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Impaired driving in Canada, 2015: Highlights 
 

 In 2015, police reported 72,039 impaired driving incidents, representing a rate of 201 incidents per 100,000 population. 
This is the lowest rate since data on impaired driving were first collected in 1986 (-65%) and 4% lower than in 2014. 

 Almost 3,000 drug-impaired driving incidents were reported, representing 4% of all impaired driving incidents, double the 
proportion in 2009, when data on drug-impaired driving became available.  

 The highest impaired driving rates were reported in the Northwest Territories, Yukon and Saskatchewan. The lowest 
rates were in Ontario, Quebec and Manitoba. 

 The highest drug-impaired driving rates in 2015 were observed in the three Territories and in the Atlantic provinces, while 
Ontario posted the lowest rate by far. 

 While census metropolitan areas (CMA) together account for about 70% of the population, half of all impaired driving 
incidents in 2015 took place in these areas. 

 Among the CMAs, the St. John’s CMA recorded both the highest alcohol-impaired driving rate and the highest drug-
impaired driving rate. 

 The majority of persons charged with impaired driving in 2015 were male. However, the proportion who were females 
has substantially increased over the past 30 years, from 8% in 1986 to 20% in 2015. 

 Young adults aged 20 to 24 years had the highest impaired driving rates. However, the largest declines in rates since 
2009 were also observed among young drivers. 

 Almost half of impaired driving incidents reported by police in 2014 occurred between 11:00 p.m. and 4:00 a.m. This is 
also the time period which has shown the largest declines in recent years. Compared with alcohol-impaired driving, drug-
impaired driving varies much less by day and time of day. 

 Drug-impaired driving incidents were less likely to be cleared by charge than alcohol-impaired driving incidents. When 
heard by the courts, these cases also took longer to resolve and were less likely to result in a guilty finding. 

 At least 1 out of 6 persons accused in an impaired driving court case in 2014/2015 had been previously accused in 
another impaired driving case during the preceding 10 years. 

 Just under 1 out of 20 drivers in Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut admitted to driving in the previous year 
after consuming two or more drinks in the hour before driving. Of these individuals, more than three-quarters (76%) had 
done so more than once. 

 Healthy lifestyles were generally linked to a lower likelihood of driving impaired, but individuals who play team sports 
were more likely to report having driven after drinking. 

 Persons who reported other at-risk behaviours while driving, such as being more aggressive than the average, speeding 
or using a cell phone, were more likely to report having driven after drinking. 
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Impaired driving in Canada, 2015 

by Samuel Perreault 

In spite of a decline in impaired driving rates over the past 30 years, impaired driving still remains one of the most frequent 
criminal offences and is among the leading criminal causes of death in Canada. In addition, while alcohol-impaired driving is 
down over the past several decades, drug-impaired driving is on the rise (Allen 2016). 

In 2008, amendments to the Criminal Code with respect to impaired driving came into effect. In particular, these included the 
implementation of the Drug Evaluation and Classification Program (DEC) and the deployment of drug recognition experts 
(Canadian Centre on Substance Abuse 2015) (see Text box 3). In addition, the Government of Canada is currently 
considering legalizing marijuana, which may have an impact on future legislation around impaired driving and on methods for 
detecting drug-impaired drivers (Department of Justice Canada 2016). 

Since impaired driving is the most common offence in cases heard by the criminal courts (Maxwell 2015), trends in impaired 
driving, including drug-impaired driving, can have a significant impact on court workloads; which was acknowledged in a 
recent report by the Senate Standing Committee on Legal and Constitutional Affairs, as it underlined the need to reduce court 
processing times (Senate Canada 2016). In addition, it appears to be more difficult for courts to accept the evidence gathered 
as part of the DEC program established in 2008 than it is for alcohol-impaired driving (Canadian Centre on Substance 
Abuse 2015; Public Safety Canada 2011). 

In order for the various players in the justice system to be better equipped to adequately respond to these issues, it is 
important to understand the change over time in the extent, nature and characteristics of impaired driving, including drug-
impaired driving, as well as understanding the path these cases follow through the criminal courts. 

This Juristat article presents an analysis of impaired driving in Canada using police-reported data from the Uniform Crime 
Reporting Survey (UCR) and data from the Integrated Criminal Court Survey (ICCS). In addition, data from the Canadian 
Community Health Survey (CCHS) are used to provide self-reported information on alcohol-impaired driving, including driver 
characteristics and factors influencing impaired driving. 

 

Text box 1 
Definition of impaired driving 

Definition of impaired driving used in the first two sections of this report is the one used in the Criminal Code: 

253 (1) Every one commits an offence who operates a motor vehicle or vessel or operates or assists in the operation of 
an aircraft or of railway equipment or has the care or control of a motor vehicle, vessel, aircraft or railway equipment, 
whether it is in motion or not, 
(a) while the person’s ability to operate the vehicle, vessel, aircraft or railway equipment is impaired by alcohol or a drug; 
or 
(b) having consumed alcohol in such a quantity that the concentration in the person’s blood exceeds eighty milligrams of 
alcohol in one hundred milliliters of blood. 

Provincial laws 

In addition to the provisions of the Criminal Code, provincial road safety laws also have authority over driver’s licence 
suspension for impaired driving, as well as zero tolerance for young drivers or novice drivers. Most provinces also set out 
fines for drivers with a high blood alcohol level (generally 50 mg/100 ml or more, but below 80 mg/100 ml) and the possibility 
of requiring the driver to undergo an evaluation, an education program, or to use an ignition interlock device. It should be 
noted that impaired driving that meets provincial laws definitions, but not the Criminal Code, are not included in the data 
presented in the first two sections of this report. 
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Section 1: Police-reported alcohol-impaired and drug-impaired driving 

Police-reported impaired driving at its lowest level in 30 years 

In 2015, impaired driving reported by police was at its lowest level since 1986, the year that data on impaired driving were 
first collected. Both the number of incidents reported and the impaired driving rate per 100,000 population have dropped over 
the last 30 years (Chart 1.1).1 

 

Police reported 72,039 impaired driving incidents nationally, corresponding to a rate of 201 incidents per 100,000 population 
(Table 1.1). This rate is 4% lower than that reported in 2014 (210 per 100,000 population) and 65% lower than the rate 
reported in 1986 (577 per 100,000 population). 

The impaired driving rate declined almost steadily from 1986 until the early 2000s. It then remained relatively stable, with 
slight fluctuations from time to time, until the start of the current decade when it renewed its downward trend. 

It is important to note that the impaired driving rate can fluctuate as a result of a variety of factors and can be affected by 
enforcement practices such as impaired driving road side stop programs. Since most impaired driving incidents do not have a 
direct victim, detection may be influenced, more than other types of crimes, by law enforcement priorities and the allocation of 
police resources. Legislative changes and the attitudes of the public toward impaired driving can also have an impact. 

Impaired driving causing death and impaired driving causing bodily harm are less likely to be affected by these factors, and 
they are more likely than other impaired driving incidents to systematically come to the attention of the police. For these 
offences, there has also been a substantial decline. In 2015, police reported 122 incidents of impaired driving causing death 
and 596 incidents of impaired driving causing bodily harm. In comparison, in 1986, police reported 196 and 1,581 of these 
incidents respectively. When the size of the population in those years is taken into consideration, these figures correspond to 
rate decreases of 55% and 73% respectively. 

The number of incidents of impaired driving causing death and impaired driving causing bodily harm were also down from the 
previous year. In 2014, police reported 130 incidents causing death and 605 causing bodily harm. 

  

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n1
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Text box 2 

History of certain Criminal Code amendments impacting impaired driving offences 

1921: Parliament creates, under the Criminal Code, the summary conviction offence of driving while intoxicated. 

1930: Parliament makes driving while intoxicated a hybrid offence, meaning it can proceed by summary or indictment.  

1951: Parliament retains the driving while intoxicated offence and creates a hybrid offence of driving while impaired. 

1969: The 1921 offence of driving while intoxicated is repealed. The offence of driving while impaired is retained and the 
"exceeds 80 mg of alcohol in 100 ml of blood" offence and the refusal to provide a breath sample on an "approved 
instrument" offence are added as summary conviction offences (hybridized in 1975). 

1985: The prohibition of operating a vehicle while impaired is extended to aircraft and vessels. The maximum sentence is 
raised to 14 years where impaired operation causes death and to 10 years where it causes bodily harm. A mandatory driving 
prohibition period is introduced and some adjustments are made to penalties. 

1999: Driving with a blood alcohol concentration exceeding 160 mg of alcohol per 100 ml of blood becomes an aggravating 
factor. Judges can now impose treatment or the use of an ignition interlock device. Driving prohibition periods are increased 
and the minimum fine for a first impaired driving offence is raised from $300 to $600. 

2000: The maximum penalty for impaired driving causing death is increased to life imprisonment. 

2008: The minimum fine for a first offence is raised from $600 to $1,000. The minimum penalty for a second offence goes 
from 14 days to 30 days and for a subsequent offence, from 90 days to 120 days. Moreover, police are now allowed to 
perform roadside tests and demand an assessment by an evaluating officer of drivers suspected of drug impairment.  

Recent Supreme Court of Canada judgments 

2012: R. v. St-Onge Lamoureux (2012 SCC 57). The legislation adopted by the federal government in 2008 had added new 
requirements related to the defence of persons charged with impaired driving. The purpose of those requirements was to limit 
the so-called “two beers” defence. That defence allowed the defendant to challenge the results of an approved device by 
calling an expert to assess the accused’s state of inebriation based on the number of alcoholic drinks he had consumed, his 
physical characteristics and the period of time over which he consumed the alcohol. 

Beginning in 2008, the accused had to (a) demonstrate incorrect functioning or incorrect use of the device used to calculate 
the blood alcohol level, (b) demonstrate that the incorrect operation caused a reading above 80 mg/100 ml and (c) 
demonstrate evidence raising doubt that the blood alcohol level exceeded 80 mg/100 ml (the “two beers” defence). In 
November 2012, the Supreme Court ruled that only point (a) was a valid requirement. Also, consumption evidence alone is 
not sufficient to show incorrect functioning or incorrect use of an approved device. 

2015: Goodwin v. British Columbia (Superintendent of Motor vehicles) (2015 SCC 46). In 2010, British Columbia added 
sections 215.41 to 215.51 to its Motor Vehicle Act. This legislation provided for an automatic licence suspension, a 90-day 
driving prohibition and the impoundment of the vehicle for persons failing a test or refusing a test using an approved 
screening device (ASD). These provincial provisions were challenged on the ground that they infringed criminal law. In its 
2015 ruling, the Supreme Court of Canada unanimously upheld the validity of the provincial law. 
 

Increase in police-reported drug-impaired driving 

In July 2008, provisions of the Criminal Code came into force enabling police to carry out compulsory roadside testing of 
drivers suspected of drug-impaired driving (see Text box 1). 

In 2009, the first full year wherein these new provisions were enforced, police reported 1,455 drug-impaired driving incidents, 
which represented less than 2% of all impaired driving incidents for that year. By 2015, the number of drug-impaired driving 
incidents had almost doubled to 2,786 incidents or 4% of all impaired driving incidents. 

It is difficult to know, however, whether this trend reflects an actual increase in the number of drug-impaired drivers or 
whether it is more a reflection of better detection and reporting by police. 
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Drug-impaired driving causing death or causing injury remained relatively stable during this period. In 2015, police reported 
7 and 19 incidents respectively, numbers similar to the average reported between 2009 and 2014. In contrast, both alcohol-
impaired driving causing death as well as that causing bodily harm declined during the same time period. 

It should also be noted that some drivers stopped by police could have been impaired by both alcohol and drugs. In 2015, 
police reported that both alcohol and drug were involved in 519 impaired driving incidents. Since it is generally easier for 
police to lay charges for alcohol-impaired driving,2 the majority of these cases (87%) were reported as such rather than as 
drug-impaired driving incidents.3 

Saskatchewan has the highest rate of police-reported impaired driving among the provinces 

Saskatchewan recorded the highest impaired driving rate among the provinces in 2015, at 575 incidents per 100,000 
population. This rate is considerably higher than that of any other province; Alberta ranked next with a rate of just over half 
that of Saskatchewan (314 per 100,000 population). However, impaired driving rates in two of the three Territories—Yukon 
and the Northwest Territories—were higher than that of Saskatchewan (Table 1.1 and Chart 1.2). 

 

Over the past 30 years, all provinces have seen substantial decreases in their impaired driving rates. Prince Edward Island, 
Ontario, Alberta and Manitoba have experienced the most notable decreases during this period with all of their rates having 
fallen close to 75%. In contrast, Saskatchewan has seen the smallest decline (-37%). 

In all provinces, most of the decrease in the impaired driving rate occurred before the 2000s. Trends thereafter varied 
depending on the province, with some experiencing slight increases and others slight declines. However, impaired driving 
rates have fallen in all provinces over the last three years.  

The portrait is somewhat different in the territories. In Northwest Territories and Nunavut, the impaired driving rate increased 
sharply from early 2000s to late 2000s. Similar to the provinces, a downward trend has been observed in recent years. The 
Yukon has, in general, experienced a trend similar to that observed in the provinces, however the impaired driving rate has 
increased since the beginning of the decade. It should be noted that differences between provinces and territories as well as 
changes over time may be influenced by the various measures taken by the provinces and territories to combat impaired 
driving as well as by law enforcement practices. 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n2
http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n3
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Newfoundland and Labrador record the highest rate of police-reported drug-impaired driving among the provinces 

While Saskatchewan had, overall, the highest rate of impaired driving among the provinces in 2015, the portrait was 
somewhat different in the case of drug-impaired driving specifically. The Atlantic provinces recorded the highest rates of 
drug-impaired driving, with Newfoundland and Labrador (22.9 incidents per 100,000 population) having the highest rate, 
followed by Nova Scotia (20.7 per 100,000) and Prince Edward Island (15.0). Still, these rates were lower than those 
recorded by any of the three territories (Chart 1.3). 

 

In contrast, Ontario posted by far the lowest rate of drug-impaired driving among all provinces and territories in 2015, with 3.2 
incidents per 100,000 population. British Columbia was next (8.5 per 100,000 population), followed by Quebec (8.6). Ontario 
is the only province to record a drug-impaired driving rate below the national average (7.8 per 100,000 population). 

 

Text box 3 
Drug Evaluation and Classification Program 

“The Drug Evaluation and Classification Program (DEC) was founded in Los Angeles in the 1970s [...] The LAPD used 
Standardized Field Sobriety tests in conjunction with accepted medical knowledge to devise a step-by-step procedure to 
enable them to determine drug influence. When a person is suspected of drug use, they are evaluated based on seven drug 
categories (central nervous system (CNS) depressants, inhalants, dissociative anaesthetics, cannabis, CNS stimulants, 
hallucinogens and narcotic analgesics). During the evaluation the drug recognition expert (DRE) must also determine if the 
person may be suffering from another condition which may cause signs of impairment (illness, fatigue, mental condition, etc.). 

The DRE program was introduced in British Columbia in October 1995 with the first national course being delivered in 
January 2003. The program received legislative support in July 2008 when changes to the Criminal Code came into force 
making the drug evaluation compulsory by way of a demand. The legislation calls for drivers to submit to standardized field 
sobriety tests (psycho-physical coordination tests) which are performed on the road side. If there is evidence of impairment, 
the driver must accompany the officer to the police station for further evaluation of drug influence by an officer trained in the 
DRE program.” (Royal Canadian Mounted Police 2016a). 
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Proportionally fewer police-reported impaired-driving incidents in CMAs than outside CMAs  

In 2015, there were fewer impaired driving incidents overall in census metropolitan areas (CMAs) relative to the size of their 
population; this was especially true for the most serious incidents. 

About 7 in 10 Canadians live in one of the country’s 33 CMAs. These areas, however, accounted for half (50%) of all 
impaired driving incidents reported by police. This observation applies equally to alcohol-impaired driving (50%) and drug-
impaired driving (51%). 

This difference was even more significant in the case of impaired driving causing death, with less than one-third (31%) of 
these incidents occurring in a CMA. Looking at the three most populated CMAs, in particular—Toronto, Montréal and 
Vancouver—only 8% of impaired driving incidents causing death were reported in these three CMAs, although they account 
for 35% of the Canadian population. 

The generally lower impaired driving rates reported by police in CMAs might be explained in part by a number of factors. In 
particular, there are proportionally fewer households with a vehicle in CMAs than outside these areas.4 In addition, the 
distances to travel in rural settings are generally longer such that impaired drivers are on the road longer and the risk of 
incidents is higher. The availability of alternative transportation may also be more limited outside CMAs (Robertson et al. 
2016; Paré and Larochelle 2004). Lastly, when it comes to drug-impaired driving specifically, the availability of evaluating 
officers (DRE) may be more limited in some rural areas than in CMAs (Asbridge and Ogilvie 2015). 

St. John’s posts the highest impaired driving rate among CMAs  

Among CMAs, St. John’s had the highest impaired driving rate in 2015, with 411 incidents per 100,000 population. The CMAs 
of Kelowna and Regina followed with rates of 323 and 311 police-reported impaired driving incidents per 100,000 population 
respectively (Table 1.2 and Chart 1.4). 

In contrast, the Kingston CMA recorded the lowest rate at 62 impaired driving incidents per 100,000 population. It was 
followed by Ottawa (82 per 100,000 population) and Windsor (86 per 100,000 population). Most Ontario CMAs, with the 
exception of Hamilton (+21%) and St. Catharines–Niagara (-6%), have recorded a decrease in their rates of at least 10% 
over the past decade. 

The differences between CMAs were particularly large for drug-impaired driving. While some CMAs reported no incidents in 
2015 (Brantford, St. Catharines–Niagara), St. John’s recorded 88, a rate of 42.8 per 100,000 population. As with differences 
between provinces, differences between CMAs may be due to different police practices.  

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n4
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The proportion of impaired driving incidents cleared by charge is on the decline  

Fewer impaired driving incidents are resulting in a Criminal Code charge. In 1998, almost 9 out of 10 impaired driving incidents 
(89%) were cleared by charge. In 2015, the proportion was 71% and had remained relatively the same for the previous four years. 

There are a number of reasons why police may choose not to lay criminal charges, for example, if different blood alcohol 
readings give contradictory results, or if police had to interrupt the intervention to respond to a more urgent call. In certain 
cases, police may choose to deal with the incident under provincial laws. For example, British Columbia adopted 
amendments to its Motor Vehicle Act in September 2010 that allow for the immediate suspension of the licence of a driver 
suspected of driving with a blood alcohol level above 80 mg/100 ml. In British Columbia, the clearance rate by charge under 
the Criminal Code fell from 69% in 2009 to 27% in 2011. 
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Drug-impaired driving is less likely to result in a charge than alcohol-impaired driving  

In 2015, police-reported incidents of drug-impaired driving were less likely to be cleared by charge5 than incidents of alcohol-
impaired driving. Of the 2,786 drug-impaired driving incidents reported by police in 2015, 1,633, or 59%, were cleared by 
charge. In comparison, 71% of alcohol-impaired driving incidents were cleared by charge (Chart 1.5). 

 

This difference may be due in part to the different rules and evidentiary requirements as well as to the different means of 
detection used, depending on the intoxicating substance. Alcohol has a clear limit: 80 mg/100 ml, established by section 
253(b) of the Criminal Code. Police also use a relatively simple and reliable screening device, called an approved screening 
device (ASD) (breathalyzer). 

In contrast, there is no limit set out in the Criminal Code for the level of drug intoxication that impairs driving ability, and there 
is no screening device capable of precisely measuring drug-impairment. To determine, therefore, whether drivers are drug-
impaired, they are required to undergo a coordination test. If they fail, they would have to be evaluated at the police station by 
a drug recognition expert (DRE) and undergo a bodily fluid sample for analysis. A driver would then be charged under 
section 253(a) of the Criminal Code. 

Of note, the Drug Evaluation and Classification Program, which includes DREs, has only been in place since 2008. It may be 
that charge rates will increase as the system matures. Between 2009 and 2015, the proportion of drug-impaired driving 
incidents resulting in a charge rose from 53% to 59%. During the same period, the proportion of alcohol-impaired driving 
incidents resulting in a charge fell from 78% to 71%. 

Drug-impaired driving incidents take longer to be cleared than alcohol-impaired incidents  

Another sign that drug-impaired driving incidents can be more complex to investigate than alcohol-impaired driving incidents 
is that they generally take longer to be cleared by police. 

In 2015, the majority of police-reported impaired driving cleared incidents, whether alcohol- or drug-related, had been cleared 
in a day or less. However, over one-quarter (28%) of drug-impaired driving incidents required more than 30 days to be 
cleared. In comparison, this was the case for 16% of alcohol-impaired driving incidents. 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n5
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The majority of people charged with impaired driving are male, but the female proportion is on the rise 

As with most criminal offences, the majority of persons charged with impaired driving are men. Among those charged with 
impaired driving in 2015, roughly four out of five (80%) were males. This proportion was similar for both alcohol- and drug-
impaired driving. 

However, the proportion of females among those charged with impaired driving has been rising steadily since data were first 
collected. In 1986, 8% of persons charged with impaired driving were female, compared with 20% in 2015. Therefore, while 
the number of incidents of impaired driving has decreased by more than half since 1986, the number of female impaired 
drivers has remained relatively stable. 

Drivers under 20 years of age had the largest decline in the rate of police-reported impaired driving 

Young adults are more likely than drivers in other age groups to be accused of impaired driving. In 2015, the highest rate was 
observed among drivers aged 20 to 24, at 480 incidents per 100,000 drivers.6 However, this rate was 36% lower than the rate 
recorded in 2009 (751 per 100,000), one of the largest declines recorded among all age groups (Chart 1.6). The largest 
decline was observed for drivers aged 16 to 19. Their rate fell from 517 incidents per 100,000 drivers in 2009 to 210 incidents 
per 100,000 in 2015, a drop of 59%. 

 

It should be noted that all provinces and territories, except Nunavut, have a zero tolerance approach to drinking and driving 
for new drivers, which could have influenced the trends for these age groups. Some provinces, including Ontario, Quebec, 
New Brunswick and Saskatchewan, recently extended this zero tolerance to all young drivers, whether or not they are new 
drivers. Quebec and New Brunswick are the two provinces where the number of impaired driving incidents for drivers under 
20 years of age decreased the most between 2009 and 2015. 

As with impaired driving overall, drug-impaired driving peaks among young adults, with a rate of 17 incidents per 100,000 
drivers aged 20 to 24. Between 2009 and 2015, the rate of drug-impaired driving rose among drivers of all ages, the largest 
increases being observed among drivers aged 55 to 64 (+114%) and those aged 25 to 34 (+89%) (Chart 1.7). 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n6
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About half of all impaired driving incidents occur on the weekend 

Incidents of impaired driving are more likely to occur on a weekend7 than on any other day of the week. In 2015, one-quarter 
(25%) of incidents occurred on a Saturday with almost as many (21%) occurring on a Sunday (Chart 1.8). 

Overall, impaired driving peaks between 2:00 a.m. and 3:00 a.m. However, this peak is primarily attributable to incidents 
occurring on weekends (from Friday night to Saturday and Saturday night to Sunday). During the week, impaired driving 
incidents are most likely to occur between midnight and 1:00 a.m. When all days are considered, almost half of all police-
reported impaired driving incidents in 2015 occurred between 11:00 p.m. and 4:00 a.m. 

While the majority of police-reported impaired driving incidents occurred at night, this is also the period when most of the 
decrease in impaired driving was observed. In 2015, police reported almost 11,000 fewer incidents of impaired driving than in 
2009 for the period between 11:00 p.m. and 4:00 a.m., accounting for 69% of the overall decline in impaired driving since 2009. 

While the peak hour for impaired driving in 2009 was between 2:00 a.m. and 3:00 a.m. for almost every day of the week, however 
this was the case only for Saturdays and Sundays in 2015. On the other days, the peak shifted between midnight to 1:00 a.m. 

Police-reported drug-impaired driving fluctuates only slightly by time or the day of the week 

Compared with alcohol-impaired driving, the number of drug-impaired driving incidents varied much less by time or the day of 
the week, as was also noted in a previous study by Beirness and Beasley, 2011. 

As was the case for alcohol-impaired driving, Saturday (18%) is the day that the most incidents of drug-impaired driving were 
reported. However, less than one-third (32%) of drug-impaired driving incidents occurred on weekends in 2015, compared 
with almost half (47%) of alcohol-impaired driving incidents (Chart 1.9). 

 

The same tendency is seen for the time at which drug-impaired driving incidents are reported. While almost half (47%) of 
alcohol-impaired driving incidents were reported between 11:00 p.m. and 4:00 a.m., this was the case for only 28% of drug-
impaired driving incidents, about the same proportion as between 6:00 p.m. and 11:00 p.m. 

What this suggests is that drug-impaired driving may be more difficult to combat than alcohol-impaired driving since research 
has indicated that targeting known peak periods is one of the most effective ways to combat drinking and driving 
(Educ’alcool 2010). 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n7
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Section 2: Cases of alcohol-impaired and drug-impaired driving in criminal court 

The Integrated Criminal Court Survey (ICCS) collects data on cases heard by criminal courts in Canada. These data are 
collected and categorized using Criminal Code nomenclature. Alcohol-impaired and drug-impaired driving are dealt with 
under the same sections (253 to 255). Police data (UCR) and ICCS data were therefore combined to distinguish between 
alcohol-impaired driving and drug-impaired driving cases in the courts.8 

For the period from 2010/2011 to 2014/2015, a match between the UCR and ICCS was found for 185,667 cases, or 87% of 
cases where the most serious charge was impaired driving. Of that number, about 3,700 (2%) involved at least one drug-
impaired driving offence. 

For the purposes of comparison, the analysis will be based on the primary offence originally reported by police. Drug-
impaired driving was the primary offence for about 1,900 of these cases and alcohol-impaired driving for almost 180,000 
cases. Another 3,800 cases had another Criminal Code traffic violation as the police-reported primary offence and were thus 
excluded from the following analyses. 

Almost twice as much time required to complete a drug-impaired driving case 

The time required to complete an impaired driving case, that is, the time between the first and last appearance, varies 
depending on whether it involves alcohol-impaired driving or drug-impaired driving. For the period from 2010/2011 to 
2014/2015, the median time9 to complete an alcohol-impaired driving case was 127 days, or a period close to the median for 
all criminal cases (excluding traffic violations) handled by the courts in 2014/2015 (121 days). In comparison, the median time 
to complete a drug-impaired driving case was almost twice as long (227 days). 

The gap between the median time required to complete an alcohol-impaired driving case and a drug-impaired driving case 
also appears to be widening. In 2010/2011, the gap was 56 days. In 2014/2015, it had more than doubled to 131 days 
(Chart 2.1). However, a number of alcohol-impaired driving cases had been pending while awaiting the Supreme Court ruling 
in St-Onge Lamoureux (see Text box 2). As a result, the median time for completing cases might have been somewhat 
inflated in the years following the Supreme Court ruling given that numerous cases were delayed in completion as they were 
awaiting legal direction. 

 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n8
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The difference in processing time between alcohol-impaired driving cases and drug-impaired driving cases was also due in 
part to the latter requiring more appearances. 

For the period from 2010/2011 to 2014/2015, cases involving alcohol-impaired driving required an average of five 
appearances, while cases of drug-impaired driving required an average of seven appearances. However, looking at only 
cases that required at least five appearances, the median processing time for alcohol-impaired driving cases was actually 
longer than that for drug-impaired cases (359 days compared with 316 days). 

The difference in processing time between alcohol- and drug-impaired driving cases varied from one jurisdiction to another. 
The difference was quite substantial in Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia and Saskatchewan, the three jurisdictions with the 
shortest median time for alcohol-impaired driving cases at the provincial level (Chart 2.2). 

 

In contrast, there was very little difference in Quebec10 and in British Columbia, the two jurisdictions posting the highest 
median processing times for both alcohol-impaired and drug-impaired driving cases. In the case of British Columbia, it may 
be that only the more complex cases were heard by courts, while most other cases of alcohol-impaired driving were dealt 
with under the Motor Vehicle Act (see Text box 2).  

Just over 6 in 10 drug-impaired driving cases result in a guilty verdict 

Cases of drug-impaired driving are less likely to result in a guilty finding than cases of alcohol-impaired driving. In the five-
year period reviewed, just over 6 in 10 drug-impaired driving cases (61%) resulted in a guilty verdict, whether by decision or 
by plea, a proportion very similar to that noted for all court-related cases (63%). In contrast, a little more than 8 in 10 (81%) 
cases where alcohol-impaired driving was the primary offence resulted in a guilty finding (Chart 2.3). 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n10
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Drug-impaired driving cases resulted in an acquittal in 3.8% of cases, a proportion similar to that for alcohol-impaired driving 
(3.3%). Drug-impaired driving cases were, however, more likely than alcohol-impaired driving cases to end in a withdrawal, 
dismissal or discharge (25% compared with 12%) or by a stay of proceeding (8.9% compared with 3.3%). 

This difference in the proportion of cases resulting in a guilty finding varied from jurisdiction to jurisdiction. For example, it 
was highest in the Atlantic provinces and Ontario and much lower in Quebec, the Territories and Alberta. 
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Fine, seizure order or prohibition order are the most commonly imposed sentences 

Over the five-year period, the sentences most often imposed in impaired driving cases were a fine or prohibition order, in 
about 9 out of 10 cases for both alcohol-impaired driving and drug-impaired driving (Chart 2.4). Given that both of these 
offences carry a minimum sentence of a $1,000 fine and a one-year driving ban, it could be expected that they would be the 
ones most often imposed. 

 

Fines for drug-impaired driving are on average slightly lower than those for alcohol-impaired driving 

On average, drug-impaired driving cases resulting in a fine between 2010/2011 and 2014/2015 involved slightly lower fines 
than alcohol-impaired driving cases. The average fine for drug-impaired driving was $1,155 compared with an average of 
$1,240. More specifically, fines exceeded $1,000 in close to 6 in 10 alcohol-impaired driving cases (55%) compared with 
about 4 in 10 (40%) drug-impaired driving cases (Chart 2.5). 



Statistics Canada—Catalogue no. 85-002-X  

 

   19 

Juristat Article—Impaired driving in Canada, 2015 

 

About six in ten (58%) custody sentences for drug-impaired driving were for periods of less than 31 days, excluding the time 
that may have been spent in pre-trial detention (remand). In comparison, this was the case for 51% of prison sentences for 
alcohol-impaired driving.11 

A number of factors can influence the sentence or sentences imposed. Judges are required to take into consideration the key 
principles for sentencing such as the seriousness of the offence, the damages caused and the accused’s history. The 
Criminal Code also sets heavier minimum sentences in repeat cases of impaired driving, notably jail time. 

  

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n11
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Text box 4 
Cases involving impaired drivers with a previous impaired driving record 

Given the limitations of the administrative data provided to the Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, the Integrated Criminal 
Court Survey, like the Uniform Crime Reporting Survey, does not measure recidivism in its truest sense. This is due to 
several factors, for one not all repeat offending is brought to the attention of the justice system. In addition, we do not have 
complete coverage of the country’s criminal courts, and our current methods of data collection limit our ability to identify when 
the same individual has been accused of crime in multiple jurisdictions, over time. 

However, it can generally be determined whether a given person has appeared in court, in more than one case, in the same 
jurisdiction. We call these subsequent contacts, or re-contacts. 

Among those accused of impaired driving whose cases were handled by the criminal courts in 2014/2015, at least 16% had 
been charged in a previous impaired driving case within the past 10 years in the same jurisdiction, regardless of whether or 
not they had been found guilty. Moreover, cases of impaired driving causing death or bodily harm were more likely (20%) to 
involve an accused who had prior contact with the courts for an impaired driving offence. The same trend was observed in 
cases where the accused refused to provide a breath, urine or blood sample (21%).  

Overall, men (17%) were more likely than women (11%) to be back in contact with the courts for impaired driving.  

Cases where the accused had prior contact with the courts were generally more complex than cases in which it was the 
accused’s first contact. On average, the cases involving re-contact required more court appearances and took longer to be 
processed by the courts.  

Specifically, in 2014/2015, cases in which it was the accused’s first contact required a median number of four court 
appearances and a median processing time of 78 days. By comparison, it took a median number of six court appearances 
and a median of 198 days to process cases involving an accused with prior contact with the criminal courts. Furthermore, the 
complexity of impaired driving cases seemed to increase with the number of contacts the accused had with the courts for the 
same type of offence. Cases involving an accused with at least two prior contacts required a median number of seven court 
appearances and 216 days to process.  

The differences in the number of court appearances and the time to process impaired driving cases can be explained in part 
by the fact that cases of re-contact for the same type of offence were more likely to involve multiple charges. In fact, 43% of 
cases involving an accused who had prior contacts comprised three or more charges. This proportion rose to 58% for cases 
in which the accused had at least two prior contacts. By comparison, less than one-quarter (24%) of cases involving an 
accused with no prior contact with the courts for impaired driving comprised three or more charges.  
 

Section 3: Self-reported drinking and driving in Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and 
Nunavut 

As part of the 2014 Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS), Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut residents 
were asked questions about their automobile driving.12, 13 In particular, respondents were asked if they had driven a vehicle 
after consuming two or more alcoholic beverages in the hour before driving. 

It should be noted that a person’s blood alcohol level can vary based on a number of factors and only a test conducted by a 
police officer and/or a screening device can determine whether a driver is actually impaired as per the Criminal Code. A 
person who has consumed two drinks in the hour before driving does not necessarily have a blood alcohol level above 
80 mg/100 ml, although it is very likely to exceed the limits set by the traffic codes of most provinces. As such, the term 
“drinking and driving” is used in this section to designate driving after consuming at least two drinks in the hour before driving. 
For the sake of conciseness, the term “impaired” is also used in the same sense. 

In 2014, respondents were asked about driving both an on-road vehicle—for example a car, sport utility vehicle (SUV), van or 
truck—and driving an off-road vehicle, such as a snowmobile, seadoo, boat or all-terrain vehicle (ATV). Whereas driving any 
type of vehicle while impaired is an offence under section 253 of the Criminal Code, the analysis that follows deals primarily 
with impaired driving of on-road vehicles. 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n12
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One driver in 20 has driven after drinking 

In 2014, just under 1 in 20 drivers (4.3%)14 surveyed in select jurisdictions reported having driven an on-road vehicle after 
consuming two or more drinks in the hour before driving and that this occurred at least once in the 12 months before the 
survey. This proportion varied from 3.5% in Ontario to 9.1% in the Yukon (Chart 3.1). 

 

Residents of Ontario, Alberta and the Yukon had also been asked about their driving in the 2009 CCHS. That year, 5.6% of 
drivers in these three provinces or territories had reported driving an on-road vehicle after drinking, a higher proportion than 
recorded in 2014 (4.1%). 

A similar proportion (4.9%) of people who had driven a snowmobile, seadoo, ATV or motor boat also reported driving such 
vehicles after drinking. 

In total, about 640,000 residents of Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon or Nunavut, or 5% of those who had driven any type of 
motor vehicle, had driven after drinking at least once during the period covered by the survey. 

Most of those who did drink and drive did so more than once 

While a minority of drivers reported having driven an on-road vehicle at least once while impaired in the 12 months preceding 
the survey, the majority of those individuals who did drink and drive did so more than once. In fact, about three-quarters 
(76%) of impaired drivers stated that they had driven after having consumed two or more drinks in the hour before driving at 
least twice in the year, and 1 in 10 reported having done so more than 10 times (Chart 3.2). 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n14
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On average, impaired drivers reported 6 occurrences of driving an on-road vehicle after drinking in the 12 months before the 
survey. In total, that represents almost 3 million incidents of drinking and driving, 97% of which were caused by repeat 
offenders. In comparison, police reported a total of 32,869 incidents of impaired driving in Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon 
and Nunavut in 2014. 

Many impaired drivers reported also having driven an off-road vehicle after drinking. Among those who had driven an on-road 
vehicle after drinking and had driven an off-road vehicle, more than one-quarter (29%) stated that they had driven an off-road 
vehicle after drinking at least once in the previous 12 months. 

As many impaired drivers in CMAs as in regions outside CMAs 

Contrary to what was observed from police-reported data, the CCHS data from select jurisdictions indicate that similar 
proportions of drivers of on-road vehicles drove while impaired in CMAs as in regions outside CMAs, specifically 4.1% and 
4.7% respectively (Chart 3.3). 
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These results support the premise that part of the difference between CMA and non-CMAs observed from the police data is 
due to rates being calculated per total population as opposed to per driving population. Indeed, CCHS data shows that 
residents of regions outside CMAs were, in fact, more likely to have driven a vehicle in the previous year than those within 
the CMAs (87% compared with 77%). 

The police-reported rates, however, also include impaired driving of off-road vehicles such as ATVs, snowmobiles or motor 
boats. When impaired driving of an off-road vehicle is included, a higher proportion of residents of regions outside CMAs 
have driven a motor vehicle (all types) while impaired than residents of CMAs (5.9% compared with 4.7%). 

The majority of drivers who reported drinking and driving are men 

The majority (91%) of drivers who reported having driven an on-road vehicle after consuming two drinks in the hour before 
driving were men. About 1 in 13 men (7.5%) had driven impaired compared with fewer than 1 in 100 women (0.8%) 
(Table 3.1). 

Not only were men more likely than women to report having driven impaired but, on average, they were also more likely to 
have done so more often. Men who had driven impaired in the 12 months before the survey had done so on average 6 times, 
compared with 4 times for women. 

This difference between males and females is slightly greater than the difference observed in police-reported data. However, 
it should be noted that the same quantity of alcohol will affect people differently depending on various factors, including sex 
(Educ’alcool 2016). 

Young adults more likely to report drinking and driving but older adults more likely to do so more than once 

Overall, young adults were the most likely to report having driven an on-road vehicle after drinking in 2014. Almost 4 in 10 
impaired drivers were between 18 and 34 years, although this age group represents only 28% of drivers. 
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More specifically, drivers between the ages of 25 and 34 were most likely (6.4%) to report impaired driving of an on-road 
vehicle. This proportion falls slowly as the age advances, to 2.7% among drivers aged 65 and older (Chart 3.4 and 
Table 3.1). 

 

However, older drivers who had driven after drinking were more likely to have done so more than once. On average, drivers 
aged 18 to 34 who had driven an on-road vehicle after two drinks in the hour before driving did so 5 times in the 12 months 
before the survey, compared with 8 times for those 55 to 64 and 7 times for those 65 and older. 

The majority of drivers who reported drinking and driving belong to higher income quintiles 

In 2014, drivers with high household incomes were more likely than drivers with lower incomes to report having driven after 
drinking at least once in the 12 months before the survey. 

Almost two-thirds (64%) of impaired drivers were from the top two income quintiles.15 Drivers in the top quintile were almost 
three times more likely than those in the bottom quintile to report having driven after drinking (6.1% compared with 2.2%E) 
(Table 3.1). 

Excessive consumption of alcohol is more closely linked to drinking and driving than the frequency of consumption 

Higher proportions of impaired drivers were observed among drivers who reported drinking daily (10%) or at least once a 
week but not daily (10.5%) than among drivers who reported drinking once or less per month (0.4%) (Table 3.2). 

The highest proportion of impaired drivers was noted among those who reported excessive drinking—that is, 5 drinks or more 
for men and 4 drinks or more for women on a single occasion—at least once a week (20.7%). These drivers represented 7% 
of drivers but 32% of drivers who did drink and drive. 

When excessive drinking was taken into account, frequency had very little impact. In other words, a person who drank 
frequently but moderately was no more likely to drive impaired than the average. 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n15
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Drivers reporting drinking and driving are less likely to have healthy lifestyles 

In 2014, persons who reported driving after having at least two drinks in the hour before driving were less likely to report 
having healthy lifestyles than those who did not drink and drive. A healthy lifestyle refers to adopting behaviours conducive to 
health such as not smoking, eating healthy foods, drinking in moderation or playing sports during leisure time. 

The previous section already addressed the consumption of alcohol by impaired drivers but they were also more likely to 
smoke and to eat fewer fruits and vegetables. 

One-third (34%) of impaired drivers were smokers, a proportion two times higher than drivers who had not driven after 
drinking (17%). Smokers were in fact particularly more likely to consume alcohol excessively: 33% of them reported drinking 
excessively at least once a month compared with 16% of drivers who had never smoked. 

Consumption of fruits and vegetables is another indicator of healthy lifestyles, being associated with smoking habits, alcohol 
dependence and level of physical activity (Pérez 2002). Drivers who reported drinking and driving were less likely to eat fruits 
and vegetables regularly, with 43% reporting eating fewer than three portions per day, a proportion close to twice as high as 
that noted among drivers who had not driven after drinking (24%). 

Playing team sports is associated with a higher probability of drinking and driving 

Although healthy lifestyles are generally associated with a lower probability of drinking and driving, playing sports during 
leisure time was the exception to this rule. 

The data from the 2014 CCHS reveal that there were similar proportions of impaired drivers who were inactive, moderately 
active and active (Table 3.2). However, people who reported playing a team sport in the three months before the survey—
hockey, baseball, softball, volleyball, basketball or soccer—were almost twice as likely as inactive persons to report driving 
after drinking at least two drinks in the hour before driving (7.3% compared with 3.9%). 

Although playing individual sports was usually not associated with drinking and driving, there were a few exceptions. Of note, 
people who reported playing golf (10%), skiing or snowboarding (8.5%E), bowling (7.1%) or fishing (7.9%) were also more 
likely than inactive individuals to report driving after drinking at least two drinks in the hour before driving. 

Speeding and aggressive driving are linked to impaired driving 

In addition to asking respondents about their drinking and driving experiences, the CCHS gathered information on other at-
risk driving behaviours. In particular, respondents were asked if they believed they drove faster or more aggressively than the 
average, as well as how often they fastened their seat belt. A number of studies have shown a strong correlation between 
impaired driving and at-risk behaviours (Zuckerman and Kuhlman 2000; Jonah 1997). 

Almost one-quarter (24%) of drivers reported driving faster than the average. Of these respondents, 7.7% reported drinking 
and driving compared with 2.9%E of drivers who reported driving slower than the average (Table 3.2). 

A slightly lower proportion of drivers reported driving more aggressively than the average (14%), but they were also more likely 
to report having driven after drinking than drivers driving less aggressively than the average (9.2% compared with 2.9%). 

Not wearing a seat belt is another at-risk behaviour associated with impaired driving. The vast majority (95%) of drivers 
reported always fastening their seat belt. However, among those for whom this was not the case, 14% reported having driven 
after drinking. 

A minority of drivers reported never driving when tired 

Like alcohol, fatigue affects the ability to drive. Fatigue is even ranked third among causes of car accidents after alcohol and 
dangerous driving (Canada Safety Council 2009). Moreover, the effect of fatigue, combined with drinking alcohol or taking 
drugs, can lead to impaired driving charges under the Criminal Code even if the blood alcohol level is below 80 mg/100 ml 
(Royal Canadian Mounted Police 2016b). 

According to the CCHS, few drivers reported never driving when they felt tired. This was the case for less than one-third 
(32%) of drivers in 2014. An additional approximately one-third (36%) reported that it occurred seldom, while 23% stated that 
it occurred sometimes and 9% said it occurred often (Chart 3.5). 
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CCHS respondents were not asked during the survey if they were tired when they had driven after drinking. However, the 
data reveal that persons reporting often driving when feeling tired were about 6 times more likely than persons who never 
drive when feeling tired to report having driven after drinking at least once in the 12 months before the survey (8.8% 
compared with 1.4%). 

More than one-quarter of car drivers have used a cell phone while driving 

Distracted driving is a growing road safety issue. It is estimated that distracted driving played a role in 23% of fatal accidents 
and 27% of accidents with injuries in 2012, and that these numbers have increased by 26% and 14% respectively since 2006 
(Robertson, Bowman and Charles 2015). In some provinces, distracted driving has reportedly been the cause of even more 
car accidents than impaired driving (Robertson, Bowman and Charles 2015). 

While distracted driving can refer to a multitude of behaviours (e.g., reading, eating, using GPS, watching a video or talking to 
passengers) it is generally admitted that using a cell phone, especially without a hands-free device, is currently the main 
cause of distracted driving. Most provinces have therefore adopted laws prohibiting this use (Royal Canadian Mounted 
Police 2016c; Robertson, Bowman and Charles 2015). 

According to the CCHS data, more than one-quarter (27%) of drivers reported using a cell phone while driving.16 Few drivers 
(3%), or about 423,000 drivers in Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut, reported doing so often (Chart 3.6). 
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Drivers aged 18 to 34 were more likely to report using a cell phone while driving, this being the case for almost half (45%) of 
them. Males (32%) were also slightly more likely than females (23%) to report using a cell phone while driving. 

Like speeding and aggressive driving, using a cell phone while driving is a behaviour linked to drinking and driving. Almost 
1 in 10 drivers who stated that they had used a cell phone while driving at least sometimes also reported having driven an on-
road vehicle after consuming at least two drinks in the hour before driving and doing so at least once in the 12 months before 
the survey compared with 2% of those stating they never use a cell phone while driving (Table 3.2). 
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Text box 5 
Multivariate analysis of impaired driving 

As the previous sections have illustrated, many characteristics are associated to varying degrees with drivers who reported 
drinking and driving. 

Sometimes, certain characteristics can be interrelated. For example, larger proportions of young adults reported having 
driven after drinking. However, larger proportions of young people also stated they had adopted certain at-risk driving 
behaviours such as speeding. 

Therefore, is drinking and driving linked to being young or to having at-risk driving behaviours? Would an older adult with at-
risk driving behaviours also be more likely to drink and drive? A multivariate analysis can be used to answer these types of 
questions by evaluating each of the measured factors while holding the other characteristics constant. 

Since drinking and driving is closely linked to the consumption of alcohol, two analytical models were created: the first 
excluding drinking behaviour (Model 1) and the other including it (Model 2). The first model should be understood as 
evaluating the probability of alcohol consumption leading to impaired driving, while the second would measure the factors 
linked to making the decision to drive after drinking. 

The logistic regression results (multivariate analysis) indicate that the majority of characteristics associated with drinking and 
driving, presented in the previous sections and Table 3.1 and Table 3.2, remain associated with drinking and driving even 
when all factors are taken into consideration. 

However, there are a few notable exceptions. In particular, the relationship by age is reversed. Proportionately more young 
people than older adults reported having driven after drinking. However, when other factors are considered, adults aged 65 
and older were more than 4 times more likely than youth 15 to 24 to report drinking and driving (Model 2). In other words, 
between a young adult and an older adult, both with the same drinking habits and driving habits, the older adult would be 
more likely to make the decision to drive after drinking. 

Among the other exceptions, being a smoker was no longer a factor when all other factors, including alcohol consumption, 
were taken into account. The same holds true for aggressive driving. However, it should be noted that drivers seem to play 
down their aggressive driving, since 41% of drivers report being less aggressive than the average, and only 14% state that 
they are more aggressive than the average. This could slightly bias the results. 
 

Almost 1 in 10 people have been a passenger of driver who had drank  

According to the CCHS, in 2014, 8% of residents aged 15 and older in Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut 
reported being passengers of a driver who had had at least two drinks in the hour before getting behind the wheel 
(Table 3.3). 

In cases where passengers themselves are also intoxicated, the risk of an accident can even be amplified (Beirness 2014). 
Some countries, notably Japan (Educ’alcool 2010), have put in place enforcement measures for passengers of impaired drivers. 

Moreover, there may also be a link between being a passenger of an impaired driver and driving impaired oneself (Yu and 
Shacket 1999). According to the CCHS, more than one-quarter (27%)17 of passengers of impaired drivers reported also 
having driven a vehicle themselves while impaired. More than half (59%) of impaired drivers stated that they had also been 
passengers of an impaired driver in the 12 months before the survey. 

In general, the characteristics of impaired drivers and those of passengers were relatively similar. For example, young adults, 
individuals who reported driving faster or more aggressively than the average and individuals who reported consuming alcohol 
excessively at least once a month were all more likely than the average to have been passengers of a driver who had drank. 

Some differences observed in drinking and driving were somewhat less pronounced for passengers of an impaired driver. For 
example, while men were about nine times more likely than women to report having driven after consuming at least two 
drinks in the hour before driving, they were 1.7 times more likely to report having been passengers of an impaired driver. 

Finally, in many cases, being a driver or passenger may depend more on circumstances—such as being the one with the 
car—than on the characteristics of the people involved, since attitudes toward at-risk behaviours and alcohol consumption 
among impaired drivers and their passengers are relatively similar (Beirness 2014). 
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Summary 

In 2014, about 4% of drivers in Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut reported driving in the previous 12 months 
after consuming at least two drinks in the hour before driving. More than three-quarters of them said they had done so more 
than once in the year. Altogether, these drivers who reported drinking and driving more than once were responsible for 97% 
of drinking and driving incidents. 

In 2015, police reported 72,039 impaired driving incidents nationally, or a rate of 201 incidents per 100,000 population, the 
lowest rate reported since data on this were first collected in 1986. Drug-impaired driving accounted for about 4% of these 
incidents, a proportion that has been rising steadily since a distinction was first made between alcohol-impaired driving and 
drug-impaired driving in 2009.18 

Overall, police-reported impaired driving rates were higher in the Territories, Saskatchewan and Alberta and lower in Ontario 
and Quebec. Impaired driving rates were also higher outside CMAs but, based on self-reported data from the CCHS, this 
difference is likely related to differences in the proportion of people driving vehicles and to the proportion driving an off-road 
vehicle (such as a boat or ATV) while impaired. 

Police-reported impaired driving was highest among young adults in 2015. However, it is also among young people that the 
most substantial decline in impaired driving has occurred in recent years. Furthermore, the CCHS data show that drinking 
and driving was more associated with factors, such as driving behaviours and drinking habits, than age itself, as young 
people were less likely to report drinking and driving than older adults when other factors were taken into account.  

About 70% of police-reported impaired driving incidents in 2015 resulted in charges under the Criminal Code. Drug-impaired 
driving incidents were less likely to result in a charge than alcohol-impaired driving incidents. When heard by the courts, drug-
impaired cases, overall, took more than double the time to be processed, a gap that has widened since data were first 
collected on this subject. In addition, drug-impaired driving cases were less likely than alcohol-impaired driving cases to result 
in a guilty finding. 

 

Text box 6 

Recent Juristat articles dealing with impaired driving 

Police-reported crime statistics in Canada, 2015 

Police-reported crime statistics in Canada, 2014 

Adult criminal court statistics in Canada, 2013/2014 

Impaired driving in Canada, 2011 
 

Survey description 

Uniform Crime Reporting Survey (UCR) 

The UCR Survey was developed in 1962 with the cooperation and assistance of the Canadian Association of Chiefs of 
Police. The UCR Survey data reflect reported crime that has been substantiated through a police investigation. The data 
come from all federal, provincial and municipal police services in Canada and involve offences under the Criminal Code and 
other federal statutes. 

One incident can involve multiple offences. To ensure the comparability of the data between police services, the counts 
presented in this article are based on the most serious offence in the incident, determined based on a standardized 
classification rule used by all police services. One incident can involve both alcohol-impaired driving and drug-impaired 
driving, which are equally serious offences. In these cases, the analysis deals with what the police determined to be the 
primary offence. 

Integrated Criminal Court Survey (ICCS) 

The ICCS is administered by the Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics (Statistics Canada) in collaboration with provincial 
and territorial departments responsible for criminal courts in Canada. The survey collects statistical information on adult and 
youth court cases involving Criminal Code and other federal statute offences. 

http://wwwstaging.statcan.gc.ca/pub/85-002-x/2016001/article/14679-eng.htm#n18
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The primary unit of analysis is a case. A case is defined as one or more charges against an accused person or company that 
were processed by the courts at the same time and received a final decision. A case combines all charges against the same 
person having one or more key overlapping dates (date of offence, date of initiation, date of first appearance, date of 
decision, or date of sentencing) into a single case. 

In 2014/2015, the ICCS covered all cases completed by Canadian adult criminal courts except the superior courts of Prince 
Edward Island, Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba and Saskatchewan, as well as the municipal courts of Quebec. These data could 
not be extracted from the electronic information systems of these provinces and, consequently, were not reported to the 
survey. 

Combined file of the Integrated Criminal Court Survey and Uniform Crime Reporting Survey 

For this report, the data from the ICSS and the UCR were combined to distinguish between cases of alcohol-impaired driving 
and drug-impaired driving. 

The first step was to identify, for 2010/2011 to 2014/2015, all cases completed by criminal courts for which the most serious 
charge was impaired driving. By using a process of deterministic hierarchical matching, we then tried to identify, among the 
incidents reported by police between 2008 and 2014, those that corresponded to impaired driving cases completed by the 
courts. It was possible to establish a reliable match for 185,667 cases, or 87% of impaired driving cases. 

Canadian Community Health Survey (CCHS) 

The CCHS is a cross-sectional survey of about 65,000 respondents that collects information related to health status, health 
care utilization and health determinants for the Canadian population. The CCHS contains some optional content including the 
automobile driving module. These optional modules are chosen by provincial and territorial stakeholders and apply only to 
the provinces and territories selecting the module. In 2014, this module applied to Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and 
Nunavut, for a total of about 32,000 respondents. 

The CCHS covers the population 12 years of age and over living in the ten provinces and the three territories. Excluded from 
the survey's coverage are persons living on reserves and other Aboriginal settlements in the provinces, full-time members of 
the Canadian Forces, and the institutionalized population. The CCHS frame covered 92% of the target population of the 
Yukon and Nunavut. 

Like all household surveys, the data have limitations. The results are based on a sample and are therefore subject to 
sampling errors. Slightly different results might have been obtained if the survey had covered the entire population. In this 
article, the coefficient of variation (c.v.) is used as the measure of sampling error. Any estimate with a high c.v. (more than 
33.3%) was not published because it was too unreliable. In these cases, the charts and tables contain the symbol “F” rather 
than an estimate. When the c.v. of an estimate is between 16.6 and 33.3, the estimate should be used with caution and the 
symbol “E” is displayed. For descriptive statistics and cross-tabular analyses, confidence intervals of 95% were used to 
determine if the difference between the values was statistically significant. 
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Notes 

1. Rates are calculated per 100,000 population of all ages. 

2. See the section entitled “Drug-impaired driving is less likely to result in a charge than alcohol-impaired driving”. 

3. Alcohol-impaired driving and drug-impaired driving are the same offence under the Criminal Code. In the UCR Survey, 
they can be differentiated by different offence codes. Police services can provide Statistics Canada with up to four offence 
codes. However, only the code for the primary offence (most serious offence) is systematically provided by all police 
services. To ensure data comparability, the analysis therefore normally deals with the most serious offence. Because alcohol- 
and drug-impaired driving have the same level of seriousness, it is up to police to determine which should be the primary 
violation. Since police do not always report secondary offences, the number of incidents involving drivers impaired by both 
alcohol and drug could be underestimated. 

4. According to the 2014 General Social Survey, 84% of households in CMAs had at least one motor vehicle, compared to 
90% outside CMAs. Similarly, 77% of respondents to the CCHS driving module living in CMAs reported they had driven a 
vehicle in the previous year, compared with 87% of respondents living outside CMAs. 

5. For an incident to be cleared by charge, at least one accused must have been identified and either a charge has been laid, 
or recommended to be laid, against this individual in connection with the incident. 

6. Rates are calculated per 100,000 licensed drivers in each group, based on Transport Canada data (Transport Canada 2016). 

7. The weekend is defined as being from 12:00 a.m. Saturday to 11:59 p.m. Sunday. 

8. The data are those provided by youth courts and adult courts, although the vast majority of impaired driving cases come 
from adult courts. 

9. The median corresponds to the mid-point when the data are in the order of lowest to highest. 
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10. In Quebec, some municipal courts hear cases under Part XXVII of the Criminal Code, that is, summary convictions. Such 
cases, which correspond to an accused in an incident, are excluded from the information that Quebec transmits to Statistics 
Canada. The median processing time for cases in Quebec is therefore overestimated since the data from municipal courts, 
which normally hear less serious cases, are not taken into account. 

11. The percentages exclude cases for which no information was known. 

12. The CCHS contains modules of questions for the entire sample as well as optional modules. For each survey cycle, 
provincial and territorial partners can decide whether or not to answer the optional modules. The driving and safety module is 
optional; in 2014, Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut completed it. While these provinces and territories together 
represent just over half of the Canadian population, it is important to mention that the data are weighted to be representative 
of these provinces and territories and not of the total Canadian population. The results could have been different if the entire 
population had been surveyed. 

13. Unless otherwise indicated, the differences presented in this section are significant to p < 0.05. 

14. “Don’t know”, “Refuse” and “Not reported” responses are included in the calculation of percentages. Overall, these 
responses represented less than 0.5% of respondents to the impaired driving questions. Respondents who reported not 
consuming alcohol in the last 12 months were automatically classified as not having driven impaired. Persons who reported 
not driving a vehicle in the 12 months before the survey were excluded from the calculations. 

15. Respondents were divided into five equal parts based on their income, specifically in quintiles. One-fifth of respondents 
with the highest household incomes were included in the top quintile, while one-fifth with the lowest incomes were classified 
in the bottom quintile. This distribution was done for each province to account for income differences from province to 
province. 

16. The question was not asked of respondents who had only driven a motorbike or motorcycle in the 12 months before the survey. 

17. The proportion is based on the people who reported having driven an on-road vehicle in the 12 months before the survey. 

18. The distinction between alcohol-impaired driving and drug-impaired driving was added to the UCR Survey in 2008. As a 
result, 2009 represents the first complete year in which this distinction existed. 
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Detailed data tables 

Table 1.1 
Impaired driving incidents, by type of offence and by province or territory, 2015  

Province or 
territory 

Alcohol-impaired Drug-impaired Alcohol- or drug-impaired 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
death 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
bodily  
harm 

Impaired 
operation  

of a  
vehicle 

Failure 
to 

submit 
to a  

test1 Total 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
death 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
bodily 
harm 

Impaired 
operation  

of a vehicle 

Failure 
to 

submit 
to a  

test1 Total 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
death 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
bodily 
harm 

Impaired 
operation  

of a  
vehicle 

Failure 
to 

submit 
to a  

test1 

Total 
impaired 

driving 

number 

Newfoundland 
and Labrador 2 9 1,207 37 1,255 1 2 117 1 121 3 11 1,324 38 1,376 

Prince Edward 
Island 1 1 342 20 364 1 0 20 1 22 2 1 362 21 386 

Nova Scotia 3 8 2,348 99 2,458 0 2 192 1 195 3 10 2,540 100 2,653 
New 
Brunswick 4 14 1,545 146 1,709 0 0 84 2 86 4 14 1,629 148 1,795 

Quebec 17 212 14,151 105 14,485 1 4 708 1 714 18 216 14,859 106 15,199 
Ontario 24 83 14,003 722 14,832 0 3 432 13 448 24 86 14,435 735 15,280 
Manitoba 7 43 2,552 81 2,683 0 2 125 1 128 7 45 2,677 82 2,811 
Saskatchewan 13 78 6,118 149 6,358 0 1 159 1 161 13 79 6,277 150 6,519 
Alberta 30 70 11,910 701 12,711 3 4 468 3 478 33 74 12,378 704 13,189 
British 
Columbia 14 53 9,684 1,505 11,256 1 1 385 9 396 15 54 10,069 1,514 11,652 

Yukon 0 3 422 16 441 0 0 12 0 12 0 3 434 16 453 
Northwest 
Territories 0 2 503 15 520 0 0 14 0 14 0 2 517 15 534 

Nunavut 0 1 177 3 181 0 0 11 0 11 0 1 188 3 192 
Canada 115 577 64,962 3,599 69,253 7 19 2,727 33 2,786 122 596 67,689 3,632 72,039 

Province or 
territory 

Alcohol-impaired Drug-impaired Alcohol- or drug-impaired 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
death 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
bodily  
harm 

Impaired 
operation  

of a  
vehicle 

Failure 
to 

submit 
to a  

test1 Total 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
death 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
bodily 
harm 

Impaired 
operation  

of a vehicle 

Failure 
to 

submit 
to a  

test1 Total 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
death 

Impaired 
driving 

causing 
bodily 
harm 

Impaired 
operation  

of a  
vehicle 

Failure 
to 

submit 
to a  

test1 

Total 
impaired 

driving 

rate per 100,000 population 

Newfoundland 
and Labrador 0.4 1.7 229 7.0 238 0.2 0.4 22.2 0.2 22.9 0.6 2.1 251 7.2 261 

Prince Edward 
Island 0.7 0.7 234 13.7 249 0.7 0.0 13.7 0.7 15.0 1.4 0.7 247 14.3 264 

Nova Scotia 0.3 0.8 249 10.5 261 0.0 0.2 20.4 0.1 20.7 0.3 1.1 269 10.6 281 
New 
Brunswick 0.5 1.9 205 19.4 227 0.0 0.0 11.1 0.3 11.4 0.5 1.9 216 19.6 238 

Quebec 0.2 2.6 171 1.3 175 0.0 0.0 8.6 0.0 8.6 0.2 2.6 180 1.3 184 
Ontario 0.2 0.6 102 5.2 108 0.0 0.0 3.1 0.1 3.2 0.2 0.6 105 5.3 111 
Manitoba 0.5 3.3 197 6.3 207 0.0 0.2 9.7 0.1 9.9 0.5 3.5 207 6.3 217 
Saskatchewan 1.1 6.9 540 13.1 561 0.0 0.1 14.0 0.1 14.2 1.1 7.0 554 13.2 575 
Alberta 0.7 1.7 284 16.7 303 0.1 0.1 11.2 0.1 11.4 0.8 1.8 295 16.8 314 
British 
Columbia 0.3 1.1 207 32.1 240 0.0 0.0 8.2 0.2 8.5 0.3 1.2 215 32.3 249 

Yukon 0.0 8.0 1,127 42.7 1,178 0.0 0.0 32.1 0.0 32.1 0.0 8.0 1,160 42.7 1,210 
Northwest 
Territories 0.0 4.5 1,141 34.0 1,179 0.0 0.0 31.8 0.0 31.8 0.0 4.5 1,173 34.0 1,211 

Nunavut 0.0 2.7 479 8.1 490 0.0 0.0 29.8 0.0 29.8 0.0 2.7 509 8.1 520 
Canada 0.3 1.6 181 10.0 193 0.0 0.1 7.6 0.1 7.8 0.3 1.7 189 10.1 201 

1. Includes offences of failure or refusal to provide a breath, blood or other bodily substance sample (C.C. 253(5)). 
Note: The different ways in which police services deal with traffic violations may impact police-reported statistics. Counts are based on the most serious 
offence in the incident. One incident may involve more than one traffic violation under the Criminal Code. 
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Uniform Crime Reporting Survey.  
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Table 1.2 
Alcohol- or drug-impaired driving incidents, by census metropolitan area, 2015 

Census metropolitan 
area 

Alcohol-impaired driving Drug-impaired driving Total impaired driving 

number rate 

percent  
change  
in rate  

from 2014 number rate 

percent  
change  
in rate  

from 2014 number rate 

percent  
change  
in rate  

from 2014 

St. John's 758 368 -17 88 42.8 6 846 411 -15 
Halifax 870 208 -8 36 8.6 -23 906 217 -9 
Moncton 387 248 -7 28 17.9 7 415 266 -6 
Saint John 213 167 7 3 2.4 … 216 170 8 
Saguenay 344 205 -1 19 11.3 138 363 217 2 
Québec 1,217 152 0 103 12.9 46 1,320 165 2 
Sherbrooke 334 168 -26 26 13.1 12 360 181 -24 
Trois-Rivières 297 191 -18 18 11.6 156 315 203 -15 
Montréal 5,611 138 -2 275 6.8 29 5,886 145 -1 
Gatineau1 551 168 -7 44 13.4 15 595 181 -5 
Ottawa–Gatineau 1,338 101 -1 74 5.6 29 1,412 107 0 
Ottawa2 787 79 4 30 3.0 56 817 82 5 
Kingston 101 61 -5 2 1.2 -50 103 62 -7 
Peterborough 190 155 -10 4 3.3 -20 194 159 -10 
Toronto 5,110 84 2 161 2.7 34 5,271 87 3 
Hamilton 773 103 -5 23 3.1 107 796 106 -3 
St. Catharines–Niagara 564 126 -2 0 0.0 -100 564 126 -2 
Kitchener–Cambridge–

Waterloo 530 98 -3 5 0.9 -45 535 99 -4 
Brantford 158 109 1 0 0.0 -100 158 109 -1 
Guelph 152 117 -6 2 1.5 … 154 118 -5 
London 444 87 0 16 3.1 -7 460 90 -1 
Windsor 279 84 4 7 2.1 0 286 86 3 
Barrie 285 134 -11 16 7.5 -25 301 141 -12 
Greater Sudbury 152 93 -6 9 5.5 -18 161 98 -7 
Thunder Bay 139 115 -4 2 1.7 … 141 116 -2 
Winnipeg 740 92 -8 28 3.5 128 768 95 -6 
Regina 742 306 -2 14 5.8 6 756 311 -2 
Saskatoon 700 225 5 9 2.9 -32 709 228 5 
Calgary 1,859 129 -11 44 3.0 -4 1,903 132 -11 
Edmonton 2,954 217 -6 121 8.9 -12 3,075 226 -6 
Kelowna 593 303 -16 41 20.9 -26 634 323 -17 
Abbotsford–Mission 392 213 -22 10 5.4 389 402 218 -21 
Vancouver 3,973 159 -11 143 5.7 157 4,116 164 -8 
Victoria 931 255 10 59 16.2 36 990 271 12 
... not applicable 
1. Gatineau represents the Quebec part of the Ottawa–Gatineau CMA. 
2. Ottawa represents the Ontario part of the Ottawa–Gatineau CMA. 
Note: A census metropolitan area (CMA) consists of one or more neighbouring municipalities situated around a core. A census metropolitan area 
must have a total population of at least 100,000 of which 50,000 or more live in the core. To be included in the CMA, other adjacent municipalities 
must have a high degree of integration with the core, as measured by commuting flows derived from previous census data. A CMA is normally 
served by more than one police service. The Oshawa CMA is excluded from this table due to the incongruity between the police service jurisdictional 
boundaries and the CMA boundaries. The different ways in which police services deal with traffic violations can impact police-reported statistics. Counts 
are based on the most serious offence in the incident. One incident can involve more than one traffic violation under the Criminal Code. The change in 
percentage is based on unrounded rates. Population counts are based on July 1st estimates from Statistics Canada, Demography Division. 
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Uniform Crime Reporting Survey.  
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Table 3.1 
Persons who reported having driven a vehicle after consuming two drinks in the preceding hour, by 
selected socioeconomic characteristics, Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut, 2014  

Selected characteristics 

On-road vehicle1 Off-road vehicle2 All types of motor vehicles 

number percent3 number percent3 number percent3 

Sex   

Male† 483,438 7.5 166,899 7.4 579,682 8.8 
Female 46,904 0.8* 16,164E 1.1E* 60,721 1.0* 

Age group   

15 to 17 years F F F F F F 
18 to 24 years 71,788E 5.3* 31,577E 6.2E* 95,466 6.8* 
25 to 34 years 134,081 6.4* 58,864E 8.1E* 166,482 7.8* 
35 to 44 years 84,856 3.7 33,868E 4.9E 101,548 4.4* 
45 to 54 years 103,795E 4.6E* 27,539E 4.1E 124,368 5.5* 
55 to 64 years 82,578 3.7 20,023E 3.5E 93,074 4.2* 
65 years and older† 50,996 2.7 6,997E 2.3E 54,709 2.9 

Marital status   

Married† 225,654 3.3 83,665 4.2 269,694 3.9 
Common-law 81,881E 7.7* 37,026E 9.2E* 109,432 10.0* 
Widowed 12,615E 2.9E x x 13,005E 2.9E 
Separated or divorced 46,579E 5.1E 6,437E 3.7E 49,315E 5.3E 
Single 163,443 5.3* 55,501 4.9 198,789 6.1* 

Level of education   

Less than high school† 34,183E 2.5E 23,044E 4.4E 49,685E 3.3E 
High school diploma4 149,335 4.6* 66,779E 7.1E 189,553 5.7* 
Trade certificate or diploma 89,093 10.4* 22,073E 7.0E 100,046 11.6* 
College diploma 126,702 4.2* 43,134E 4.8E 152,109 5.1* 
Undergraduate university degree 101,499 3.7 21,957E 3.0E 116,605 4.2 
Graduate degree 28,064E 2.6E F F 30,450E 2.8E 

Household income quintile5   

Bottom quintile† 38,863E 2.2E 16,573E 4.7E 49,447E 2.7E 
Second quintile 54,556 2.3 19,328E 4.2E 68,535 2.9 
Third quintile 98,725 3.9* 29,226E 4.2E 120,677 4.7* 
Fourth quintile 156,952 5.5* 50,909E 5.4E 183,862 6.4* 
Top quintile 178,622 6.1* 65,990 5.2 214,654 7.3* 

Aboriginal identity   

Non-Aboriginal† 505,506 4.3 168,473 4.8 607,744 5.0 
Aboriginal 21,187E 4.8E 13,227E 7.0E 28,384E 6.1E 

Total population 530,342 4.3 183,063 4.9 640,404 5.0 
x suppressed to meet the confidentiality requirements of the Statistics Act 
E use with caution 
F too unreliable to be published 
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05) 
† reference category 
1. Includes on-road motor vehicles, such as passenger vehicles, vans, SUVs, trucks and motorcycles. 
2. Includes off-road vehicles, such as ATVs, snowmobiles, seadoos and motorboats. Excludes aircraft. 
3. Calculation of the percentages is based on persons who reported having driven this type of vehicle at least once in the 12 months preceding the 
survey. 
4. Includes partial postsecondary studies. 
5. Excludes data from Yukon and Nunavut. The quintiles are adjusted by province. 
Note: The "on-road vehicle" and "off-road vehicle" columns are not mutually exclusive and, thus, their sum will not equal the "all types of motor 
vehicles" column. 
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Community Health Survey, 2014.  
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Table 3.2 
Person who reported having driven a vehicle after consuming two drinks in the preceding hour, by 
selected driving,  drinking  and health-related habits, Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and 
Nunavut, 2014  

Selected characteristics 

On-road vehicle1 Off-road vehicle2 
All types of  

motor vehicles 

number percent3 number percent3 number percent3 

Compared with other drivers, would you say that you 
normally drive:   

Slower† 54,176E 2.9E 33,731E 7.4E 82,214E 4.4 
About the same speed 244,938 3.3 78,317E 4.1E 286,860 3.8 
Faster 229,568 7.7* 67,536 6.0 266,337 9.0* 

Compared with other drivers, would you say that you 
normally drive:   

Less aggressively† 147,652 2.9 57,819E 4.6E 188,945 3.7 
With the same aggressiveness 217,313 4.0* 69,772E 4.7E 260,120 4.8* 
More aggressively 163,619 9.2* 51,622 7.1 185,877 10.4* 

How often do you fasten your seat belt when driving?   

Always† 443,927 3.8 133,374 4.1 532,901 4.5 
Most of the time, seldom or never 86,017 13.9* 46,144E 16.3E* 103,774 16.7* 

How often do you use a cellphone (excluding hands-free) 
when driving?   

Never† 211,810 2.3 64,050 3.0 256,355 2.8 
Seldom, sometimes or often 318,135 9.3* 115,468 8.4* 380,319 11.2* 

Frequency of alcohol consumption4   

Once a month or less5, † 24,252E 0.4E 14,156E 1.1E 35,020E 0.6E 
Once a week or less 112,406 3.6* 29,947 2.9* 134,833 4.3* 
More than once a week (but not daily) 301,383 10.5* 112,561 9.8* 364,156 12.6* 
Daily 91,812 10.0* 25,922E 9.1* 105,662 11.4* 

Excessive alcohol consumption4, 6   

Never5, † 41,632E 0.6E F F 52,615E 0.7E 
Less than once a month 143,183 4.8* 34,211E 3.0E 174,391 5.7* 
At least once a month (but less than once a week) 172,921 11.2* 70,778E 9.8 213,852 13.6* 
At least once a week 170,951 20.7* 64,990 16.9 196,801 23.5* 

Tobacco use   

Never smoked† 134,347 2.5 43,399E 2.9E 163,804 3.0 
Former smoker 217,718 4.4* 69,684 4.7* 265,558 5.4* 
Occasional smoker 50,168E 9.0E* 16,282E 8.5E* 60,685E 10.5* 
Regular smoker 127,970 7.6* 53,698E 9.5E* 150,217 8.7* 

Index of physical activity in leisure time7   

Active† 155,909 4.3 62,899E 4.5E 198,207 5.3 
Moderately active 154,659 4.9 50,425E 4.8E 178,732 5.6 
Inactive 219,773 3.9 69,738E 5.3E 263,464 4.6 

Daily consumption of fruits and vegetables   

5 or more servings a day† 115,830 2.5 37,261E 2.7E 138,988 3.0 
3 or 4 servings a day 172,393 4.0* 59,727E 4.7E* 215,884 4.9* 
Less than 3 servings a day 226,491 7.5* 82,524 8.7* 268,110 8.6* 

E use with caution 
F too unreliable to be published 
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05) 
† reference category 
1. Includes on-road motor vehicles, such as passenger vehicles, vans, SUVs, trucks and motorcycles. 
2. Includes off-road vehicles, such as ATVs, snowmobiles, seadoos and motorboats. Excludes aircraft. 
3. Calculation of the percentages is based on persons who reported having driven this type of vehicle at least once in the 12 months preceding the 
survey. 
4. Based on consumption in the 12 months preceding the survey. 
5. Includes persons who did not consume any alcohol in the 12 months preceding the survey. These persons were automatically classified as not 
having driven after drinking. 
6. Corresponds to five drinks for men and four drinks for women on the same occasion. 
7. Based on values for total energy expended (kcal/kg/day). 
Note: The "on-road vehicle" and "off-road vehicle" columns are not mutually exclusive and, thus, their sum will not equal the "all types of motor 
vehicles" column. 
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Community Health Survey, 2014.  
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Table 3.3 
Passengers of a driver who consumed two or more drinks in the preceding hour, by selected 
characteristics, Ontario, Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut, 2014  

Selected characteristics 

On-road vehicle1 Off-road vehicle2 
All types of  

motor vehicles 

number percent3 number percent3 number percent3 

Sex   

Male† 775,762 10.1 154,818 2.0 833,639 10.8 
Female 471,372 6.0* 74,978 0.9* 516,010 6.5* 

Age group   

15 to 17 years 43,861 5.8* 7,925E 1.0E* 49,942 6.6* 
18 to 24 years 270,333 15.0* 46,066 2.6* 293,543 16.3* 
25 to 34 years 363,477 14.1* 89,697 3.5* 400,886 15.6* 
35 to 44 years 203,996 7.8* 30,484E 1.2E* 217,722 8.3* 
45 to 54 years 173,804 6.7* 34,104E 1.3E* 184,071 7.0* 
55 to 64 years 117,324 4.6* 16,017E 0.6E* 126,887 4.9* 
65 years and older† 74,339 2.8 5,501E 0.2E 76,597 2.9 

Compared with other drivers, would you say that 
you normally drive:   

Slower† 132,124 7.0 28,951E 1.5E 140,827 7.5 
About the same speed 549,902 7.3 93,055 1.2 590,839 7.9 
Faster 470,250 15.9* 95,260 3.2* 513,882 17.3* 

Compared with other drivers, would you say that 
you normally drive:   

Less aggressively† 364,584 7.1 73,207 1.4 398,012 7.7 
With the same aggressiveness 499,524 9.3* 83,555 1.6 536,402 10.0* 
More aggressively 287,586 16.1* 60,089 3.4* 310,136 17.4* 

How often do you fasten your seat belt when 
driving?   

Always† 1,034,952 8.8 180,097 1.5 1,120,493 9.5 
Most of the time, seldom or never 118,829 19.2* 36,946E 6.0E* 126,337 20.4* 

How often do you use a cellphone (excluding 
hands-free) when driving?   

Never† 530,770 5.9 137,982 0.9 574,877 6.4 
Seldom, sometimes or often 622,948 18.3* 78,997 4.0* 671,890 19.7* 

Excessive alcohol consumption   

Never† 268,893 2.9 32,138E 0.3E 287,503 3.1 
Less than once a month 361,079 10.7* 45,281 1.3* 385,254 11.4* 
At least once a month (but less than once a week) 344,819 20.0* 70,333 4.1* 380,370 22.1* 
At least once a week 255,910 26.9* 79,539 8.4* 279,662 29.4* 

In the previous 12 months, has driven after 
consuming at least two drinks in the preceding 
hour...   

...an on-road vehicle 310,351 58.5 53,754E 10.1E 314,760 59.4 

...an off-road vehicle 111,751 61.0 90,650 49.5 137,414 75.1 

...any type of vehicle 361,767 56.5 109,522 17.1 388,732 60.7 
Total population 1,247,134 8.0 229,796 1.5 1,349,649 8.6 
E use with caution 
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05) 
† reference category 
1. Includes on-road motor vehicles, such as passenger vehicles, vans, SUVs, trucks and motorcycles. 
2. Includes off-road vehicles, such as ATVs, snowmobiles, seadoos and motorboats. Excludes aircraft. 
3. Calculation of the percentages is based on persons who reported having driven this type of vehicle at least once in the 12 months preceding the 
survey. 
Note: The "on-road vehicle" and "off-road vehicle" columns are not mutually exclusive and, thus, their sum will not equal the "all types of motor 
vehicles" column. 
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Community Health Survey, 2014.  
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Model 1 and 2 
Self-reported impaired driving, by selected characteristics, logistic regression analysis, Ontario, 
Manitoba, Alberta, Yukon and Nunavut, 2014 

Independent variables 

Model 1 Model 2 

        Odds ratio 

Sex   

Female Reference Reference 
Male 7.34*** 6.37*** 

Age group   

15 to 24 years Reference Reference 
25 to 34 years 1.63* 1.68* 
35 to 44 years 1.33 1.49 
45 to 64 years 1.84** 2.42*** 
65 years and older 2.16** 4.39*** 

Marital status   

Married Reference Reference 
Common-law, single, separated or divorced 1.73*** 1.50* 
Widowed 2.84** 3.38** 

Level of education   

Trade certificate or diploma 1.82** 1.87** 
Other diploma or no diploma Reference Reference 

Household income   

Bottom three quintiles Reference Reference 
Top two quintiles 1.74*** 1.40* 
Unknown or not applicable1 2.05** 1.81* 

Driving speed compared with other drivers   

Slower or about the same Reference Reference 
Faster 1.57** 1.41* 

Seat belt use   

Always Reference Reference 
Most of the time, seldom or never 1.85** 1.69* 

Use of a cellphone (excluding hands-free) when driving   

Never Reference Reference 
Seldom, sometimes or often 2.55*** 2.19*** 

Driving when tired   

Never Reference Reference 
Seldom, sometimes or often 2.74*** 2.32*** 

Smoking status   

Non-smoker Reference n.s. 
Smoker 1.72*** n.s. 

Daily consumption of fruits and vegetables   

3 or more servings Reference Reference 
Less than 3 servings 1.64*** 1.56** 

Frequency of excessive alcohol consumption   

Never … Reference 
Less than once a month … 6.39*** 
At least once a month (but less than once a week) … 14.41*** 
At least once a week … 25.88*** 

... not applicable 
* significantly different from reference category (p < 0.05) 
** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.01) 
*** significantly different from reference category (p < 0.001) 
n.s. not significant (removed from model) 
1. Includes drivers living in Yukon and Nunavut. 
Note: A logistic regression analysis can analyze the effect of different factors that influence a dependent variable (in this case, whether or not the 
person drove after consuming at least two drinks in the preceding hour, at least once in the 12 months preceding the survey) while isolating the 
effect of other factors. The result is given by the odds ratio, which is calculated in relation to the reference category. For example, Model 2 indicates 
that a male, compared with a female (reference category) with exactly the same characteristics, was 6.37 times more likely to have reported driving 
after having consumed at least two drinks in the preceding hour, at least once in the 12 months preceding the survey. 
Source: Statistics Canada, Canadian Community Health Survey, 2014.  
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