant physical, emotionalfimenta] healih, or psychiatric disorders.

Mot Applicable ’

T3 Identify any speciel assistance provide:2 to the offender in srdeér to complefe the evaluation.

aks Burmesc and brought his pastor TS i (runclale for hion. (s zis0 #n intricate part of SR
WY, - traditional support system.

T4 Where was the offerder interview conducted?
Licensed Site
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Alchol and Drug Evaluation Uniform Report - TGP Page 11 of 12
EART 8 CLASSIFICATION

a.1 Classification;

HIGH RISK: Four or mers symploms of a Substnce Use Disorder (regardless of driving record); ANCVOR withia the ren vear

pericd prior o the date of the most cument {thied of subsequent) amest, any combinaion of we prior conviciions o coun ordered
supervisions foe DU, or prior stanusory summary suspensions, or priar reckless driving convictions reduced from DU, resulting
from separaie incadents.

8.l

Discuss how corrobarative information from both the Interview and the abjective test elther correlates or does not
eorrelate with the information obtalaed from the DUT slenbolid rag offeader,

mcnrrd:mled all informstion provided mlﬂ be troe and accurate, In pddition, his ASUDS-R score was 4"
which is sensistent with his High Risk {dependent) clessification and his corvent dingnosis of Alechol Use Disorder, Severs
(F10.20).

FART 9, MINIMAE REQUIRED INTERVENTION
.1 Minimal ‘lniumiinm

HIGH RISK: Completion of a minimum of 75 hours of subsiancs sbuse treatment; and upon completion of any and all necessany
treatmient, and, after discharge, active on going paticipation in all activities specified in the cestinaing Sae plan,

2 The offender was relerred as follows:

There are no further treatment recommendalions al this vime (pleaze see Trealment Necds Agsessment and Waiver dated March
23, 2019 for further details).
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Alcohol and Drug Evatoeation Uniforme Report - q Page §2 ol 12
EART 10, VERIFICATION
i ] inf] tion:
Mame:
Address: -
Telephone Nomber:

Licemse Mumber:
Evalnator Namc:

SR
L
—
i —
T
N
S

Evaluator Credentials:

Exvalpator Verifieation:
Under penalty of perjury, I affirm that 1 have accuralely summarized the data collecied and reguired in erder
ia complele this evaivation.

Signamm-. Daie; 3 J}Q?) f) | J?

. Offender Verifieation:

The informabion I have provided for this evaluation is troe and correet. 1 have read the information contained
in this Aleohol and Drog Evaluation and its recommendatisns have been cxplained.

o S e 3122179

PART 11, DISPOSITHMY
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ORIGINAL

ALCOHOL AND DRUG ADDENDUM TO UNIFORM REPORT

farch 23, 2019

Minois Secretary of State

Department of Administrative Hearirgs
Howlett Building

Springfield, IL 62756

R

DOE;
DL o

DUI ARREST INFORMATION:

10/08/2016 (age: 34): R <ot that he started drinking at around B am that marning
and over the day until & pm, consuming approximately 7-8 beers and a
pint of Hennessy (the equivalent of 16 standard drinks). He went on to
report that he welghed 115 [bs., felt intoxiceted and refused chemical
testine. YJIIFurther shared that he left home with his children
{ages: 3 and 4] to go to the store, when he was nvalved in an accident
and drove through a store windsw [no physical injuries reparted).

NOTE: Although — refused chemical testing, based an
what he reported consuming, if he had submirtted to
chemical kesting, his BAC would have been approximately
-21. This information appears to be consistent with a person
wha admits to drinking to intoxication and no minimiation
is indicated.

0604,/ 2015 {age: 32): parted consuming approximately one pint of Henressy and

2 bears {the equivalent of 10 standard drinks), over 3-4 hours, weighed
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OTHER S3UBSTANCE ABUSE RELATED ARRESTS:

NOMNE REPORTED

ALCOHOL USE HISTORY:
2002 (age: 20): _reported his first consumption of alcohol.
2002 - 2012 {ages: 20 — 30): reported consuming approximately one pint of

whiskey and I-2 beers twice a week.

2013 — 10/08/16 (ages: 30-34): S o ted dinking daily, ¥ pint of whiskey after work
{4 days a weak) and consuming a pint of whiskey and 1-2 beers
on his days off (3 days a week).

100816 — PRESEMT: _repoﬂ:s ehstinence,

NOTE: WY dcnicd any use of lllicit drugs past and/or present. He also reported
abstinence fram alcohol during his treatment experiences.

Respectiully submitted,
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ORIGINAL

TREATMENT NEEDS ASSESSMENT AND TREATMENT WAIVER | -

March 23, 2019

lilinois Secretary of State

Department of Administrative Hearings
- Howlett SBuilding

springfield, IL 62756

Rer:
DOB:
D.L.:

Mr._is 2 36-year-old, married {10 vears), Asian {Burmese} male, with two children
{ages: 5 and 7], who presented himsell 1o this ageacy on March 23, 2012 to be assussed for
drivtng relief at his last hearing held on February 7, 2018 He reported working as

and explained that he needs a license to travel for work and to care for his young children,

where public transportation is scarce. was on time for his appointment, his
appearance was neat, and he maintained geood eye contact, appropriate demeanor, pood
posture and speech.  n addition, zgreed to participate in a8 compliete review of his

arrest history, lifestyle (both past and present), and changes in his lifestyle and attitude since his
last substance abuse related arrest. Finalh-,— appeared to be open to the process and
appeared to accept responsibility for his actions without frivstration or blame.

— hias & history of two DUl anrests, with the most recent DU occurring on Dctober 8,
2016, in the State of Minois. W dcnicd any out-of-state DUY amrests andfor any other
alcohol/drug related arrests in any state. IR s 5 sclf-admitted slcohalic who provided
documentation that he completed 75 hours of substance abuse counseling at
(06/23717), where he received a favorable prognosis at discharge. The purpose of this
assesement is to:

Ta determine if his wreatment experience was successful since It was completed at
another sgency

To determine If he fully understands the nature of his alcoho! probiem

To determine the strength of his current non-traditional sopport system

To determine what significant lifestyle changes he has made since becoming sober

To determine his current recidivism risk

LI ]

SUBSTANCE USE BACKGROUND:

-emr‘led being born tn Myanmas, a country in Southeast, Asia. He reported being
raised by his parents as an only child, both of whom died when he was young. t

L
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.

on 1o share that his rmother died when he was B years old and his father died when he was 15
vears old, folowing which he reported being rzised by his uncle,

Az a youwng child, [ained how his cauntry was o pariah state and under the rule of
military leaders who exercised foreed labor on ite cilizens. He went on to explain how this
military. rule, praohibited him. from going to school after the fourth grade and involuntarily. . _
pushed him inta forced labor, -tcpurh:d how he was forced to heavy carry bags for

the military for miles, one village to the next, until fleeing his country te Malaysia at the age of

20.

Upron _an‘ival in Malavsia, he reported his first consurmption of alcohal, to alleviate
stress and as a way of sedializing with others. He went on to report that his drinking was not
fraquent, because he needed to work to make money to flee next to the United States.

While living in mlavsia.-repmtad meecting his wife, Prior ta arriving in the United
States, he reported the enset of marital problems related to his drinking (e, staying out too
late, coming home Intoxicated, etc.}. shared how he dismissed his wife's feelings for
many years and continued to live the way he wanted to in a selfish manner,

In 20!3,-repod‘ed the opportunity to come ta the United States for refuge. Upcn his
arrival, e reported finding work to suppoert his family that required little knowledge of the
English language. He further expiained that 25 he began working and meeting other refugees,
his drinking escalated as he continued ta use zlcohol as 8 social lubricent and to alleviate daily
tite stressors. I shared that it was not long before he was drinking daily. This drinking
behavior, he reported, caused & great amount of discord between him and his wife; however, he
continued drinking and justifying his behavior because he never missed work.

Following (P first OUt arcest [2015), he reported that his wife raised concerns again
about his drinking, but that he ignored them. Instead, he explained how he continued to drink,
despite the problems his use of alcohol was causing in his life, until he was arrested for his
second DU {2016). i was not untll that arrest that eparted feeling ashamed of his
actions and dizappolnted about his drinking behavior. As a result, he reported that he
immediately began attending church with his family and met with the pastor for assistance.
Since that lime-repnrted that he came to terms with the fact that he was indecd an
alcoholic whe could not drink sueccessfully,

DIAGNOSISCLASSIFICATION:

Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe {F10.20) High Risk [dependent)

DS 5 CLINICAL CRITERA:

After speaking with -each of the cinical criteria outlined in the DSM 5 was reviewed,
with regards to his past alcohol use and the negative effects he experienced, and he admitted to
the folowing:

+ Alcohol or drugs are taken in larger amouats or over a longer peried than intended
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* There is persistent desire or unsuccessful efforts to cut down or control alcohol or
drug use

+ A great deal of time is spent in activities necessary 1o obtain, use, or recover from the
etfects of alcohol or drug use

= Cravings, or a strong desire or urge 1o use alcohol or drugs
Recurrent alcohol or drug use resulting in a failure 1o fwifilf major reole obligations -at
work, school or hame .

* Continued afcohol or drug use despite having persistent or recurrent social or
interpersanal problems caused or exacerbated by the effects of alcohol or drugs

= Important secial, occupational, or recreational activities are given up or reduced
becauvse of alcohol or drug wse
Recurrent alcohal or drug vse in situations which it is physically hazardouws

= Increased tolerance

= Withdrawal

In addition to these ciinical swrnpfoms, Mr. Mang also reported a history of the fodbonering
indicators of substance abuse:

= Hangowvers
= Episodes of blacking out
= Episodes of passing out

This infermation did appear to be consistent with rt.':pm-t-l'.'-cl alcohol use pattern, his
current diagnaosis of Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe [F10.20) and his current High Risk [dependent]

classification as well,

TREATM ENT EXPERFENCE:

P revi ud'l-ﬁum'ﬁﬁ-ﬂ? commpleted 75 hours of substance abuse counseling a
iiﬂﬁfﬂilﬂ_ with a favorable prognesis, where he reported learning the following
information through his treatment experience:

The disease of addiction belng cunning, baffling and powerful
The importance of having a relapse prevention plan

Being honest about his triggers

What it means to have an sddiction

LI B I ]

Further discussion with (IR revealed that he realized during treatment that the following
are his triggers for relapse:

= Socialiring
» Stress

puring treastment, LD reported that he learned the most important way 1o combat his

triggers would be to stay closely connected with athers who support his sobriety. As a result, he
reported that he is not ashamed tu talk to others about his triggers,
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While engaged in treatment, ‘rq:-nrted that 12 step programming was Fequired;

howewer, because he ceuld not find an Alcoholics Anonymous (AA), where his langusge was

spoken (Bunmesal, he developed a non-traditional support system through his church,
ravided several lenters attesting to his abstinence from alcohol, as well as those involved

im his suppart system. Each letter provided sdeguate informetion corrabarating

claims that he_has.been abstinent since. October 9, 2016 and that he is actively involved. in

church to enhance his continued sobriety. .

SIGNIFICANT LIFESTYLE CHANGES:

With regards to—daisiﬁﬂlﬂm tevel and diagnosiz, it was important for this writer to
exarmine what [if any) significant lifestyle changes he made since his lzst alcohol-related arrest
and most recent treatmant experience up until this point. Since that time, he reparted making
significant lifestyle changes, which induede:

Devaloped a relapsa preavention plan

Has remained abstinent from alcohal since October 9, 2016

Has developed & non-trmitional support system thraugh his church

Mo longer associates with his old drinking friends

Spends more time with his tamily engaging Tn non-aiconoi related activities
Attends church twice a week

Makes better decisions/cholcas

[

« & & & 8 8

Todw,'-repurts no continued problems with alcohol, He want on to explain that he
spends most of his free-time enzaging in non-alcohel related activities and now understands
how his past drinking behavior couid have teken a much more serious turn for the worst if he
had seriously infured or killed someone. reported being thankful for the apportunity
to grow and mature. Because _ﬂai been able to avoid any further slcohol-related
problems and remain abstinent from alcohol, through the assistance of his non-traditional
support systemn (church), it does nat appear that he would benefit fram any further treatment at
this time. He appears to have taken his arrests seriously and made appropriate |ifestyle changes. _

WAIWER EMPLANATION:

In conclusion, it appears thmmhas continued to implement the necessary changes ta
avoid recidivisrn and appears to be appropriately classified as High Risk (dependent] and
properly disgnosed with Alcohol Use Disorder, Severe (F10.20).). Furthermore, it dass not
appear that WP would benefit from any further treatment at this time doe to the

following reasons:

* He has provided adequate decuem entation attesting to his abstinence

* He has provided adequate documentation attesting to his non-traditional support
system . B

= Me has been able to abstain from zlcohol, utilizing his non-traditional support system

# He wag able to articulate significant information he learned through his treatment
experience )

* He has been able o live a non-problematic lifestyle for the fast 2+ years
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= He has not had any further substance abuse related arrests/problems for the last 2+
years

Therefore, it does apprar that WY has reduced his risk of recidivism and it is
; recommended that he continues to surround himself with others who are conducive to his new
lifestyvle. and recovery. In conclusion, it is the. opinien of this evaluator that based on the

evidence provided by —ﬂi&t ro further treatment is necessary at this time and further
trzatmant is hereby wadved.

Respectfully submitted,
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ORIGINAL

RESPONSE TO DENIAL

Miarch 23, 2019

ilinois Secretary of State
Department of Administrative Heviings
Howlett Building

Springfield, IL 62756

re: S
DOB:
DLt

hor. - is a 36-year-cld, married {10 years), Asian [Burmese)} male, with two children
{ages: 5 and 7), who presented himself to this agency on March 23, 2019 to be assessed
following formal hearing he attended on February 7, 2018, where he was denied driving relief.
As a result, a new Uiniform Report and Treatment Needs Assessment and Waiver were
completed all dated RMarch 23, 2019, including this Response to Denial Order to address the
Hearing Dfficer's concerns. The following are IR osponses:

5 Aftar speaking with regarding his testimony about what he cansuomed
the night of his L)1 arrests, he reported minimizing his usage as a result of a
cubtural barrier.  With the assistance of his translator [his pastor wha runs a
refugee church), he explained that within his Burmese culture, it is
“irn pelite/insulting” to abusively consume alechol and his pastor confirmed this
information. Cultwrally, his pastor shared that it would be more af an insult to
admit to abusing alcohol vs. minimizing his drinking behavior when asked. As a
result, eported being dishonest to avoid being “rrdefinsulting. ™
After meeting with this writer, he was informed that jn the United States [u.s)
being dishonest for any resson, especially in this capacity, would be considered
“rude/Inappropriate.” In addition, this writer alse explained to him that being
dishanest with the Hearing Officer, also called his credibiiity, the strength af his
continued scbriety and support system all into question, due to the American
belief that if & person cannot be honest, then hefshe cannot work an “hanest
and sustaining” program of recovery, traditional or nol. -app-&a-rad
sincerely apclogetic for his actions, reiterating that he did not want 1o “insult”
the Hearing OHices and did not understand American cultuwral beliefs regarding

L - .
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the connection of honesty [in this capacity} and sustained sobriery. He
appeared remorseful for his actions.

further discussion with/ Y revealed that following his second DUY arrest,
he was aware that he was an alcoholic whe could not caonsume aleohal in
moderation and that this within itself was “rudefinsulting™ to his family, his
church and his value and belief systems. At the time of that arrest in 2016, S
ﬂealﬂainﬁl that he was so intoxicated that he put his car in the wrong gaar
and drove through a storefront window with his children in the car.  He
appeared very remorseful for his actions, sharing that following that incident, he
vowed to never drink again and took it as a sign from God that his children and
no one else was injured. Since that time, he reparted turning to his family and
his church congregetion for holp with his alcoholism. went an to
report confessing to his addiction and through their support e reparted being
zble to remain abstinent from alcohol. R cxplained that he is no ionger
embarrassed sbout being an alcoholic and feels relieved that his familly and his
church are aware that he has an addiction, because they row know how to
support him and encourage his continued abstinence.

With regards to what_ consumod the hight of s DU arrests, he
reposted the following information ta be a mare accurate depiction of what he
consumed on both cccasions now thet he realizes the importance-of being fully
forthright:

10/08/2016 (age. 34): WEEERN-cporied that he started drinking at around 8
am that maming and over the day untll & pm,
consuming approximately 7-B beers and a pint of
Hennessy {the equivalent of 16 standard drinks). He
wentl on to repert that he weighed 115 |bs, felt
intoxicated and refused chemical testing.
further shared that he left home with his children [ages:
3 and &} 1o go to the store, when he was involved in an
accident and drove through a store window (na physical
injuries reported),

06/04/2301% (age: 32): “ repofted consuming approximately one pint
of Hennessy and 2 beers [the equivalent of 10 standard
drinksl, ewver 34 howrs, weighed 115 Ibs., felt
fritoxicated and had a BAT registering at .26. He
reported drinking at home and was headed to pick up a
triend when he was stopped for swerving.

In addition, - also admits to being intoxicated on numerous cocasfons

prior to both DU arrests, as well as driving under the influence on many

occasions prior to both DU arrests,

Again, SN =rorted that his minimization was an attempt of him to not
be "rude/insulting” based wpon his own culturalfvalue belief system. Since
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being denied, he appeared to now wnderstand how his dishonesty was
inappropriate and made him appear less credible. As a resulr, 3 new Alcahol
and Drug Addendum was completed [dated BMarch 22, 2019, which he reported
to be a much more asccurate depiction of his past abuse of alcohol. In the year
priar to both DUD arrests, he reported the following drinking pattemn:

= daily drinking: 4 pint of whiskey after work (4 days 3 wesk]} and
consuming a pint of whiskey and 1-2 beers on his days off (3 days a
week)

is a wery smalf sized man {averaging weight: 115 lbs.), making his
reported daily consumption of alcohol consistent with a person who admits to
abusing _alcohol and who admits to dally intoxication. Despite the cuftural
barrier,g: also aware that he was dishonest and how that behavior is
unsettiing wilthin ony culture, incleding his awn. He appeared very remorseful
for his past testimony at his last hearing. .

Y 11 ributes his statement that he could "guarantee” his continued
sobriety, the fault of his continued cultural barrier. Culturally, it would be
shamafisl for him to not state with certainty that he will never drink again;
however, he now realizes that within American culture, a person cannat
“guorantes” his or her own sobriety; morecver, that an individual can enly
recover one day at a time. -

‘ppe&r\ed 1o make that connection very easily, because he explained
how attending church and Bible study weekly has become the most intricate
part of his day to day recovery. He went on to explain bow attending church,
meeating with his pastor regularly, sharing openly in Bible study, talking openly
about his daily life stressors with his close friends has been a constant reminder
how unproductive his drinking behavior was and how it went against bis own
cuitural, valua and belief systems that “one should not abusefover-indulgs in
alcohol.™ -app&ared clear that thera is ne “cure” for alcohalism;
however, he appeared fully aware that il he stays closely connected to his
support system, his chaneces for continued sobriety are enhanced,

L - - o rtect that he was somewhat confused when being asked about
his past symptomns of alcohel abuse due to his langusge barrier [spesks
Burmese]. Since then, this writer amnd refully reviewed the DS S
symptoms of Alcohol Substance Use Disorders, as well as Indicators of
substance abuse through the assistance of his translator {his pastor]. As a
result, he admitted to experiencing the following symptoms prioe to his fast DU
arrest:

- Alcohol or drugs are taken in larger amownts or over a longer pesiod than

intended
=  There is persistent desire or unswecessful efforts to cut down or control

alcohol or drug use
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- A great desl of time is spent in activities necessary to obtain, use, or
recover Ffrom the effects of alcohol or drug use

- Cravings, or a strong desire or urge 1o use alcoholor drugs

=  Recurrent alcohol or drug use resulting in a faiure to fulfill major role
obligations at work, school or home

= . Continuved alcoho! or drug use despite hawing persistent or recurrent
social or interpersonai prabiems caused or exacerbated by the effects of
alcohal or drugs

- Important sacdial, occupational, or recreational activities are given up ar
reduced because of alcobol or drug use

- Recurrent alcohol or drug use in situations which It is physically
hatardous

- Increased tolerance

- withdrawal

In addition to thesz gfinica! spmpfoms, _also reported a hdstory of the

following indicators of substance abuse:

- Many hangovers
] Fpizodes of biacking out
- Episodes of passing cut

This information sppears to be consistent with someane who admits to having 2
sarious problem with alcohel and one who cannet consume alcohal in
moderation. _ reporied that he learmed during treatment the ressons
why he abused alechol and learned what he needed to do to avold consuming
alcohol. As a result, he developed a non-traditional suppart system of recovary
through his church, Biblical beliefs, family members and dlose friends.

Again, * minimization throughout his [ast hearing was based on his
cultural belieffvalue system and how his intent was to aweid being “rude” to the
Hearing Officer.  Since being denled, he reported that he is clear how his
dishonesty and minimization was vnproductive and not consistent with a person
who reports to have sddressed his abusive drinking nor 2 persan who realizes
that he cannot consume alcohol successfully (please see Uniform Report,
Treatment Needs Assessment and Waiver and Aleoh ol and Drug Addendum - all
dated March 23, 2019 for further details).

S i = refugee from Myanmar, who does not speak the English language
{speaks Burmese) and who migrated to the United States in 2013. He works

currenthy as a where hiz lack English skills are not needed for his
curfent position. eported that there is a threat to his current
employment, due to being late to waork depending on rides from others. if he
were to lose his job, reported that it would be a hardship for him and

hiz family due to the lack of transportation available in the suburbs where he
resices MENENEEER). As o result, he reported that It is necessary for him to
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maintzin his employment so that he can support his wife and tweo small
childran, .

CONCLUSION/RATIONALE:

It appears tl‘mt- has appropriately addressed all necessary issues with the Secretary of
State. This evalvator has extensively reviewed all documents presented by him and his self-
report to address these spedific issuesfeoncerns and it appears thatiJJJIR v derstands the
importance of being honest and dear with his responses so that the Hearing Officer can make
an appropriate assessment of his current risk 1o public safety. He appeared to be open and
forthright with disclosing all information regarding his past alcohol use and behavioral changes
he has made. Furthermore, [l sppears to be at a low rizk to re-offend currently due to
his ability to successfully abstain from aleohsal since his last DU arrest through the support of his
church, family and friends who know him well. If you should have any further questions, piease
do not hesltate to contact me at (312) 263-1131.
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JESS5E WHITE
SECRETARY OF STATE

STATE OF ILLINOIS

IN THE MATTER OF THE REVOCATION OF THE

Dﬂw DRIVING PRIVILEGES Fice vo. (I
or
DRIVER'S LICENSE N ummuz—

ORDER

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Recommendations of the Hearing Officer,
—n the above captioned case have been read and examined; and,

WHEREAS, the record has been reviowed; and,

WHEREAS, the Findings of Fact and Conelusions of Law are correct and are hereby adopted as the

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of | .aw of the Sccretary of State (“Scoretary™); and,

WHEREAS, the rulings of the Hearing Officer on the admission of evidence and all motions were

comrect and are hereby concurred in by the Secretary; and,

WHEREAS, the Secretary adopts the recommendations of the Hearing Officer;

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That pursvant to the Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law, and the Recommendations of the Hearing Officer, the petition for the reinstaterment
of full driving privileges is herehy DENIED; however, the petitian for issuance of a Restricted Driving
Permit (“RIDP} for: employment purposes for driving to and from work andfor while perferming job
related duties for his primary employer,

60007, e for supportfrecovery servizes for attending no more than five (3) moetings per week is hereby
GRANTED; days, hours and other conditions of which are to be established by verification.

Any permit issued under this Order shall expire no later than (12} months from the date of the
issuance of the first permit under this Order.  Additionally, this Ovrder is based upon the Petitioner’s
driving record at the time of this hearing and it is subject to the subscguent receipt of any report of
conviction or other notice that would result in the loss of driving privileges maki;lg, the Pctitioner

ineligible for the relief granted.

This Order is not to be consirued as an authorization o operate a motor vehicle, Petitionsr must
meet any and all requirements of the Office of the Secretary as well as all of the terms and conrditions
of the Breath Alcohol Tgnition Interlock Device Program, and be in I=c=|:||3iplr of said RDP, prior to the

operation af any motor vehicle,










