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EU drink-driving road toll

0 EU road fatalities are alcohol-related =
related fatalities annually

road toll can be estimated at
ity = € 200 billion annually

nce, the EU cos ink driving can be
ated at € 50 billion per annum

oX. 75% of alcohol—rélated fatalities are caused
rdcore drinking drivers (BAC >1.5 g/1), which
es down to 7,500 fatalities

otal number of high-BAC drivers within the
be estimated at 1.0-1.5% of all drivers = 3 to
4.5 million drivers

" @ The proportion of intoxicated professional drivers

involved in road accidents is not estimated for the
EU, but is approx. 6% in Finland (TraFi, 2012).




<

Senefits and cost of alcohol interlocks

1dies show that alcolocks for offenders

ink driving by approx. 70%

)% of EU hardcore drinking drivers

ve an alcolock-installed vehicle:

 number of alcolc ould be 300,000-450,000 (1.0-1.5%)

e annual number of road fatalities would be reduced by approx.

0

00 lives would be saved annually
e nnual cost of the road toll would be reduced by approx.
i

nnual cost of the alcolocks can be estimated at
3 ) x € 2,000 =

The \ al benefits of alcolocks for offenders would
exceed the cost by a factor 4.

= For professonial drivers this factor would probably be
close to 1.




: alcolock legislation in place in the UK, but no
mentation plans |

on French programme from Annecy to other regions
-scale pilot in NL + preparation of alcolock legislation

gian alcolock legislation in place

= start of Dutch nation-wide programme
= Start of permanent Swedish offender programme



edish offender trial

entation: 1999
t offenders and recidivists (BAC

Number of installations: 4,000-5,000 between 1999
- and December 2010 (end of trial)



ntation: 2011

ow BAC
1 drivers with an abuse or dependency

am type: adminis
)1 dependency

f
.

e, voluntary, assessment of

for first offenders with low BAC

s forhigh-risk offenders and drivers with an abuse or
ndency diagnosis

dmpn ition: reduction of disqualification period
Participation rate: aiming at 60%
- Number of installations: unknown to date



h offender programme

(source: Mercier-Guyon, 2008)

itation: 2004 (regional pilot) /2008
yrmation on later developments

nders (BAC 0.8-2.0 g/L)

tary, assessment of alcohol
/er improvement

ype: judicial,
dency, integrated d

: 6 months

,260

ation: reduction of disqualification period
tion rate: 50%

5 Number of installations: 150 between 2004 and 2008




sh offender programme
(source: Loytty, 2012)

ntation: 2005 (pilot) /2008 (permanent)
offenders and recidivists (BAC >0.5

_ Partzczpatzon rate: approx. 3%
m Number of installations: 600 per annum



@omce: Ministry of Infrastructure and the Environment)

@ Participation rate: approx. 60%
@ Number of installations: 2,000 till August 31, 2012 (9 months)



he Belgian offender programme
(source: Belgian Road Safety Institute)

ntation (legislation): 2009
bffenders (BAC > 0.8 g/1 or
1divists

imposed at judges” discretion,
er improvement programme

‘amme type: juc

ated monitoring/c

n: no fixed period
1mate: € 3,000 15t year; € 250 (!?) following years
m Co sation: none

E Partic‘p ton rate: Practically zero until August 31, 2012
‘® Number of installations: less than 10 until August 31, 2012



Some remarks and questions

inal proportion of European hardcore drink-
s are participating in an alcohol interlock

ation of alcohol interlocks for general-
deter problem drinkers from drink
king into account the European

to meet, and the possibilities of

ing? (I don’t think
ard these devices ha
oring)
rd to understand why alcohol interlocks are not yet used
atment programmes for problem drinkers. In the

lands, the group of problem drinkers under treatment
wve a valid driver’s license, is five times higher than the
group of high BAC drivers who are caught by the police (and
probably better motivated). The Swedish government,
however, seems to be preparing a programme for this
important target group (source: Magnusson et al., 2011).




some of the factors delaying or preventing
mplementation of offender programmes

plementation requires amendment of road traffic

petition between polit
groups .
dge gap between researchers and policy makers

ial effects of various measures/general and specific deterrence

15S11eS

ed of maintenance and monitoring complicates the implementation of
programs

dicial, administrative and commercial

s

0st

= The cost of alcolock programs may be a barrier for policy makers (and
participants alike), especially when regular medical testing and/ or an
- expensive driver improvement/support program are integrated.
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