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CAPE POLICY DOMAINS: DO THEY ALL HAVE THE SAME IMPACT?                                                         

WHERE ON NEEDS WORK: SELECTED EXAMPLES		       	                                         

WHAT ON IS DOING WELL: SELECTED EXAMPLES 			         	               

ON Minimum Pricing (2021/22)*

The population-based 
outlet density in ON is 
near to recommended 
limits for off-premise 
and meets limits for 
on-premise outlets. ON 
has legislated powers to 
set limits for off-premise 
outlet density and sets 
a cap on grocery store 
licenses. 
			                  
2. Physical Availability

ON has escalating 
administrative licensing 
suspensions and 
escalating interlock 
programs as a 
condition of relicensing 
for federal impaired 
driving convictions with 
a blood alcohol content 
(BAC) of 0.08% or 
higher.   
				                   
4. Impaired Driving 
Countermeasures

Off-premise minimum 
pricing in ON is 
automatically indexed to 
inflation for all alcohol sold 
except beer; off-premise 
minimum pricing for 
high strength beer is tied 
precisely (e.g. $/L ethanol) 
to ethanol content. In 
general, on-premise 
beer and spirits prices 
are keeping pace with 
inflation.
			                  
1. Pricing & Taxation



STEPS ON CAN TAKE TO IMPROVE THEIR CAPE POLICY SCORES            



Notes: 1. Statistics Canada. Table 10-10-0010-01 Sales of alcoholic beverages types by liquor authorities and other retail outlets, by value, 
volume, and absolute volume. 
2. Canadian Substance Use Costs and Harms. 
3. Statistics Canada. Table 10-10-0012-01  Net income of liquor authorities and government revenue from sale of alcoholic beverages (x 1,000).
4. Grade ranges: A+ = 90-100%; A = 85-89%; A- = 80-84%; B+ = 77-79%; B = 73-76%; B- = 70-72%; C+ = 67-69%; C = 63-66%; C- = 60-62%;  
D+ = 57-59%; D = 53-56%; D- = 50-52%; F = 0-49%.
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WANT TO KNOW MORE ABOUT CAPE?

To learn more about the Canadian Alcohol Policy Evaluation or to join our Community 
of Practice, visit alcoholpolicy.cisur.ca or email cisur@uvic.ca.
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