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Introduction

#iThe Road Safety Monitor (RSM) is an
annual public opinion survey, funded by
Transport Canada, Brewers of Canada,
Toyota Canada.

filt examines:

# what Canadians see as priority road safety
Issues and their concerns;

1 their views about how to deal with these
problems;

#t what they know and don’t know about safe
driving practices,;

21 how they behave on the highways. &
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Introduction

#The RSM includes a set of
guestions that are asked each year
(7t edition), including questions

about drinking and driving In
Canada.

fiInformation on trends In attitudes,
opinions and behaviour becomes
avallable.
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Method

FiSurvey reguired an average of
15min to complete.

filt was administered by telephone

to a random sample of Canadian
drivers (filter guestion).

#L|t was stratified by province and
welghted using gender and age.

¢L11,238 drivers completed the
Interview In September 2007.
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Background: Drinking and Driving
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Background: Drinking and Driving

# persons killed in traffic crash involving a
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The Easy Gains?

£t Many experts agree that these
declines during 90s can be traced
primarily to socially responsible

Individuals:

Mthey were drinking and driving less
often;

fithey were consuming less alcohol if
they did drink and drive.
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Into the New Millennium

iICompared to 90s,
progress basically halted
as we entered the new

millennium.

fiISame pattern holds for all
the reliable indicators we
have.




Progress Halted or Increase in Crashes

21Crash data alone are not sufficient

to answer this question:

#t Increase from 815 in 2004 to 851 in 2005 may
be random; e.qg., perhaps 2006 data will turn
out to be lower than 815 (cf. jump In 2003 to
902).

#t Such random fluctuations may mask true
trends.

#t Delay in data collection.
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The Problem Today

fiDespite progress, the problem
persists at unacceptable
levels and may be on the
verge of increasing.

f1GIven these statistics, It IS not
surprising to find that
drinking and driving Is
anything but uncommon.
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Drinking and Driving

#17.6%0 of Canadians report they have
driven at least once In the past thirty
days within two hours of drinking any

amount of alcohol.

¥18.2%0 of Canadians report they had
been driving at least once Iin the past
12 months when they thought they
were over the legal limit.
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Drinking and Driving

#18.290 represents 1.8 million
Canadians!

#iThe vast majority of trips when

the driver thought he/she was
over the legal limit (89%06) were
accounted for by only 4.8% of
all drivers.
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Hard Core Drinking Drivers

#iThis finding suggests the problem is
mainly (i1.e., not exclusively) one of a
small group of offenders.

P

hese are known as hard core

drinking drivers — they repeatedly
drink and drive with high blood
alcohol concentrations.
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Trends In Drinking and Driving

%6 who report driving within 2 hours after

drinking any amount of alcohol M Decline
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2003
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Trends In Drinking and Driving

%0 who report driving when they thought they
were over the legal limit in past 12 months

fiDecline
1998-2004

dilincrease In

2005 andin
2006 andin
2007

FiSuggests an
upward
trend

1998 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Note: 1998 data include only drinking drivers age 18 and over
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concern

Level of concern about social Issues

(2006) #182906 are
Very or
extremely
concerned

Drinking and Driving
Price of Gas
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Road Safety . ¥iHas not
Health Care System . changed
Aiine Safety . since 2001:
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concern

#Respondents were also asked to
Indicate their level of concern about
a variety of road safety Issues.

#iCanadians also regard drinking and
driving as the most serious road
safety Issue.

P12007: 87%0 see It as a very serious or
extremely serious problem.
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concern

Level of concern about road safety issues
(2007)

Drinking Drivers
Running Red Lights
Street Racing
Excessive Speeding

Cell Phones

Child Safety Seats
Distracted Drivers
Drowsy Drivers
Childrenand ATV's
Elderly Drivers

Young Drivers

Percent Very or Extremely Serious Problem i t
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concern

#iCanadians who are not concerned
about the iIssue of drinking and
driving are far more likely to report
driving while they thought they

were over the legal limit. Cf. 2006
data:

L Those who are not concerned: 2196
report drinking and driving;

! Those who are concerned: 8% report
drinking and driving.
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Law and Law Enforcement

fLPublic’s perception:

f1Canadians overestimate chance of
getting caught by the police when

drinking and driving — mitigates
their concern;

11T caught, not arrested or no license
suspension;
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Law and Law Enforcement

fLPublic’s perception:

#1|f charged and arrested, no
conviction;

s 1f convicted, only a nominal
sanction that will do little to change
behaviour.

FiCanadians don’t have a lot of
confidence in the criminal justice
system.
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Law and Law Enforcement

#iThe perceived lack of effectiveness
and efficiency partly explains the
high level of concern about

drinking and driving.

fLIt may also explain the behaviour
of drinking-drivers, and the high
prevalence of drinking and driving.
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Profile

#iDrinking driving Is typically
assoclated with:

#t being male;

#t believing that the problem of drinking and
driving Is a small one;

#t believing that drinking and driving does not
necessarily increase the risk for a collision;

2t a history of traffic tickets (excluding parking
tickets);

2t lower levels of concern for road safety In

general. &
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Profile

Percent of levels of confidence about maintaining control of
vehicle when driving within 2 hours after drinking
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Profile

¥iMajority stated they were not
confident (96.6%0 answered 1, 2 or
3);

fiComparable results for those who

drove when they thought they
were over legal limit (95.1%0);

¥iSuggests that drinking drivers may
not fully understand the risk of a
collision associated with this
behaviour.
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Level of Support for Countermeasures

fRespondents were asked to indicate
their level of support for various

actions against drinking and driving:
#* mandatory use of ignition interlock devices for

persons convicted for impaired driving;

#t 3 test of physical coordination in case the driver
IS suspected of being impaired;

2t Immediate impoundment of the vehicle of a
driver who fails a breath test;

#t more police spot checks;
#t l[owering the legal limit. j
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Level of Support for Countermeasures

Ignition Interlock

Immediate Impoundment

Tests of Physical Co-ordination

More Spot Checks

Lower Legal Limit
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Level of Support for Countermeasures

fIMajority of Canadians
endorse first four actions.

fiLowering legal limit garnered
lowest level of support.

fiThis pattern Is consistent
over several years.
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Level of Support for Countermeasures

#1Being more concerned about drinking
and driving implies more support for
all actions, except for lowering the
legal limit.

fiCompare to 2006 data:

#t Those who report they have driven within two
hours of drinking any amount are less likely to
support lowering the legal limit (996 vs. 27%0).

£t However, 73%0 of those who report not to drive
after drinking any amount do not support

lowering the limit. C
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Conclusion

#iCanada has a drinking and driving
problem:

figeneral decreasing trend in number of
persons killed in crashes involving a

drinking-driver;

ffmuch of the decrease occurred during
the 1990s;

ftnumber of persons killed remains high;

13 large number of drinking-drivers drive
on Canadian roads.
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Conclusion

#LIt Is too premature to draw
definitive conclusions about
the trends regarding this

Issue, but It Is clear that
progress has halted!

fiCanadians have good reasons
to be concerned...and
are ! A DRIVING FORCE FOR SAFETY




Conclusion

#20ne of the reasons explaining their
level of concern may be their
perception of the law and law

enforcement.

fiCanadians are supportive of a variety
of countermeasures.

#iLowering the legal limit garnered the
lowest level of support.
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Solutions

f2\We need measures
that will:

siprotect the public;
fichange behaviour.




Solutions

IMany such effective
programs have already been
Introduced in Canada (e.g.,

Ignition interlocks, vehicle
Impoundment, treatment).

MBill C-2
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Finally...

The hard core should be a
preKtY. for drinking-drving

coURErNEASURES:

BUT Y ReNNEZRSISHEUIETHINS
exclude ourfocus on “social
drinkers” or young drivers.
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www.trafficinjuryresearch.com
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