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Abstract

This report presents a statistical description of individuals committed by the courts
to county correctional facilities in Massachusetts for Operating Under the
Influence of Alcohol (O.U.L) during 1987. This report also presents some
information on trends in commitments for this offense and some comparative
information on the O.U.L population and county offenders committed for other
offenses. Some highlights of the information contained in this report are:

- In 1987, there were 2,607 committmenis for Q.U in
Massachusetts county facilities. This is a decrease of 3
percent or 80 from the 2,687 commitments for O.U.L in 1986.

~  The median sentence length for O.U.l. commitments was 3
months. This is an increase from the median sentence length
of 1986 commitments (2 months), and a large increase from
the median sentence length of those committed in 1983 (10
days). :

= The 2,607 commitments for O.U.L represent 24 percent of all
offenders committed to the counties in 1987. This is a.
decrease from 1986, when 26 percent of all commitments
were for O.U.L :

- Commitments tor Q.U.L. varied by county, <Commitments
ranged from ten percent of commitments in Suffolk County
to 38 percent of all commitments in Norfolk County.

- The typical offender committed for O.UJ. was white, 29
years old, male, single and a high school graduate.
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Introduction

Chapter 373 of the Acts of 1982, which became effective on September 1,
1982, increased the cértainty and severity of 'punishment for persons éonvic;ted of
O.U.l. Under the 1982 statute, first time O,U.l. offenders were subject to a period
of probation supervision which generally included h&andafory participétion in a
Driver Alcohol Education Program;  second offenders received a mandatory
minimurﬁ sentence of seven days or placement in a l4-day residéntigl alcohol
tre.atment programs; gnd multipie repeat offender.s reéeived a mandatory minimum
'_sentence of sixty days. Cha;pter 620 of the Acts of 1986, which became effective
December 18, 1986, further increased the pénalities for O.U.l. Following passage
of this law, multiple offenders received a m.andator)'r mirnimurr.x sentence of ninety

days.

The authors would like to acknowledge Ramon Raagas for his assistance in
-preparing the graphics in this report. -




Ongoing public interest in the issue of drunk driving along with legislative
.mandates have had a tremendous impact on the criminal justice system,
particularly the county correctional system, in a short period of time. During
1987, 24 percent of all commitments to the county systerh were for the offense of
O.U.l. This report presents a description of this large .and important offender
group in thé county correctional system. The report first presents data on t:.‘ends
in commitments forrthis offense for.the period 1976 to 1987. _The report then
presents a profile of 1987 commitmentslfor 0O.U.L including various characteristicS
of the offense and personal background characteristics of these offenders.
Comparative information on the O.UJ.I, offender and offer}ders committed for
other offenses is given as well.

The information in this report .waﬁ derived from dafa sub;nitted to the
| Department by each county correctional facility, collected by the Operations
Research Unit of the Department of Correction, and. produced on the Régent'_s

Computer Network.




Trends in Commitments for O.U.lL

This section explores trends in the number of O.U.l. commitments and length
of sentence. Table 1 shows commitments to county facilities by offense (O.U.IL
| and non-O.U.I) for the eleven-year period 1976 to 1987. The table also shows the
percentage of O.U.l. and non-O.U.L. comrﬁitments and_the. perceﬁt chahge frém the
prior year. |

- As shown in Table 1, there has been a dramatic increase in"comnﬁtments to
county facili'ties, frpm 4,393 in 1976 1o 10,1818 in 1987, an increase of 6,425 or 146
_ peréént. This increase is true of commitments for both O.U.l. and other offenses.
Commitments for offenses other than O.U.lL. rose by 89 percent, from 4,347 in
1976 to 8,211 in 1987. Commitments for O.U.lL rose more drkamatically, from 46 in
1976 to 2,607 in 1987.

The period 1983 to. 1985 was relatively stable in terr.n-s of the number of
O.U.I. commitments, the number of cbmmitments for other offenses and the to1l:a1
number of.commitments to the county correctional system. The years 1986 and
1987 were also similar in terms of the total number of cbmm,itn‘ients, O.U.L
commitments and commitments for other offenses. In 1987, commitments for
O.U.L. decreased by 3% from 1986 figures, while commitments for other offenses :
increased by 5% from 1986. Overall, commitments increased by 3% from 1986 to.
1987. |

fhe data in Table | also demonstrates the continued impact of the O.U.L
population on the county correctionai system. Dufing th(_e first six years of the
period, O.U.I; offe‘nders__accounted for 2 percent of all commitments. During the

last six years of the period, O.U.l. offenders accounted for 22 percent of all

commitments.




Table 1.

Commitments to County Facilities
by Offense, 1976 to 1987

0O.UlL : Other Offense Total

‘ S % % 2%
Year N (%) Change N (%) Change N (%) Change -
1976 46 (1) - 4347 (99) - 393 (100) -
1977 59 (1) +28% - 4110 (99) - -5% 4169 (100) ~5%
1978 73 (2) +24% 4162 (98) +1% 4235 (100) 2%
1979 60 (1) -18% 4552 (99) 49% 4612 (100) +9%
1980 191 (5)  +218% 5250 (96)  +15%  Susl (100)  +18%
1981 295 (5) +54% 5951 (95)  +13% 6246  (100) +15%
1982 1305 (15) +342% 7195 (85) +21% . 8500 (100) +36%
1983 2372 (25) +82% 7245 (75)  +1% 9617 (100)  +13%
1984 2006 (21) 15% 7391 (79) ¥2% 9397 (100 -2%
1985 2118 (22) +6% 7393 (78) +0% 9511 (100) +1%
1986 2687 (26) +27% 7829 (74) +6% 10516 (100)  +10%
1987 2607 (24) -3% 8211 (76) +5% (100) +3%

10813




Table }shews—recent trends in O.U.l. commitments by the county facility to
which the offenders wére committed. All counties experienced an increase in
VO.U.I. commitments during the period 1932 to 1987. The largest increases in
.commitmen_ts occurred in Middlesex County (an increase of 266), Worcester County
(an increase of 204), Bristol County (an increase of. 163), Norfolk County (an
increase of 140), Hampden County (an increase of 127),‘and Plymouth -County fan

increase of 110). : -

From 1986 to 1987, there was a decline in the number of O.U.L

commitments. Not .all counties demonstrated this trend, however. Six countie§
experienced a decline (Barnstable, Berkshire,' Essex, ‘Hampden, Hampshire, and
Middlesex). The remaining seven counties experienced an increase in O.U.L
commitments (Bristol, Dukes, Franklin, Norfolk, Plymouth, Suffolk, and Worcester)
from 1986 to 1987.

The O.U.lL. population varies by county. The number of O.U.L comrﬁitments
ranged from 1} in Dukes county to 531 in Middlesex county. The perortion. of
O.U.l. commitments ranged from 10 percent of Suffolk County commitments to 38

percent of Norfolk county commitments.
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Table 2.

0.U.L Commitments by County,

1982 to 1987

2006

1982 1983 1934 1985 1986 1987
County :
Barnstable 50 81 85 84 129 96
Berkshire b2 66 62 75 99 81
 Bristol 40 132 101 129 - 176 203
Dukes U 12 7 9 6 11
Essex- _
Lawrence 186 200 111 180 223 197
Essex-Salem . 133 161 165 99 242 193
Franklin 19 25 30 29 26 46
‘Hampden . .94 138 172 - 183 291 221
Hampshire 38 73 40 44 66 63
Middlesex 265 650 576 517 619 531
Norfolk 131 170 192 234 246 271
Plymouth. 63 139 126 150 152 173
Suffolk/C.S. 7 12 9 1 4 g
Suffolk/D.l. 34 57 70 91 % 114
Worcester 199 406 260 293 312 403
Total 1305 2372 2118 2637 2607




Both the number of offenders being admitted for O.U.lL. and the length of
~ their sentences will have an impact on the population of the county correctional
system. Table 3 shows the sentence length for offenders committed for O.U.l. for
the period 1982 to 1987. During this period the median sentence length increased,
from less than one month in 1982 and 1983, to one month in 1984, to two months iﬁ
1985 and 1986, and to three months in 1987. |

As shown in Figure 1, the pattern of sentences for O.U.L. has changed from
1982 to 1'987. -The use of sentences of less than one month increased from 1982 to
1983, and declined from 1983 through 1987. Sentences.of one to two months
increased from 1982 through 1986, and declined from 1986 to 1987. Finally,
sentences of three months or more increased over the entire period, from 238 in
1982 to 1,466 in 1987. Thus, while the number of commitments for O.U.l. peaked
in 1986, changes in sentence length for this group increases the impact of O.U.L
offenders on the county correctional system.

This trend toward longer sentences is noteworthy because of its likely impact
on population and programs in the county system. Individuals with sentences of
two months or more are candidates for the specialized_O;U.I. treatment programs
offered by the Western Massachusetts Correctional Alcohol Center (WMCAC)
Eastern Massachusetts Correctional Alcohol Center (EMCAC) and Longwood
Treatment Center. Thus, the increase in sentence length for O.,U.L - combined with
the continued high number of admissions will contribute to the impact of this

offender group on the population in the county correctional system.




Table 3.

Sentence Length for O.U.l. Commitments
1982 to 1937

Sentence

1982 1933 1934 1985 1986 1987
Length ' : ,
Fine 67 73 62 81 89 38
Less Than .
1 Month 602 1304 788 641 . 611 394
I Month 307 305 225 307 | 344 199
2 Months 91 341 454 535 686 460
3 Months 96 122 180 192 300 680
4.Months 8 18 25 28 57 77
5 Months 5 5 g 7 10 - 22
6 Months 65 119. 138 158 290 372
7 Months 2 2 8 1 4 6
.& Months 0 3 2 2 11 3
9toll _.
- Months 11 10 26 30 b4 47
12 Months 33 49 63 80 148 19'8_
i3t023
Months 9 8 15 31 44 38
24 Months _ | | :
or More 9 13 11 25 49 53
~ Total 1305 - 2372 2006 211_8 2687 2607
-Median Less Than 1 Month 10 Days 1 Month 2 Months 2 Months 3 Months




Figure I

Sentence Length for 0.U,I. Commitments
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Profile of 1987 O.U.J. Commitments

This section provides information on offenders committed to Massachusetts
county facilities during 1987 for O.U.L. and 'comparés this population with other
1987 county commitments. This description includes” information on the
characteristics. of the present offense (month in which ;ommit'ted., institution to
;which committed, court from which committed, sentence length and sentence
type), and personal background characteristics of this offender éi‘bup (agé, race,
sex, marital status, eduéation, place of birth and residence). The first set of
twelve tables that follow this section show information for the O.U.l. population by
the institution to which the offender was committed. The second set of tables
provides information on the. O.U.L populaﬂon in comparison with other offenders.

Upon referring to the tables in this section, the reader should note the
following: (1) the total population is sub-divided by committing institution or
offense groupg- (2) the top number in each cell represents the total nur-nber of
offenders who fall into the corresponding category in that row of the tables; (3) the
bbttom number in each cell (the number éontained in parentheses} is the
pércentage of the number of individuals in the category to the total number of
individuals from that group (columﬁ percent). For example, from the table on page
15 , Month of Commitment is presented and the following types of information can
be .obtain.ed:

(1) The fotal number of offenders is broken down by
commitment institution, and these are labeled and presented
horizontally across the top of the table;

(2) The specific months are labeled and presented vertically;

(3) Of the 2607 O.U.L offenders commn:ted durmg 1987, 531
-were committed to Middlesex county;

() Of the 531 offenders committed to. Mlddlesex, 57 (11
percent) were committed in January.

10
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Present Offense Characteristics

Institution. The number of commitments for O.U.L. ranged from a low of 1!
in Dukes County to a high of 531 in Middlesex County. - Proportionally,
commitments for O.U.L. ranged from 10 percent of all commitments to Suffolk

County to 38 percent of all commitments to Norfolk County.

Month. The number of O.U.I. commitments ranged from a low of 164 in June
to a high of 294 in January. There was an average of 217 commitments for O.U.l,

each month.

N

~ Sentence. The median sentence length of O.U.L offenders was three months;
This is the same as the median sentence of three months for other offenders.

Three percent of all O.UJ. commitments were incarcerated in lieu of
payment of a fine. This contrasts with 14 percent for other offenses. Fines were
used most extensively in Dukes County, where 9 percent of all O.U.l. commitments |
were incarcerated in lieu of payment of a fine.

As with commitments for other offenses, O.U.l. commitments are gen.erally
to houses of correctién and only rarely to jails. Less than one percent (N=5} of all
O.U.L. commitments were to jéil facilities. |

One percent of all O.U.L commitments were weekend sentences. This is
simiiaf to other offenses. Weekend sentences were used most extensively in
Hampshire County where 5 percent of all O.U.L commitm_ents were weekend

sentences.

11
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Court From Which Committed. Like other offenders, O.U.l. offenders are

generally sentenced from a lower court in the county of the facility to which they
were committed. Less than one per'cent (N=6) of all O.U.I. commitments were

from Superior Courts.

Personal Background Characteristics

Age. The age of O.U.L offenders ranged from 17 to'71 yehar's. The median
age of this group was 29 years. This is older than other offenders whose median

age was 25 years.

Sex. Of the 2,607 O.U.L. commitments in 1987 , there were 2,599 males and 8
females. It is important to note that almost all female offenders are committed to
the state correctional facility, MCI-Framingham, and thus are not reﬂected in this
analysis. In 1987, there were an estimated 99 females committed to MCI-

Framingham for O.U.L

Marital Status. Most O.U.L offenders were single (60 percent). Twenty-one

percent were married and 19 percent were separated, divorced or widowed at the
time of commitment. This contrasts with other offenders where 74 percent were
single, 16 percent were married and 10 percent were separated, divorced. or

wido \_ved.

Education., The median educational level for O.U.L. offenders was 12th grade.
This is the higher than other offenders whose median educational level was 1l1th

grade. Sixty-four percent of all 0.U.L offenders were at least high school

graduates compared with 47 percent of other offenders.

12




Race. Ninety-three percent'of the O.U.l. offenders were white, four percent
were black and three percent were Hispanic or other races. This contrasts with
other offenders who were 70 percent white, 20 percent black and 10 percent

Hispanic or other races.

Place of Birth. Seventy-nine percent of all O.U.L. offenders were born in

Massachusétts, 14 percent were born in other states, 3 percent in U.S. territories
and 4 percent in other countries. Offenders committed for other offenses were
somewhat more likely to have been born out of state, 68 percent were born in
M‘-assachusetts, 19 percent in other states, 9 percent in U.S. territories, and &

percent in other countries.

Residence. As reported by the county facilities, most QO.U.l. offenders
r'esi'deld in the same county as the facility to whicﬁ they were committed. The
proportion of same county O.U.L offenders ranged from a low .of 6l percent of
~ Franklin county O.U.IL. offenders to a high of 95 percent of Berkshire county O.U.L

offenders.

Summary The typical O.U.J. offender 'entering_ the county correctional
system was committed from a district court to serve a three month sentence. This
individual was a 29 year old, single, white male with a high.school education,
O.U.L oifenders and other offenders had similar sentences (three months). O.U.L
offenders were older oﬁ average, more likely to be married or in a state of marital
separation than other offenders. The O.U.L offendef was more likely to be white

" and to have a higher educational level.

I3




"~ Statistical Tables

0.U.1. Offenders by
Institution
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MONTH OF COHMITMENT

Janua?y
February
March
April‘
May

June

July

August

September

October

November

‘December

TOTAL
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10)
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A
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o
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8]
{ 10}
5
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14
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5
{ &)
4
( 5)
6
[
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5
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7
« 9
9
{ 11)
3
( 4
6
(G
a1

Bristol

203

(

27)

9)

0)

11

Essaex/Lawrence

11)

(

Esgex/Salem

11}

13

10
5)
5)

15
8)

14
n

18

13
)

46

Hampden

221

15

Hampshire

9
14)
5)
6)
5)
103

63

" Middlesex

11}

531

10)

‘15

14
53

271

10)

17
10)

17
10)

18
10)

173

Suffolk

12
10}

10}

12

10)
8)

7}

118

(

Worcester

o el
et oD
—

13)

26
6)

22
5)

26
8)

19
5)

a8
9)

- 32
8)

40
10)
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12)

29
7)

32
8}

403

Total

294
1

256
¢ 10)

232
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200
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164
220
215
224
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(10}

185
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166
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SENTENCE LENGTH

Fine
Less than 1 Month
1 Month -

7 Months

L

Months
4 Months
5 Months
& Months
7 Months
8 Months
9 to 11 Months
12 Months
13 to 17 Months
18 Moﬁths
.19‘to 23 Months
24 Months

25 Months or More

TOTAL

16
1)
4)

16
17)

24

25) -

96

‘Barnstable

Berkshire

]

17}

23
28)

81

Bristol

8)

35
L Y]

15
38
19)

52
28)

T 11)

203

11

Eszex/Lawrence

197

Essex/Salem

2)

36
19)

12
8)

58
30)

193
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{ 8)
34
( 15)
57
( 28)
9
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1
( 0)
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( 19)
0
( o)
0
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3
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2
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5
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0
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5
( 2)
1
( 0)
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le

Hampshire
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g
m
3
3
o
S
13
{ 2
93
( 18)
40
( 8)
98
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131
( 25)
16
« 3
3
( 1
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{ 15)
2
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Q
o
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{ 3)
26
( 5
1
¢ 0}
3
¢ 1}
1
¢ 0
9
( 2)
0
¢ 0)
531

Hoxrfolk
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o

29)
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9)

38
14)

61
23)
3

27
10)

271

Plymouth

15}

30)

173

suffolk
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—r
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2
2
m .
]
g.
£
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{ 5)
-4z
( 10)
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(7
65
( 18)
121
¢ 30)
9
2
5
{ b
65
{ 16)
0
{0
0
¢ o
T
¢ 2)
22
{ 5)
3

¢
4
( 1
1

{ 0
10
( 2)
3

¢ b
403

Total

g3
394
( 15)

199
( 8

460
( 18)

680
( 26)
77
22

372
( 14)

148
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COURT FROM WHICH COMMITTED

Superior Courts

Barnstable County D.C.
Berkshire County D.C.
Bristol County D;?. (
Dukes County D.C. (
Essex County D;?. . {
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Nantucket County D.C. {
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( 1Yy ( o
0 0
( 0y ( 0)
0 0
C 0y ( 0)
0 0
(0 o
117 0
( 99) ( @)
0 398
( 0) ( 99)
118 403

391
( 15)

219

2607



AGE AT COMMITMENT

17

18
19
20

c21

22
23
24
25
26 to 29
30 to 39
40 to 64.

65 and Olderx

TOTAL

@
—
G
P

0

i

ul

m

27}

17)

96

Berkshire

15
19)
22
27)

12
15)

Bl

Brigtol

=R-3

23)

66
33)

ar
18)

203

Essex/Lawrence

0
0y ¢ 1)
0 3
0y  2)
1 1
9 (1)
0 6
o) ( 3)
0 7
0y ( 4
0 13
0y (. 7)
2 8
18) ( 4)
0 13
) 7N
1 16
g9) ( 8
2 35
18) ( 18)
4 59
36) ( 30)
0 35
0) ( 18}
1 0
9) ( 0

1t 197

Eggex/Salem

21)

53
27}

3o
16}

193

Franklin

28)

24)

48

Hampden

(=]

20)

74
33)

35
16}

221

1o

Hampshire

37)

17
27)

63

3
] »
~ —
= 2
2 1
¢ 0y ( 0)
3 2
( 1) ( )
6 3
( 1y ( 1
16 6
( 3) ( 2)
11 9
( 2 ( 3)
29 16
( 5y ( 8)
22 21
{ 4y ( 8)
36 25
¢ 7T { 9
48 18
( 9 (7
123 57
( 23) (21)
166 73
{31y ( 27)
69 38
( 13) (14}
0 2
¢ 0 ({ 1)
531 271

Plymouth

22)

59
34)

31
18)
!

173

Suffolk

[=

24)

48
41)

19
18)

0)

118

Worcester

403

2607



23
a

E

Male 96 78 203 11 197 193 . 46 218 61 531 271 173 118. 403 = 2599
(100} ( 96) (100) (100) (100) (100) (100) ( 99) ( 97) (100) (100} (10D) {100) (100} (100}

SEX

Berkshire
Bristol
Essex/Lawrence
Essex/Salem
Franklin
Hampden
Hampshire
Middlesex
Morfolk
Plymouth
Suffolk
Worcester

' Barnstable

Female : 0 3 0 0 ] 0 0 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 8
o 4 ¢ 0} ( 0) ( 0 ( 6y ¢ oy ¢ 1Y ¢ 3 (0 (0 (0 0y ( O ( o

TOTAL 96 g1 203 11 197 193 46 221 63 531 271 173 118 403 2607
4
2
0] =]
3 o Y et o
. & o & ] i
i 4 5 & & 4 5 4 & & & 4
- T T T - s ¥ § & & 9
racE ;: i1 4 o B 0§ 8 B3 § 4 by 2
- m m m 0 M [©3] B b o g g E a g 59'
Black 1 5 0 4 . 0 2 25 2 13 8 7 28 11 104
. (13 ¢ 1y ¢ (o (2 (0 ( & (1) (3 2y 3 ( 4 (210 ( 3) ( %)
White a5 g0 191 11 178 193 a4 196 58 501 261 166 B3 368 2424
( 99) ( 99) ( 94) (100) ( 99) (100) ( 96) ( 89) ( 92) ( 94) ( 96) (88 (70} (9) (99
Hispanic o o 7 0 15 0 0 0 3 15 2 1 9 23 75
( oy ¢ 0y ( 3 ‘( ) ( 8 ( 0y ( 0 ( o {( 5) ( 3 (1) (1Y ( 8 ( 8 ( 3
other ' 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 z 0 ‘0 1 1 4

(0)(0)(0)(0)(0)(0)(,0)(0)(.0)(-0)-(0)(0)(1)(0)(0)

TOTAL 96 - 8 203 11 . 197 193 46 221 63 531 = 271 173 118 403 2607
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MARITAL STATUS

Barnstable
Berkshire
Bristol
Dukés
Esseﬁ/LawrenEE
Egsex/Salem
Franklin
Hampden
Hampshire
Midd;eséx .
Nerfolk
Plymouth
suffolk
Worcester
Total

Single 60 50 95 7 115 118 26 121 31 338 180 99 65 257 1562
- {83) (82) (47) (64) (58) (61) (587)y (565) (49) (64) (68) (57) (55 (64) (60)

Married 21 186 56 3 50 32 g 49 7 92 57 a4 36  88. 560
_ (22) (20) (28 (271) (25 (17) (20 (22) (11) (17) (21) ( 25) ( 31) ( 22) ( 2I)

Divorced 15 11 30 1 24 34 10 33 18 83 26 22 14 58 377
' { 18) ( 14) ( 18) ( 9 (12) (18) ( 22) ( 15) ( 29) ( 16) ( 10) ( 13) ( 12) ( 14) ( 14)

Separated 0 4 21 0 R3 8 1 17 7 16 7 7 3 1 98

.0y ¢ 5 (1w} ( 03 ( '?) ( 4 ¢ 2 ( 8 (1Y ( 3y ( 3y ( 4 ¢ 3 0y ( &

- _ 0 0 1 9 11 0 1 0 2 1 1 0 0 8
-Widowed . ¢ 0) ¢ 0) ( 0 ( 0) (- 1) ( 1y ( oy ¢ 0y ¢ 0y ( 0y ( 0y ( 1)y ¢ 90y ¢ o) { ®
Unknown _ 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 1 -z

TOTAL a6 81 203 “11 197 193 48 221 63 531 271 173 - 118 403 2607

21



LAST GRADE COMPLETED

Special Classes or
_No Scheol

Third

Fourth

Fifth

Sixth

Seventh

Eighth

Ninth

7 Ten&h

Eleventh

High School Graduate
Some College

' College Graduate

Graduate School’

Unknown

TOTAL

Barnstable

66)

96

Berkshire

14)

81

Bristol

-3

11}

203

55)

11

Esgex/Lawrence

46}
26

13)
-3)

-0}

5)

197

Essex/Salem

o0
—

48)

17)

193

(

S

Franklin

11}

25
54)

46

Hampden

12)
14)

95
43)

20
9}
1)

1}

2)

221

22

(

Hampshire

10)

13)

63

]
u
A
g
.,z.l
0
« 0
0
« 0}
4
( 1)
0
{ o)
4
(1
2
¢ o0
13
¢ 2
33
( 8
53
( 10)
60
(11}
327
( 62)
286
( 8)
7
¢ 1
.1
( 0
1
{0

531

=
G
Y
£
0
« 0}
0
.0
0
( 0
0
¢ 0
1
¢ 0
3
¢ 1
7
« 3
13
( 5)
22
( 8
30
{11
162
( 60)
26
( 10)
5
¢ 2)
2
¢ 1
o
( 0
271

£
4:_:;
o
E
-
=1
0
( o0
0
( 0}
0
( 0)
0
( 0)
0
« o)
3
( 2)
9
( 5)
15
( 9)
24
( 14)
20
( 12)
92
( 53)
8
( 8)
"2
( 1)
0
( 0)
0
)
173

suffolk

o
~—

14)

57
48)

16
13)

118

H
]
]
8
2
.
( 0)
0
( 0}
0
( 0
1
¢ 0}
1
« o
7
( 2
20
( 56}
37
( 9
55
( 14)
61
( 15)
175
{ 43)
27
{ N
12
 3)
2
( 0
3
( D
403

Total

(=11

11

19

38

91

184

278

(11)

299
{11)

1347
( 62)

228
62
« 2)
13

23

2607



PLACE OF BIRTH

Barnstable County
Berkshire County
Bristol County
Dukes County
Essex County
Frénklin County
Hampden County
Hampshire County
Middlesex County

wNerfolk County

* Plymouth County

suffolk County
Worcester County

Massachusetts -

No County Specified

Other U.S. State

U.S. Territory

Foreign Country

Unknown '

TOTAL

Barnstable

i0)

20}

0)

4}

0)

96

Berkshire

(=~

58
72)

0)

81

Bristol
Dukes

(= —]

Essex/Lawrence

oo

50)

13)

12

13
6)

1)

197

Essex/Salem

o9

!
g
-
( 9
2
{( 1)
1)
« 0
0
{ o
1
( 0)
0
 0)
135
( 61)
5
( 2
4
( 2)
2
{ 1)
0
{ 0
1
( 0)
3
(1
4
( 2)
33
{ 15)
24
( 1)
7
( 3}
0
( 9}
221

Hampshire

20

Middlesex

283

( 53)
13

100

(1%

531

(

Norfolk
Plymouth

&

suffolk

10}

4
i)
u
&
£
0
(0
0
)
0
)
0
( 0)
1
« 0
1
¢ 0
1
¢ 0
0
(o
15
( 4
2
¢ 0
0
« o
8
( 2)
156
(39
118
( 29)
69
{17
18
( 4
14
( 3)
0
)
403



RESIDENCE
Bérnstable County
Berkshire County
Bristol County
Dukes County
Egsex County
Franklin County
‘Hampden County
Hampshire County
Middlesex County
Norfoik County
Plymouth County
‘suffolk Céunty

Worcester County

" 'Massachusetts -
No County Specified

Other U.S. State

Unknown

TOTAL

g 4 3
g ¥ X g
g & &5 3
0 Q 0 1
C 0 (0 ¢ 0 ( 9
0 T7 0 0
(0 (95 ( 0) ( 0
0 0 ‘164 L]
C 0 ( 0 (81) ( 0)
0 0 . 0 7
(0 ( 0y ( 0) ( s4a)
1] 0 0 0
(0 (0 ( 0 ( o)
0 0 1 0
C 0. ¢ 0 ( 0 ( 0}
] 1 0 0
¢ 0 (1) (0 ( 0)
0 1] 0 1]
€0 (0 ( 0 ( 0
0 0 1 1
€ 0 (0 ¢ 0 ( 9
0 4] 8 1
C 0 ¢ 0y ( 4) ( 9
0 0 10 1
( 0 ( 0) ( 5) ( 9)
0 0 1 0
(0 ¢ 0 ¢ 0 ( 0
0 1 1 0
C 0y (1) (0 ( 0)
0 0 li] 0
( 0y ( 0) ( D) ( 0)
0 2 17 0
(0 2y (8 ( 0)
96 0 0 0

(r00) ( 0y ¢ 0) ( 0)

96 Bl 203 11

(

Essex/Lawrence

o
-

11)

0)

197

Essex/Salem.

159
( 82)

193

Franklin

oo

186

2
7
<]
0
« 0
2
(D
0
¢ 0
1
(0
0
¢ 0
2
(D
190
( 88)
13
( 8
2
(D
0
« 0
1 -
¢ 0
0
¢ 0
3
(D
0
¢ 0
7
« 3)
0
(0
221

24

Hampshire

oo

63

{

Middlesex

[N
—

531

Morfolk

o0

271

=]
-t:.’l
Q
K,
—
a
4
{ 2)
0
« o
14
(. 8)
0
¢ o)
0
( 0)
0
( o0)
1
( 1)
0
( 0
2
( 1)
23
( 13)
117
{ 68)
8
( 6
. 0
( 0)
0
( 0}
4
( 2)
0
( 0
173

bt

Suffolk

14
12}

12
10)

2
2)

80

68)
0
0)

- 0

0)

0
a)

118

Worcestexr

o9

1}

15

4)

10
2)

0
C0)

2
0)

348

( 886)

3
1)

13
3)

403

Total

104

2607



Statistical Tables

0.U.l. and Other Offenses

25



'MONTH OF COMMITMENT

January

February
March
Ap;il
May
June
'July
August
September
October
November

December

OTHER
0.U.I.  OFFENSES
294 707
( 11) ( —9)
256 " 687
( 10) { 8)
232 733
(e ¢ 9
200 702
( 8) C(9)
196 658
Csy (8
164 631
( 6) ( B8)
220 686
( 8) { &)
215 636
( 8) ( 8)
224 695
( 9 ( 8)
265 761
( 10) ( 9
185 668
7 ( 8)
166 657
( 6) ( 8)

TOTAL 2607 8211

26

TOTAL

16061
( 9

943
¢ 9

965
( 9

302
( 8)

854
( 8)

795.
¢ )

906
( 8)

851
( 8)

919
( 8)

1006
( 9

853
( 8)

823
( 8)

10818



SENTENCE LENGTH

Fine

Less than 1 Month
1 Month

2 Months

3 Months

4 Months

5 Months

6 Months

7 Months
8.Months

9 to ll Months
12 Months

13 to i? Months
- 18 Months

19 to 23 Months
24 Months

25 Months or More

TOTAL

2607

27

" OTHER
OFFENSES

8211

TOTAL

10818



JATL SENTENCES

Jail

House of Correqtion

TOTAL

WEEKEND SENTENCES

Weekend Sentence

Not a Weekend Sentence

TOTAL

27

2580

( 98)

12607

28

OTHER
OFFENSES

97
B114

( 99)

8211

OTHER
OFFENSES

88
8123

( 99)

8211

TOTAL
102
10716

( 99)

10818

- TOTAL
115
10703

( 99)

10818



COURT FROM WHICH COMMITTED

OTHER

o.U.I. OFFENSES TOTAL

Superior Courts 6 619 625
¢ 0) ( 8) { 86)

Barnstable County D.C. . a3 244 33_7_'
( 4) ¢ 3 ( 3

Berkshire County D.C. 81 256 337
¢ 3 ( 3 - 3)

Bristol County D.C. 203 565 768
( 8) « 7 ( 7

pukes County D.C. 10 a9 49
. ¢ 0) { O {0 0)

Essex County D.C. 391 734 1126
( 15) ( 9 - (10)

Franklin County D.C. 48 133 181
-2y ( 2) ( 2)

Hampden County D.C. 2139 765 . 984
( 8) ( 9 ( 9

Hampshire County D.C. 61 210 2
( 2) ( 3} ( 3)

Middlesex County D.C. 522 1413 1935
. ( 20) ( 17) { 18)
Nantucket County D.C. 1 a _ 5
( @& (¢ 0) ( o)

Norfolk County D.C. 265 399 664
: ( 10} ( B) { 86)
Plymouth County D.C. - 177 390 567
« ( 5) ( %)

suffolk County M.C. : iz 1046 1175
' ' { 5) ( 13) ( 11)
. wWorcester County D.C. 401 1394 : 1795
- ( 15) ( 17) ( 17)

TOTAL . 2607 8211 10818
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AGE AT COMMITMENT

16

17

i8.
19

20

21
D22
23
24
25_

26 to 29
30 #o 39
40 to 64
.65 and Older

Unknown

TOTAL

124

2607

30

OTHER
OFFENSES

TOTAL

10818




SEX
OTHER
0.U.I. OFFENSES - TOTAL
. 2599 8187 10786
_Male _ ~ {100) (100) (100)
Female 8 _ -24 32
( 0) ( 0 - 0)
TOTAL 2607 8211 10818
RACE
OTHER
0.U.1. OFFENSES  TOTAL
Black | 104 1613 1717
( &) ( 20) ( 186)
Wwhite 2424 5781 8205
: ( 83) ( 70) ( 78)
Hispanic 75 770 845
( 3) ( 9 ( 8
Other 4 47 : 51
( 0) ( ( 0
TOTAL 2607 8211 10818

31




MARITAL STATUS

S;ngle
Married
Divorced
Separated
Widowed

Unknown -

TOTAL

2807

32

OTHER
OFFENSES

8211

TOTAL

10818




LAST GRADE COMPLETED

~ OTHER
0.U.I. OFFENSES

Special Classes or 6 12
No School ‘ ( o ¢ o
0 9

First or Second ( 0) ( 0)
Third : .3 28
( 0) ( 0)

Fourth 11 26
: ( 0) ( 0)

Fiftﬁ 7 ' 30
(. 0) {( 0)

Sixth o 19 81
' ( 1) ( L)

Seventh 38 128
' ( 1) o 2)
Eighth ' al1. 403
( 3) ( 5)

Ninth 184 923
¢ 7T { 11)

Tenth B , 278 1320
( 11) { 16)

Eleventh _ 289 1383
{ LI1) ( 17)

High School Graduate - 1347 3186
. ( 52) ( 39)

Some College ' 228 - 495
( 9 ( 8)

College Graduate 62 100
{ 2) ¢ 1

Graduate School 13 20
¢ 0) ¢ 0)

: 23 67
Unknown ( 1) e 1)
TOTAL 2607 8211

33

TOTAL

10818




PLACE OF BIRTH

0.U.I.
Barnstable County 18
| ( D
Berkshire County 60
‘ 2
i 143
Bristol County
- ( 5)
1
Dukes County
( 0)
_Essex County . 230
¢ 9
Franklin County - 18
¢ b
; 147
Hampden County
( 6)
| ; 10
~ Hampshire County
« O
Middlesex County 391
( 15)
Nantucket County 0
( o
Noxfolk County 114
: ¢ 4)
7 53
Plymouth County
¢ 2)
Suffolk County (3*3)
194
Worcester County
‘ ¢ 7
Massachusetts - 320
No County Specified ( 12)
362
Other U.S5. State (11)
i 83
U.S. Territory
¢ 3
i 107
Foreigh Count
g ry ¢ 4)
8
Unknown
¢ 0)

TOTAL 2607

OTHER

OFFENSES

73
(D

213

752
« 9

341
¢ 4)

37
¢ 0

8211

TOTAL
91
( L)
273

10818

B




. RESIDENCE

Barnstable County

-Berkshire County

Bristol County
Dﬁkes County
Essex County
Franklin County
Hampden County
Hampshire County
Middlesex County
Norfolk Coﬁnty
Plymouth County
.Suffolk County
Worceste; County

Massachusetts -
No County Specified

Other U.S. State
Foreign Country

Unknown

TOTAL

2607

OTHER
_OFFENSES

314
{ 4)

8211

35

TOTAL

418
¢ 4)

10818




