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estimated to deliver the level of benefits that woutchbri li Australia. To recap, if
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Iriitiative that s the greatest difference to the youth fatality and injury rates

is the driyirig age. Ifthe driving age was raised to 17 years, and the length of the learner
@W iod incre s\m@m 6 to 12 months, 18 lives would be saved. This compares with
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rom a youth zero drink drive fimit

imate ne
%: fals meeting you asked for an explanation of how the benefits of a zero BAC drink
|

it for youth, of two lives saved and 43 injuries prevented, had been estimated.

9 he last five years, of the alcohol affected 15~19 year old drivers involved in fatal
crashes, 6 had a BAC between 0-0.03, 14 had a BAC between 0.031-0.08, 36 had a BAC
greater than 0.08, and 34 were suspected of being affected by alcohol but their BAC was
unknown. To determine the BACs of the 34 drivers in the suspected group, we assumed that
the BAC levels were split in the same way as for the 56 drivers where the BAC was known.

10. Having determined the blood alcohol levels, we then took a two stage process to estimating
the number of lives saved and injuries prevented. We first estimated the gains for the drivers
who were compliant with the existing drink drive limit. We assumed that 70 percent of this
group would comply with a new zero limit.
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11. In the second step we estimated the gains for the group who are currently non-compliant.
From the Australian evaluations on lowering the limit from BAC 0.08 to BAC 0.05, a lower
limit is successful in reducing the number of drivers with high BACs. We have assumed a
similar effect here meaning that the estimate in lives saved rises from one to two.

we are using estimates that are based on firm research and evaluation. Thi hy there are
no estimates for some of the initiatives even though most of the initiatives e ourne@

are recognised as international best practice. @
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12. It should be noted that all our estimates in Safer Journeys are conservative. This is because <§
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Recommendations

17.  The recommendations are that you: /\’é
(a) Note the contents of this briefing along with the attached upd 3 Yes
Journeys strategy, cabinet paper and regulatory impact statem%
s NG

(b  Agree to submit the attached cabinet paper, regulatory imp me&nt and
Safer Journeys strategy to the Cabinet Office by 10 ednhesday 27
January 2010 for consideration by Cabinet Business Corgmittee 1
February 2010.
Gayelene Wright @ayne Do&
Principal Adviser Gene agér Road and Rail
MINISTER’S COMMENTS: @
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