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BLOOD ALCOHOL LIMITS 

32. Mr S.A. MILLMAN to the Minister for Police: 
I refer to the McGowan Labor government’s commitment to removing the outdated practice of retrospectively 
calculating a driver’s blood alcohol level. 

(1) Can the minister advise the house how closing this loophole will improve safety on Western Australian roads? 

(2) Can the minister outline to the house the reasons that it is important these changes are supported by all 
members of Parliament? 

Mrs M.H. ROBERTS replied: 
I thank the member for Mount Lawley for his excellent question and his commitment to community safety, 
particularly road safety and saving the lives of people on our roads. 

(1)–(2) Currently when drivers provide a breath test, the blood alcohol content is measured on the machine but 
that is not the blood alcohol content that people are charged with. A complex back-calculation method is 
used, which is predicated on people’s alcohol level increasing by .016 per 100 millilitres for a period of 
two hours afterwards and then declining at the same rate from two hours after that. That basically gives 
some people a bit of a double chance or a let-off clause and we know that each year in Western Australia, 
people blow over the limit on their initial test and then it is back calculated and they fall just under it. 
This procedure is based on 1980s technology, which has been totally discredited. It is unique in Australia. 
In fact, it has been known to be unique in Australia for about a decade. In August 2014, the 
Monash University research unit said that WA was the only place left in Australia still doing it; it has 
been discredited and should be abolished. What did the then government do? The member for 
Scarborough said that the government would consider it. For another two and a half years it was in office 
and not only did that government not consider it, it did not do anything. It did not commit to it. She did 
not say, “This is rubbish; we shouldn’t be the only state in Australia, one of the few places in the world, 
that does this.” She said, “Well, we’ll consider it in due course.” Two and a half years later, it remained 
on the books. We will change that. I will be introducing legislation to the house tomorrow and I hope that 
everyone in here will support it.  

Members opposite will support the bill if they are dinkum about road safety and about sending a very 
strong message to drink-drivers that what they blow is what they will be charged for, and if their blood 
alcohol level is over 0.05 or 0.08 per cent, they will face the consequences. Drink-driving is the most 
serious of matters. In the 1980s it was new and people had the attitude that so long as they were not caught 
out or drove on the back streets or the cops did not get them, it was okay to drink and drive. I am here to 
say that it is not okay to drink and drive. We need a strong message. It is immoral to drink and drive 
because when we choose to do that, we put at risk not just our own life and wellbeing, but the life and 
wellbeing of other road users—women, children and grandparents. Drunk-drivers run the risk of 
endangering the lives of everyone else on the road or permanently harming them. It is not acceptable. 
This is a discredited procedure. It should not have still been in place in 2016, let alone 2019, and that is 
why we will be moving to address it. 
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