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Abstract
This dissertation examines the relationship between the implementation of stricter drink drive laws and their impact on road safety and accident rates in within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland. With drink driving remaining a significant public safety concern, legislative measures have been progressively tightened to mitigate its consequences. This study explores how these policies influence accident statistics, driver behaviour, and law enforcement effectiveness. By analysing quantitative data national transport agencies and police forces, along with qualitative assessments of policy effectiveness, this research aims to provide a comprehensive understanding of the extent to which stricter alcohol regulations contribute to reducing road accidents and fatalities.

[bookmark: _Toc194522918] – Introduction

[bookmark: _Toc194522919]1.1) Introduction
This chapter aims to deliver a justification and background surrounding for the study. It will outline and explain the aim and objectives of the research with its description and structure
Drink driving is a serious and preventable issue that poses significant risk to individuals and communities. Despite widespread awareness campaigns, drink driving remains a leading cause of traffic collisions, injuries, and fatalities. The consequences of drink driving extend beyond the driver, affecting passengers, pedestrians, and other road users. Understanding the dangers and legal implications of drink driving is crucial in reducing its occurrence and promoting road safety for everyone.
This research aims to investigate whether stricter drink drive laws within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland can improve road safety and reduce accident rates. Driving under the influence is the leading risk factor for collisions on roads across the nation, and an interaction is regularly documented between blood alcohol levels and road traffic accidents. (Francesconi, James, 2019, Levitt, Porter, 2001). In the UK, between 240 and 280 people are thought to have died on UK roads in 2021 as a result of at least one motorist exceeding the legal drinking and driving limit (Department for Transport, 2023). Siciliano (et al, 2016) state “alcohol intake impairs cognitive and behavioural skills that may affect driving”, thus highlighting that alcohol intake can increase the chances of a collision occurring due to slower reaction and limited inhibitions.
Although there have been some major efforts in attempting to reduce drink driving, such as Fatal 5 Campaign, Drink Aware Campaigns; there still seems to be relevantly high levels of drink driving and fatal road traffic collisions. The RAC (2025) states “The percentage of road casualties, whether fatalities, serious or slight injuries, that were drink-drive related has increased over the last 10 years, according to the latest 2022 data.”. This research also has a personal connotation for me personally, within my first month of my career as PC I had attended a fatal road traffic collision involving a drink driver, this incident had a profound impact on me and has been the driving force behind me completing this dissertation.

[bookmark: _Toc194522920]1.2) Aims and Objectives
The aim of this dissertation is to investigate what effects stricter drink drive laws would have on road safety and accident rates within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland. In addition, this dissertation is going to seek the views of serving officers on the subject to ascertain if they would be supportive of stricter drink drive laws.

· Objective 1 - Highlight the current drink drive statistics within the UK, which include fatal and serious road traffic collisions.

· Objective 2 - Compare the UK with another country with a lower drink drive limit and compare and see if there are any differences.

· Objective 3 – Research current literature on drink driving and stricter drink drive laws

· Objective 4 - To conduct primary research to understand how police officers perceive drink driving and whether they would support a change in the law.

· Objective 5 - Provide an ethically balanced argument as to why stricter drink drive laws could be implemented to improve road safety within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland.

[bookmark: _Toc194522921]1.3) Research Structure
To ensure this dissertation achieves all objectives, this piece of writing will contain five chapters:
Chapter one has presented the research by providing context and a background to the research, it has outlined the justification for the research whilst also highlighting the aims and the objectives of this dissertation. The study will include primary as well as secondary data, including a survey and a literature review.
Chapter two will contain a literature review of current literature surrounding drink driving within the UK. This chapter will highlight the issues in enforcing drink driving laws, the methods in which can be used to prevent drink driving, fatalities involving drink driving and also the social change in drink driving.
Chapter three provides a full summary of the dissertation's approach. This section gives a thorough summary of the research design, methodology, and techniques used in the study. It explains the rationale for selecting the research strategy and methodology. The research report also includes a full depiction of the sample population, as well as a detailed assessment of the methodology used for data collection and analysis.
Chapter four will examine the primary data that is collected through the pertinent methods which will be discussed in chapter three. Analysis of the statistics will be conducted to present the findings for the reader. This will be the gateway for the discussion and review.
Chapter five is the final chapter of this research project; this chapter will discuss and review the aims and objectives of the research. A discussion will occur highlighting the main findings, the recommendations, and the limitations surrounding the research.

[bookmark: _Toc194522922]1.4) Conclusion
In Chapter one the research was introduced, the aims and objectives were identified, and it was outlines as to why the research is beneficial in relation to drink driving. The following chapter will be a literature review, this will bring more depth to the issues discussed here but also provide a gap in the literature.

[bookmark: _Toc194522923] - Literature Review

[bookmark: _Toc194522924]2.1) Introduction 
Drink driving is a significant public safety concern worldwide, contributing to numerous accidents, fatalities, and injuries. It is an issue that is heavily studied within the realms of criminology, psychology, public health, and law enforcement. Research on drink driving generally addresses its causes, consequences, preventative measures, and interventions. This literature review explores the various aspects of drink driving by examining key studies, theories, and policies that have shaped our understanding of this dangerous behaviour. This literature review is going to study the current available literature and highlight gaps in research in order to be able to conduct primary research to assist in my research.

[bookmark: _Toc194522925]2.2) Prevalence and Patterns of Drink Driving
Studies consistently demonstrate that drink driving remains a prevalent issue globally. The World Health Organisation (WHO) has reported that alcohol is involved in nearly 25-30% of all fatal road traffic collisions worldwide (WHO, 2018). The prevalence of drink driving varies by country and region, with research showing higher rates in some nations and among certain demographic groups. For example, the U.S. National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) highlights that males, particularly younger individuals, are more likely to engage in drink driving (NHTSA, 2020).
Patterns of drink driving often include certain times and conditions that make driving after drinking more common. Curtis, et al,. (2016) state “Fourteen percent of night-time entertainment precinct attendees reported drink driving in the past three months”. Research indicates that nighttime driving and weekends, especially around following a night out, see higher incidences of drink driving. Furthermore, the study of socio-economic factors, including income and education, suggests that there is a positive correlation with those who earn a higher income and alcohol consumption. Keyes and Hasin (2008) state “previous studies have indicated a relationship between higher educational attainment and driving after drinking in both adolescents and adults”. Thus, highlighting the positive relationship between higher income workers due to the costing of owning a vehicle and being able to afford the expense of alcohol.

[bookmark: _Toc194522926]2.3) Psychological and Behavioural Factors
Psychological and behavioural factors play a critical role in understanding why individual’s driver under the influence of alcohol. Studies reveal that individuals often underestimate their impairment after consuming alcohol, a phenomenon known as ‘alcohol myopia’ (Steele and Josephs, 1990). These cognitive bias leads individuals to overestimate their ability to drive safely despite adverse effects of alcohol on reaction time, coordination, and judgement. However, research conducted by Boes and Stillman highlight that a reduction in the legal drinking age in fact led to a decline in risky driving by youths (Boes and Stillman, 2024). This highlights how as long as positive behavioural factors are enforced risk taking driving can be controlled very easily thus preventing any accidents.
Patil highlights the link between greater risk-taking propensity being significant predictors for risk taking behaviour involving drink driving:

For men and women, greater risk-taking propensity, physical/verbal hostility, aggression, and tolerance of deviance were significant predictors of a competitive attitude toward driving, risk-taking driving, high-risk driving, driving aggression, and drink/driving
(Patil et al, 2006)

This in turn highlighting how risk-taking behaviours can often be early predictors to an individual’s propensity to undertake the risk-taking action, such as drink driving. However, research conducted by Smailovic (et al 2019) has highlighted a contrast in other research whereby the findings of the research states “driver error and male drivers were the 2 most significant risk factors for DUI, with the highest scores and potential for prevalence”. This goes to show that male drivers are more susceptible to being involved in drink drive incidents compared to female drivers.
Research that was conducted by Keatley, Barsky, and Clarke (2017) has highlighted those influences such as peer pressure and being surrounded by alcohol is a leading factor in an increased propensity for alcohol to be consumed and then a vehicle being driven following the fact. Similarly, research was carried out in Australia by Vankov and Schroeter (2021) whereby they were looking at predicting the intentions of young drivers. Their research stated, “past DUI behavior as the strongest predictor of DUI intention”, this meaning that having a predisposal to drink driving is likely to be a factor in reoffending for drink driving.

[bookmark: _Toc194522927]2.4) Legal and Policy Frameworks
Law enforcement and legal frameworks are central in combating drink driving. A study by Francesconi and James (2021) explored the effectiveness of stricter drink drive laws on road accidents. They studied the Scottish change in law in 2014 and they found that the reduction in the alcohol limit “had no effect on drink driving and road collisions” they go on to further state that “the unavailability of cheaper alternative means of transportation and weak law enforcement seem to have been the main channels behind the lack of an impact”. This highlights that a change in law is only effective if the enforcement of that said law is strong and there are other factors that can encourage a positive change. However, it is important to note that Francesconi and James (2021) have stated that “reducing drink drive limits is generally regarded an effective strategy to save lives on the road” thus supporting my research.
In the UK, police officers are not allowed to request a breath test at random, they need to hold some sort of suspicion that the said person is under the influence of drink. Section 6 of the Road Traffic Act (1988) gives a constable the power to request a sample of breath if one of the following conditions are met:
· A constable reasonably suspects that the person is driving, attempting to drive, or is in charge of a motor vehicle on a road or public place and has alcohol or a drug in his body
· A constable reasonably suspects that the person has been driving, attempting to drive, or is in charge of a motor vehicle on a road or public place while having alcohol or a drug in his body or while unfit to drive because of a drug, and still has alcohol or a drug in his body.
· An accident has occurred owing to the presence of a motor vehicle on a road or public place and a constable reasonably believes that the person was driving, attempting to drive or in charge of the vehicle at the time of the accident.
This legislation can prove quite a hindrance to police as if they do not suspect that a person has been drink driving, they have no power to request a preliminary test from them. However, on the contrary the use of random breath testing and increased enforcement in relation to drink driving has proven successful in other countries. Verschuur (1988, quoted in Mathijssen 2005) highlights the results of a survey carried out in 1987 whereby the proportion of drivers with an illegal BAC had dropped from 12% to 8%. They were unable to pinpoint the exact moment the drop started but from preliminary analysis it appears the drop started in 1985. Mathijssen (2005) highlights the drop in trend was “followed the introduction of electronic screeners in the Netherlands in 1984” further to this, he goes onto state “the combination of greater reliability and lower cost of the electronic screeners allowed the police to test larger numbers of drivers than before, thus increasing the risk of apprehension”. Thus, highlighting that random breath testing with increased enforcement enabled the police to be able to test more drivers frequently which in turn increased the apprehension rate for those drink drivers.

[bookmark: _Toc194522928]2.5) Preventative Measures and Interventions
Public health initiatives and behavioural interventions have been pivotal in addressing drink driving. A piece of writing by Hall (2005) has stated that to avoid the rising drunkenness epidemic, the UK government should consider lowering prices on non-alcoholic beverages, reducing the availability of alcohol, and lowering the blood alcohol limit while driving. This to try and reduce further incidences of alcohol related incidents. Similarly, South Wales Police has utilised the recommendation for lowering taxes on non – alcoholic drinks by creating a scheme to give designated drivers free non – alcoholic drinks. One of the most effective strategies is the promotion of designated drivers – non-drinking individuals who agree to drive their friend’s home safely. In December of 2022 South Wales Police launched their ‘DES’ scheme, which is aimed at the designated drivers, this scheme was promoted as a way to increase designated drivers by allowing them to have free non – alcoholic drinks if they were the designated driver the main aim of the scheme was “to promote responsible drinking with road safety in mind” (South Wales Police, 2022). 
Educational campaigns and awareness programs are another cornerstone of preventative efforts. For example, campaigns highlighting the risks associated with drink driving have been shown to increase public awareness, although their impact on actual behaviour change has been mixed. The effectiveness of these campaigns is often influence by how well they are tailored to specific audiences and their integration into broader community-based initiatives (Shope and Bingham, 2008). In the UK, educational road safety campaigns were previously run by the Central Office for Information (COI) but in 2000 a new road safety campaign was introduced, this was called THINK! Since its inception in 2000 THINK! has reported that there has been a 46% reduction of road deaths (THINK!, N.D). The use of road safety campaigns has been effective within the UK at reducing road deaths however, this method is not a preventative measure and more of an intervention.
Technological innovations, such as alcohol ignition interlocks, which require drivers to pass a breathalyser test before starting their vehicle, have also been examined as preventative measures. Several studies indicate that that alcohol interlocks are highly effective in reducing repeat offences, particularly when they are used as part of a broader rehabilitation program (Elder et al., 2011). However, it is important to understand the limitations of what alcohol ignition interlocks are capable of Negussie et al highlights the limitations of the alcohol ignition interlock devices
A major limitation of breath-testing devices is that they require active use and engagement and only provide point-in-time estimates of BAC levels. This could potentially be dangerous if an individual's BAC is ascending, and they receive a reading that is below the limit
(Negussie et al., 2018)

[bookmark: _Toc194522929]2.6) Current Statistics
The most recent statistics for drink driving have been published for 2023. The Department for Transport (2024a) states “19.6% of fatal collisions in 2023 had at least one drink or drugs related factor assigned”. They go on to further state that the overall number of collisions whereby a drink/drug were involved had increased from 2022. This just highlights that there is quite clearly an epidemic with drink/drug drivers, there does not seem to be a trend in the number of collisions involving drink drivers as the numbers tend to vary from year to year.
In the UK, there is an annual operation that is run throughout the Christmas period called ‘Op Limit’ this op is enforced to target the drivers who are using drink and drugs and then proceeding to get behind the wheel and drive. The NPCC (2023) highlighted that throughout the period of 21 November 2022 and 01 January 2023, a total of 66,014 vehicles were stopped and 52,667 breath tests were undertaken, only 5,532 motorists were arrested from it. This is only 10.2% of the people who were breathalysed. However, the NPCC has highlighted a separate pertinent issue being drug driving, the NPCC (2023) illustrates that out 6,273 drug wipes used, 3,361 tested positive for either cannabis or cocaine, this is 53.6% of those who were drug wiped.
The Department for Transport (2024b) state that in 2022 there were 4,620 collisions on the roads in the UK that involved a drink driver. They did note that this was a decrease from 2021. The Department for Transport highlighted that 4% of the collisions in 2022 involved a drink driver.

[bookmark: _Toc194522930]2.7)	Social and Cultural Consideration
Social and cultural factors play a significant role in the prevalence of drink driving. Research has shown that in cultures where alcohol consumption is normalised or celebrated, drink driving rates tend to be higher. In contrast, cultures with strong taboos against drink driving often report lower incidences. Valentine et al (2010) highlight that In Muslim civilisations like Iran, alcohol-impaired driving is rarely taken into consideration, despite being a serious problem in Western nations. Although Islamic beliefs forbid drinking, Iranians are becoming more and more exposed to Western alcohol use standards due to globalisation and changing social conventions. Thus, highlighting that the social factor surrounding drinking and drink driving has a stronger affect that than the cultural factor as stated above. Similarly, research was conducted by Greene, Murphy, and Rossheim whereby they look into the social factors surrounding drink driving, specifically within rural areas, their findings had shown that social circles had a strong influence on the behaviours, and going on to state “Much of the time, friends inadvertently caused drinking and driving by encouraging each other to binge drink” (Greene, Murphy, and Rossheim., 2018). However, it is important to note that although social circles had a strong impact on drink driving, the consequences of drink driving is also being seen as a preventative measure; “The risk of harming others was the main deterrent to drinking and driving and was brought up in all focus groups” (Greene, Murphy, and Rossheim., 2018).
Culturally based values and perceptions play a role in shaping health-related outcomes. Culture is a key aspect of health and well-being as it forms the basis of individuals’ personal value systems, which can significantly influence health outcomes (Napier et al., 2014). Elements of culture may be expressed through factors including familial roles, values, and religiosity (M. J. Martinez, Marsiglia, Ayers, & Nuno-Gutierrez, 2015). Although these same contextual processes are important predictors of problematic outcomes across ethnic groups, how they influence drinking and driving is unclear (Sanchez et al., 2017)


[bookmark: _Toc194522931]– Methodology

[bookmark: _Toc194522932]3.1) Introduction 
The aim of this research is to investigate the views of serving police and how effective they think that stricter drink drive laws would affect road safety within the Wales, England, and Northern Ireland. This survey seeks to offer a ‘professional’ opinion on the topic and to gain the views of serving officers on what they feel is an effective method to reduce drink driving. On conclusion of the research, it would be possible for an ethically balanced argument that is intended to promote a change in the law of drink driving in order to be able to make our roads a safer place and to protect those who use our roads.

[bookmark: _Toc194522933]3.2) Research Strategy
A survey was selected as the research approach to support the defined goals and objectives. McCombes (2019) states “surveys are used as a method of gathering data in many different fields”. A survey will comprise organised questions that are prepared and presented to participants who may submit their answers in their personal time whether in person, in written form, or via digital means, allowing for the gathering of data in the specified study area (Biggam, 2011). A survey was chosen for this research project as it allows for a flexible approach amongst the respondents, it allows for the survey to be completed at any place and any time, there is also no time limit on the survey and as such the survey could be completed in a time frame chosen by the respondent.
The survey was published on the 1st of January 2025, this was promoted on the Gwent Police ‘intranet’ for officers to complete at their own free will. I also emailed this survey to members of the RPSO (Roads Policing and Specialist Operations) team. There was no set aim for the number of respondents but the more responses to the survey the better. The survey questions were based around experiences of drink driving (policing perspective), opinions on preventative measures, personal affiliations to consequences of drink driving, and support of stricter drink drive laws. The questionnaire was designed to incorporate both closed-ended question types and open-ended questions, enabling participants to share their opinions and thoughts in their individual words.

[bookmark: _Toc194522934]3.3) Data Collection
The data for this research was collected by using Google Forms. Google forms as stated by Computer Hope (2024) is “is a questionnaire tool that allows users to create fillable forms, quizzes, applications, and other documents that require user input”. Google Forms allows for anonymised responses to surveys and easy collation of data, Google Forms collates the data for you and presents it in a readable format. The reasons for using this data gathering method include its effectiveness in drawing the participant opinions and attitudes, guaranteeing their anonymity, supporting study replication, and its suitability for questions that are qualitative as well as quantitative (Denny and Weckesser, 2022). For this questionnaire, the sampling technique used was ‘Non – probability sampling’. This type of sampling is where “individuals are selected based on non-random criteria, and not every individual has a chance of being included” (McCombes, 2019). This type of sampling has a higher chance of sampling bias, McCombes (2019) states that sampling bias means that compared to probability samples, the inferences you can draw about the population are weaker, and your conclusions might be more constrained. To combat this, I have opened the survey up to general staff network within the police to ascertain their views on the topic, this is to encourage a fair representation from all backgrounds.

[bookmark: _Toc194522935]3.4) Data Analysis
Data analysis as stated by Eldridge (2025) is “the process of systematically collecting, cleaning, transforming, describing, modelling, and interpreting data”. The process comprises the use of several predictive, calculable, and technological methods to draw meaning from data that might be provided in numerical, textual, or different forms (Hai-Jew, 2019). Crabtree and Nehme (2024) highlight that data analysis is “the backbone of strategic planning in businesses, governments, and other organizations”. This implies that the foundation of an argumentative fact is formed by a variety of data-collection activities, which are then analysed to comprehend, interpret, and put forward an objective statement.
The analysis of the results attained from the Google Forms Questionnaire was inputted into Microsoft Excel. The submissions, as previously mentioned, have been anonymised and all answers were logged on the spreadsheet. The data was analysed by evaluating each question's responses in relation to the amount of respondents to the survey. The data has been presented in pie charts which allow for easy reading of the data, I have also ensured that the data reads as a percentage to be able to provide clarity to the answers of the survey.

[bookmark: _Toc194522936]3.5) Ethical Consideration
Ethical considerations as stated by Hassan (2024) is “essential in research and professional practice, ensuring that work is conducted with integrity, respect, and responsibility”. In addition to being a component of compliance, ethical considerations show a dedication to carrying out research in a way that respects the liberties and interests of everyone involved and interested parties (Saunders, Lewis, and Thornhill, 2019). For this piece of writing guidance from the ethics review board was sought, you can see a copy of the ethics review from in Appendix 7.1

[bookmark: _Toc194522937]- Results and findings

[bookmark: _Toc194522938]4.1) Introduction
Following the collection of primary research, this part of the thesis will aim to present the study's conclusions and assess the collected data. This chapter aims to fulfil the third objective of the dissertation, which is: To conduct primary research to understand how police officers perceive drink driving and whether they would support a change in the law.
An unanswered and blank copy of the survey can be found in Appendix 7.3 and presents the questions asked in the survey, as well as who the targeted participants of the survey were.
The survey was created using Google Forms and was posted onto the internal ‘intranet’ for Gwent Police, this survey was also emailed to officers from ‘Roads Policing Specialist Operations’ who are the dedicated roads policing unit for Gwent Police – I would class these as expert opinions due to the nature of the job they undertake and the weight behind their opinion. There are a total of 12 questions however, only 9 questions will be used in this chapter due to its relevancy.

[bookmark: _Toc194522939]4.2) Demographics
A total of 78 individuals participated in this online survey, all of these respondents are warranted police officers who have at one point in their career been policing operationally. Among the participants 64.1% of the respondents were male, 34.6% were female, and 1.3% of the respondents did not want to say what gender they were.
Out of the 78 respondents 6.4% had been in the police for less than a year, 42.3% had been in the police between 1 & 5 years, 29.5% had been in the police for between 6 & 10 years. 15.4% had been in the police for between 11 & 20 years, and 6.4% had been in the police for over 20 years.
The majority of the respondents and currently based on ‘Response Policing’ with over 48% of respondents being placed on that department. 16.7% of respondents are based on ‘Roads Policing and Specialist Operations’, 12.8% are based on ‘CID/PPU’. The remainder of the respondents are spread over a variety of different departments withing my police force.

[bookmark: _Toc194522940]4.3) Survey Results
[bookmark: _Toc194522941]4.3.1) Awareness of drink drive laws within the UK
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: How aware are you of the current drink drive laws in the UK?. Number of responses: 78 responses.]
Figure 1 – Answers to question ’How aware are you of the current drink drive laws in the UK’  in Pie Chart Form

This question was used to highlight the current gaps in knowledge for police officers surrounding the drink driving laws within the UK. 78% of respondents to the survey were very aware of the drink drive laws within the UK, whereas only 22% were somewhat aware.
This is highlighting that there is a slight knowledge gap for officers, the public would expect police officers to have a full unequivocal knowledge of the laws they are enforcing. However, it is pleasing to see that no one had indicated that they do not know the law surrounding drink driving within the UK.
This gap does open up the opportunity for further development in this area for officers, it is noted that it would be beneficial for all officers to be able to have a good unequivocal understanding of the laws surrounding drink driving due to its prevalence and serious impacts for which officers may have to deal with.

[bookmark: _Toc194522942]4.3.2) Officers interactions involving drink drivers
[image: ]
Figure 2 – Answers to question ‘Have you attended an incident involving a drink driver’ in Pie Chart form

86% of police officers who undertook this survey has attended an incident involving a drink driver, highlighting just how prevalent drink driving is within the UK. Although there are 14% of respondents that have not attended incidents involving drink drivers, these respondents are likely to be part of non – uniformed policing roles, such as CID, PPU and are not on frontline policing, therefore they won’t be attending these types of calls.
The respondents that indicated that they did not attend any incidents involving a drink driver were from non – uniformed role. This meaning that the 100% of respondents who are currently in uniformed roles have all attended an incident involving a drink driver.

[bookmark: _Toc194522943]4.3.3) Officers perceptions of measures to be included in stricter drink drive laws

Figure 3 – Answers to question ‘What measures do you think should be included in stricter drink drive laws’ in Bar Chart form

This question was asked as a multiple choice, meaning that the participants could select more than one answer. From the data it is quite clear that there is a general consensus that the majority of participants feel that there should be harsher penalties for offenders of drink driving. There was also an option to suggest other measures, some of these included:
· Instant revoking of licence if charged with a drink driving offence
· Improved processes for evidence capture (I.E preliminary roadside test to be able to be used as evidence for at least a penalty where custody travel/waiting times could allow the driver to fall below the limit before evidential testing)
· Reduce the limit to a ‘0’ for a no drink drive policy
· Complete forfeiture of cars for offenders and prison time for repeat offenders

[bookmark: _Toc194522944]4.3.4) Personal opinions on whether stricter drink drive laws would improve road safety
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Do you believe that stricter drink drive laws would improve road safety?. Number of responses: 78 responses.]
Figure 4 – Answers to question ‘Do you believe that stricter drink drive laws would improve road safety’ in Par Chart form

This question has provided a mixed bag of responses – 50% of participants have stated that they strongly agree that stricter laws would improve road safety, however there are a small minority who disagree that stricter drink drive laws would improve roads safety.
This result had genuinely surprised me, as serving officers there can be an assumption made that they would support the implementation of stricter drink drive laws, the general public may expect a stronger response in favour of supporting stricter drink driving laws.

[bookmark: _Toc194522945]4.3.5) Officers thoughts on effectiveness of stricter drink drive laws
[image: ]
Figure 5 – Answers to question ‘How effective do you think stricter drink drive laws would be in reducing accident rates’ in Pie Chart form

The response to this question has been fairly positive to see, the majority of the respondents to do feel that a stricter drink drive laws would be effective at reducing accident rates. With over 50% feeling that stricter drink drive laws would be ‘Somewhat effective’ and over 35% feeling that stricter drink drive laws would be ‘Very effective’.
However, there are still some officers who feel that stricter drink laws would not be very effective at reducing accidents rate with 7.7% choosing this option and 1.3% of respondents feel that stricter drive laws would not be effective at all.
Further probing could be conducted to be able to fully understand why the respondents feel that stricter drink drive laws would not improve road safety.

[bookmark: _Toc194522946]4.3.6) Officers personal connections with drink driving
[image: ]
Figure 6 – Answers to question ‘Have you or someone you know been affected by a drink driving incident’ in Pie Chart form

This question was added to the survey to understand if there was an emotional or personal connection to any of the respondents. Although 65.4% of the respondents have not been personally affected by drink drivers 34.6% have.
Upon reviewing each individual response to this survey, those that have been affected or know someone who has been affected by drink driving are all supportive of having stricter drink drive laws within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland.

[bookmark: _Toc194522947]4.3.7) Officers attendance at serious or fatal RTC’s where drink has been a factor
[image: Forms response chart. Question title: Have you attended a serious or fatal RTC involving a drink driver?. Number of responses: 78 responses.]
Figure 7 – Answers to question ‘Have you attended a serious or fatal RTC involving a drink driver’ in Pie Chart form

This questions links in with the previous question in relation to be personally affected by drink driving. Although the majority have not been affected by drink driving 62.8% of respondents have attended a serious or fatal RTC (Road Traffic Collision) involving a drink driver – highlighting although they may not be personally affected by it themselves, but they still see the devastation that drink driving causes on our roads.
37.2% of respondents have not attended a serious or fatal RTC, this could be for many reasons. 
RPSO take the lead on serious or fatal RTCs and as such they are the officers which are dispatched. However, the more rural the area the more likely response officers are to be dispatched to these calls due to the travelling distance for RPSO.
[bookmark: _Toc194522948]4.3.8) Officers view on campaigns highlighting the dangers of drink driving

Figure 8 – Answers to question ‘Do you think public awareness campaigns about the dangers of drink driving are effective’ in Pie Chart form
Public awareness campaigns are constantly being evolved to match the statistics in the aim of reducing drink driving. These campaigns are not mandatory, but they do appear in everyday life such as: TV adverts, billboards, social media posts, radio adverts to mention but a few.
63% of the respondents to this survey have suggested that they believe that these methods are somewhat effective at making the public aware of the dangers of drink driving. Only 5% feel that the campaigns are very effective. However, 27% of the respondents feel that public awareness campaigns are not very effective and 5% feel that the campaigns are not very effective at all.
Although the majority of respondents feel that they are effective in highlighting the dangers, there are others who feel it isn’t. Therefore, it begs the questions whether the campaigns are outdated or whether they need to be re-modernised to reflect society today.








[bookmark: _Toc194522949]4.3.8) Officers likeliness to supporting the implementation of stricter drink drive laws

Figure 9 – Answers to question ‘How likely are you to support the implementation of stricter drink drive laws’ in Bar Chart form
N.B – it is important to note that ‘5’ is representative of being ‘most supportive’

This was the final question asked on the survey and it was designed to get the respondents overarching opinion on the matter.
The majority of the respondents are most supportive of the implementation of stricter drink drive laws for England, Wales, and Northern Ireland. This is representative of 77.9% of the respondents.
7.8% of respondents are not necessarily supportive of the implementation of stricter drink drive laws, it is unknown why this is.
14.3% of respondents appear to be somewhat supportive but not most supportive of the introduction of stricter drink drive laws.

[bookmark: _Toc194522950]4.4) Conclusion

The overall response to the survey has been very well received. There have been some mixed responses in relation to the questions asked and these are going to be discussed in the next chapter.
The general consensus that I am getting from the responses is that people would be open to supporting the idea of stricter drink drive laws within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland. It is clear to see that the respondents think that the current measures that are employed to prevent and reduce incidences of drink driving are somewhat effective.
It is also clear to see that from the responses received that drink driving is a common issue which they are dealing with on a daily basis, with the majority of officers having dealt with an incident involving drink drivers and some respondents even being personally affected by incidences involving drink drivers.
Respondents have also been able to suggest methods in which they think would be effective at reducing incidences of drink driving which can in turn improve road safety, although the majority suggested for harsher penalties, they did not explicitly state what penalties they feel would be sufficient for those caught drink driving. However, these can be discussed in the next chapter.

[bookmark: _Toc194522951]- Findings and Conclusion

[bookmark: _Toc194522952]5.1) Achievement of Objectives
The main objective of this dissertation was to investigate what effects stricter drink drive laws would have on road safety and accident rates within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland. In addition, this dissertation was going to seek the views of serving officers on the subject to ascertain if they would be supportive of stricter drink drive laws.

· Objective 1 - Highlight the current drink drive statistics within the UK, which include fatal and serious road traffic collisions 

· Objective 2 - Compare the UK with another country with a lower drink drive limit and compare and see if there are any differences.

· Objective 3 – Research current literature on drink driving and stricter drink drive laws.

· Objective 4 - To conduct primary research to understand how police officers perceive drink driving and whether they would support a change in the law.

· Objective 5 - Provide an ethically balanced argument as to why the DDL (Drink Drive Limit) needs to be changed and the positive affects it can have.

These objectives have been achieved throughout this dissertation. There has been a comprehensive literature review that has reviewed the literature that is available surrounding drink driving, its affects, preventative measures, and statistics. This has enabled me to pick gaps in the research to use it to create the foundation of my questionnaire. The second part of the objectives has been completed by creating and sharing a survey whereby measurable data was gathered and then subsequently analysed. This data was then evaluated and compared to the conclusions that were obtained following the literature review to expose patterns, similarities or contrasts.

[bookmark: _Toc194522953]5.2) Overall Findings
The results of the survey suggest that the majority of the respondents are supportive of the implementation of stricter drink drive laws within Northern Ireland, England, and Wales with 77.9% of respondents feeling strongly about the implementation of the stricter laws. Upon review of the individual responses to the survey 100% of respondents who had been personally affected or who knew someone who had been personally affected were most supportive of the implementation of stricter. Although it has not been stated, I can make an assumption that this view has come from the affects that the specific incidences had on them. It is also pleasing to note that out of 13 responses from officers based on RPSO all 13 were most supportive of the implementation of stricter drink laws.
When looking at the measures for implementing stricter laws on drink driving 88% of respondents highlighted that there needed to be harsher penalties for drink drivers. This means that the respondents to this survey feel that the current penalties are not strict enough, in response to this there are some suggestions:
· Instant revoking of the licence if charged with a drink/drug driving offence
· Complete forfeiture of cars of offenders and prison sentences for repeat offenders
Another suggestion for implementing stricter laws is lowering the legal alcohol limit for driving, at the moment this is currently 35 micrograms of alcohol per 100 millilitres of breath – there was a suggestion that a respondent provided whereby they feel there should be a ‘no’ drink drive policy whereby any alcohol detected in the system of a driver should be dealt with by the police. This is something that should be considered, other countries have considered this and are in the process of implementing this law – more research will need to be conducted on this as soon as the law has been implemented.
However, when officers were asked whether they thought stricter drink drive laws would improve road safety within England, Northern Ireland, and Wales 14.1% of respondents stated that they disagreed and that stricter drink drive laws would not improve road safety. This result had genuinely surprised me, as serving officers there can be an assumption made that they would support the implementation of stricter drink drive laws due to their dealings with drink drivers and the aftermath that drink drivers can cause, the general public may expect a stronger response in favour of supporting stricter drink driving laws due to this. 
The presence of supporting evidence for stricter drink drive laws presents a valid and reasonable argument that there should be a review of the drink drive laws within England, Wales, and Northern Ireland.

[bookmark: _Toc194522954]5.3) Recommendations
Although the study has highlighted need for change, it has also fostered some recommendations. These suggestions are developed using the knowledge gathered from a survey conducted as part of this study and a thorough review of the body of current literature.
1. Further Research:
Further research is needed to be able to understand how to effectively make smooth changes and to foster a unified approach in changing the law. Further research will enable researchers to gain a better understanding of what needs changing and why it needs changing

2. Increased Enforcement:
Increased enforcement is beneficial to be able to catch drink drivers and to make use of the law to its fullest, when we look at the amount of estimated drink drivers compared to those who were arrested for the offence it is clear to see there is a big difference and one that needs changing in order to protect the lives of innocent members of the public

3. Judicial Review:
It is quite clear from the research undertaken that people feel that the penalties for drink drivers is fairly low. It is recommended that the penalties for drink driving are reviewed and changed in line with current research to be able to make drink driving less prevalent.

4. Training
It would be beneficial for all officers who are operational to undertake compulsory training in relation to drink driving. Specifically, the procedures and the law surrounding the requirement for preliminary roadside tests and further evidential tests back at the police station

[bookmark: _Toc194522955]5.4) Limitations
Even though the study was carefully designed to reduce any potential issues, it is crucial to recognise a number of limitations related to methodology. The following are the limitations:
1) The survey was only sent to police officers who may already have a bias on the subject of drink driving due to a preconceived bias surrounding drink drivers and as such there could be a scope for an unconscious bias surrounding the topic.

2) There was a good response to the survey however the size of the dataset means that it was not possible to get an effective comprehensive understanding of it.

3) Due to the nature of the topic, some participants may have felt that they could not compete in the survey due to the personal experiences surrounding the topic.

4) Up to date statistics are not necessarily possible, the statistics used are from previous years and not the current year so we are unable to see the up to date statistics surrounding this topic.

[bookmark: _Toc194522956]5.5) Conclusion
To conclude, the dissertation has highlighted the issue surrounding drink driving and the need for change with its law. The researcher has remained impartial throughout and has relied solely on the literature and the research to answer the question at hand. Gaps in literature were identified and it is recommended that this is explored further. In the hopes that more resources would be added to address the issue of drunk driving in England, Wales, and Northern Ireland, the dissertation has brought attention to the current situation.
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What measures do you think should be included in stricter drink laws?


Lowering the legal blood/breath alcohol limit	Harsher penalties for offenders	Mandatory alcohol education programmes	Use of ignition interlock devices	46	67	33	22	


Do you think public awareness campaigns about the dangers of drink driving are effective?


Very Effective	Somewhat effective	Not very effective	Not effective at all	4	48	21	4	

How likely are you to support the implementation of stricter drink drive laws?

1	2	3	4	5	5	1	4	7	60	
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Have you ever attended an incident involving a drink driver?
78 responses

® Yes
® No
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Do you believe that stricter drink drive laws would improve road safety?
78 responses

@ Strongly agree
@ Agree

@ Neutral
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@ Strongly disagree
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How effective do you think stricter drink drive laws would be in reducing accident rates?
78 responses

@ Very effective

@ Somewnhat effective
@ Not very effective
@ Not effective at all
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Have you or someone you know been affected by a drink driving incident?
78 responses

® Yes
® No
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Have you attended a serious or fatal RTC involving a drink driver?
78 responses

® Yes
® No
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UNDERGRADUATE DISSERTATION
RESEARCH PROPOSAL FORM

Please complets the following research proposal and submit it o Turnitin,
Which project option are you taking? Please tick

or
4000 woed project and presentation:

Please remove the red wriing for your final submission

NAME: Lous Barretl

DRAFT RESEARCH TITLE QUESTION

[STUDENT 1D No.: 2124408 |

INTRODUCTION:

Drin giving has racently been i the spotight for the deveslating impscis of it throughout
he UK whioh has involved the deths of nnacent members of the public | also fes et the
fopi nes 3 It of rasearch atiached f i nd i & very elevant snd inieresting sublect o
5 abletoresearon. It il be sbe to nhsnce my knowledge and understanding sround the
Subjec in question. A dissertaion info i subject il sso be worthy and lso potentilly
being sble 1o impact naw drink driing laws i the UK

T topic s suifsbie for an undergraduste dissertaion ince t sllows for the examination of
current Isws. sanctions. and prevention messuras. This information cen then be used fo
s future sw reforms and policy recammandetions simed o redusing crunk drving. The.
Gissertation might slso nvestgete he psychologicsland socisl aspects that lesd peopl o
i and crve. This could 2aa o ore sffactive educationslnfistives. Dus to thesa fectors,
driing under the nfuance Is & complicated and diverse Subject withlts of matarial for 31
insightul snd nfuential dssertstion

The current arink drvig liit (DDL) in Englend, Wales, and Norther Ireland is 80mg of
sicanal per 100ml of blood. The legal it of 80mg of slcohol per 100l of blood was.
astabished as part of the 1907 Brilsh Rosd Sty Act and has ot been changed since.
Driving under i influence is e escing risk fatorfor collsions o roads scross the nation.
and s interscion is reguisrly Socumented between blood slcohol evels snd rosd tsffc
sccidents. (FsaneRsaan Jamas, 2010, Levit. Portr, 2001).
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SUNARY OF RESEARCH GBJECTIVES:
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4 Provide an etically balancsd
the positve sfecs it can have.

‘ument as to why the DDL needs to ba shanged snd

TIERATURE REVIEW:

Drink Diving and Drug Drving i 8 very infresting topi and s such here s uite &
‘onsidersble smount ofresesroh that has gone nfo these fopics. There are ot of
Sasroh papars thatlock no i carrelaton betwasn arnk/arugs &nd ealleions however
nere dos agpear 2 b & gap ko how e can rEduce the amownt of crinkidrug drvers on
ourrosds,

Plaase clary some ofth key ierature to be uiised 5 partof your research. Consider
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‘Gives crdis o hose who have Isd he groundwork fo your ressarch

Demonstrates your knowledge of the research protiem

SUNMARY OF RESEARCH ~SURVEY WETHOD:

A questionnsic s going to be put ogather and sent out o polce officerst get their
‘opinions on the urrant dr drving fmit wihin e UK. The questionnaie wil afo look (o
G2t el hoUGhLE on 8 ShaNGR n & Bt anlind tei reSons why hey would welcome.
s

SUNWARY OF SAWPLING FRAWEWORK:
Provide detais of target sample. For exampi, who are you nfanding o ssk o particpste
i your research, willyou be seeking perspectives flom experts who work i a given fld,
or il you be using a genera questionnai t gauge perspecives from members o (e

publc? Why i s sampe the best for yourresesrch?
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ETAICAL TSSUES:

There are no major ircalissues surmounding s topic and tis piece of wriing in which
‘om completing. However.| wilneed 0 be very caufious dus t the sensiiy of the opic of
hic 1 & locking 81 - 47k dring aects meny peopla Seross ha UK and worwide, e
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TIWE SCALE
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What would be the impact of stricter drink drive

laws on road safety and accident rates within
England, Wales, and Northern Ireland?

B I Uo X

‘Thank you for taking the time to participate in this survey. Your input is crucial in helping us better understand
the thoughts and opinions of others inrelation to drink driving laws. The information gathered will be used for
‘academic research in relation to my dissertation on drink drive laws in the UK.

‘This survey is anonymous and your responses will be treated with the utmost confidentiality.
It should take approximately 4-5 minues to complete the survey.

I must make you aware that this survey does talk about a very sensitive topic which you may have personal
‘experiences with, this survey may cause some upset from prior experiences, should you need support
following this survey, here are a few organisations who can help:

‘Samaritans 116 123
Mind- 03001021234
NHS- 111 option 2.

‘Your partcipation is voluntary and you can withdraw from this survey at any time.
‘Thank you very much for taking the time to complete this survey.

What is your age group?

1824
53
54
4550

55and over

lnpoawe
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‘What s your gender?
Male
Female.
None of e above

Prefer notto say.

How long have you been working for the police?
Lessthan 1 year
1-5years
6-10years
11-20years

More than 20 years

‘What department are you currently working on?
Response
NPT/PNET
cin/PRU
Joint Firearms Unit
RPSO
Colision Investigation

o

lmpe7we
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How aware are you of the current drink drive laws in the UK?

Very avare

‘Somewhat aware

Not very aware

Not aware atall

Have you ever attended an incident involving a drink driver?

Yes

Do you believe that sticter drink drive laws would improve road safety?

Strongly agree:

Agree

Neurral

Disagree.

Strongly disagree.

‘What measures do you think should be included in stricter drink drive laws?

Lowering the legal biood/breath alcohol imit

Harsher penaities for offenders

Mandatory alcohol education programmes.

Use of ignition nterlock devices.

Other.
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How effective do you think stricter drink drive laws would be in reducing accident rates?

Very effective

‘Somevhat effective

Not very effective

Not effective atall

Have you or someone you know been affected by a drink driving incident?

Yes

Have you attended a serious of fatal RTC involving a drink driver?

Yes

Do you think public awareness campaigns about the dangers of drink driving are effective?

Very effective

‘Somevhat effective

Not very effective

Not effective atall
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How likely are you to support the implementation of stricter drink drive laws in the UK?

(5 being most supportive)
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How aware are you of the current drink drive laws in the UK?
78 responses

@ Very aware

@ Somewhat aware
@ Not very aware
@ Not aware at all




